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In this Issue 

* * On the threshold of a New Year we of the Reformcd Fellowship 
greet our ever-widening circle of friends throughout the world. May 

the faithful God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ bless you one 

and all. 

* * A3 the raw wound inflicted on the whole community of nations 
by the assa.ssiDation of the late president of the United States of 

America beRins somewhat to heal. we discover men of every political 
and theological hue in a refiecUve mood. To the many pages already 

written we would add a few paragraphs. Upon US u Christian be
lievers it is also incumbent to assess this significant event in the 

light of the abiding Word of God. TItis has been attempted In brief 
fDnn by Edwin H. Palmer', lines entitled "Tragedy?" 

* * A new-oomer to the pages of this magazine is William O • 
Valente Esq., attorney-at-law In Philadelphia., Pa. He has graciously 

provided us with a COpy of his address. In an incisive manner he 
lays bare one of the most pressing problems in the area of the rela
tion of the state to educadon. that of the freedom of parents to 
choose the kind of education wbich they are convinced their chlldren ..... 
* * Concern for trends in theological education has alwaya rated 
high among Refonned Christians. This receives pointed expression 

in the report of Nicholas J. Mowroa on the Inaugural address de
livered some months ago by tho president of Calvin Thoological 

Seminary. Here you will find a clear statement of the changes in 
curriculum wllich President Kromminga is "prepared to advocate.... 

so that the school which he serves may meet the challenge pm;ented 

by an era of change. 

* * In his meditation Francois Gui1laume urges that during the New 

Year we "train our senses to see and hear as did Habakkuk. standing 
in awe of our God." 

* * A brief sUlVey of happeni.oltll in church and state during 1963 
is presented in the column Under Qurch Spira. For those who are 

Christ·s. so the article concludes. "also 1963-with all its 5hadow 
and its sunshine - remains enshrined in OUI souls as the year of our 
Lordi" 

* * Attempts at church merlter are much in the news these days. 
Seldom, however. are the issues involved so openly discussed as they 

were in the recent Girod.Oggel debate. We believe you will find this 
report prepared by John H. PierslIla illuminating and instructive. 

* * Regretfully we announce that only two outlines can uppear in 
this issue. We hope that none of the societies using this study 
material will be too greatly inconvenienced by this departure from 
our nonnal pattern. 

* * May we call your attention to the book review on the last page? 
It ought Dot be overlooked. Perhaps when reading it. you will be 

enticed to tum to the book itself which according to the reviewer "is 

a worthwhUe contdbution to the calQC of Christian higher education." 

http:GuiJI.um
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'rHlRTY- FIFTH PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 

W E , the publishers of TORCH A.'\il TRID[l'ET, wish to 
express our grief at the assassination of John Fitz

gerald Kennedy, President of the United States of America, 
on November 22, 1963. This foul deed of infamy and law
lessness with all the sorrow, distress and pain that it 
brought cannot fail to convey to the hearts of all men Dew 
shocking evidence of the frightful wickedness of the hu
man heart. 

For those who feel the stinging blow of sorrow most 
intimately and personally we register our sympathy and 
compassion. We join with millions of others in prayer for 
God's mercy upon the grieving widow and children, the 
members of Mr. Kennedy's family. and those many who 
were closely associated with him in the affairs of govero
ment. The youngest president in the history of the COUD

try had gifts of leadership, personal dynamic and charm, 
wit and intelligence, industry and drive whose sudden 
dramatic end has left a gaping emptiness for many. The 
rather amazing spontaneous outpouring of grief from all 
over the world by the great and the small of men testifies 
to the impact that this personality had made everywhere. 

HIS LIFE IN BRIEF 
John Fitzgerald Kennedy was born May 29, 1911 in 

Brookline, Massachusetts, a Boston suburb. He was one of 
nine children. His forebears came from Ireland, where they 
bad been farmers. His great·grandfather left Ireland around 
1845 and settled in Boston. The family is of the Roman 
Catholic faith. 

Tbe future president was born to wealth. This afforded 
him the benefits of a good education and other advantages. 
He was graduated from the Choate Academy in Connec
ticut in 1935 and was voted. by his classmates as the one 
"'most likely to succeed." He entered Harvard University 
in 1936, majoring in government and international rela· 
tions. He traveled in Europe in 1939, and interviewed 
statesmen and others in that time of growing tempest 
throughout the continent. The result of his travels was his 
senior thesis written on the subject of the unpreparedness 
of England for World War II. This appeared as a best· 

seller book under the title Why England Slept. He was 
graduated cum laude in 1940. 

The years 1941-45 were spent serving his country in the 
U. S. Navy during World War II. He proved himself a hero 
and leader as member of a PT boat squadron in the Solo
mon Islands. For his heroism he received the Navy and 
Marine Corps Medal and the Purple Heart. 

His family had expected John to become a teacher or 
writer. But this was changed when his older brother Joe 
lost his Ufe as a war casualty in 1944. John decided to tum 
to politics, a career for which Joe had been pointing. John's 
career in politics began with his election to Congress in 
1946. The youthful looking congressman was often mis· 
taken for a page boy; he was just twenty·nine years of 
age. In 1952 Kennedy unseated the popular Senator Henry 
Cabot Lodge, Jr., by 70,000 votes while the Republican 
Eisenhower carried Massachusetts by more than 200,000 
votes. 

The young senator married Jacqueline Lee Bouvier on 
September 12, 1953. Her advanced schooling had been at 
Vassar, the Sorbonne in Paris, and George Washington 
University, where she was a student when the future 
president met her. To their union were born Caroline on 
November 9:1, 1%1, and John F., Jr., on November 25, 1960. 

In October 1954 and February 1955 Senator Kennedy 
underwent surgery to correct a back ailment that had 
developed during his war experience. While convalescing 
after these operations he wrote a book about United States 
senators. Appearing under the title Profiles in Cowage, this 
book also became a best-seUer and won a Pulitzer prize in 
biography. 

In the summer of 1960 Senator John F . Kennedy won 
nomination for the office of President of the United States 
on the Democratic ticket. Characteristically he had worked 
hard fo r this. He began campaigning right after the party 
convention in 1956. He entered primary contests in seven 
states and won all of them. In November 1960 he de· 
feated Vice-President Richard M. Nixon by a close vote in 
spite of what many had thought might be a fatal handicap, 
namely, his Roman Catholic religion. On January 20, 1961, 
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he was sworn in as the thirty-fifth president of the United 
States, the youngest man ever to hold this high office and 
the first Roman Catholic to do so. Less than three years 
later. on November 22. 1963, he was killed by an assassin's 
bullet while seeking political good will in Dallas, Texas, 
His wife was at his side when the frightful deed took place. 
Thus the remarkable career of a remarkable man came to 
an early and shocking end. 

WORlD-WIDE SIGNIFICANCE 
The immediate response of grief and shock and tears 

from all over the world indicated that this man was held 
in high esteem and personal admiration among the nations. 
The outpouring of sorrow and respect from all parts of the 
globe was testimony not only to Mr. Kennedy's personal 
prestige. but also to the high position that the President 
of the United States holds. It is indeed an awesome posi
tion. This fact should cause all United States citizens to 
ponder. Clearly here is warning that this nation must 
elevate to its highest office men of great ability and char
acter. The position he holds is too laden with responsibility 
and Significance for the whole human race to allow it to 
be filled by lesser men. Every American citizen should 
feel a measure of this great burden, and should exercise 
a more responsible interest in the political affairs of his 
nation. Christian citizens especially should ponder their 
contribution to the role this nation carries in the world 
today. The nation and the world need men disciplined and 
controlled by God's sovereign law and his matchless love 
in Christ. And let Christians pray much for those who 
carry these great burdens of state. 

WHY? 
One question has been asked by many in the aftennath 

of tltis dreadful deed. It is a question that men often ask 
when life's circumstances become too complex: or too pain
ful for them. It is just one word - '''Why?'' 

Any sympathetic person can understand the reason for 
this anguished question. Every morally sensitive person is 
outraged at the assassin's murderous action. 

Yet, without being offensively abrupt, we would counter 
with another "Why?" Why linger over the question "Why?" 
This is not a question for a Christian to ask in anxious 

distress, the spirit in which so many have uttered the word 
after the president's murder. We turn anew to God, whose 
faultless providence governs all things in wisdom and right. 
eousness, whether it be the fall of a sparrow or the slaying 
of a statesman. Ah, at a time when some have experienced 
great personal grief and many others have been profoundly 
shocked, we may not let the sublime fact of God's all-en
compassing providence sound trite and ready-made like a 
pious cliche. Yet we insist that this is our spiritual an
chorage and our rest in time of peace or war, of laughter 
or sorrow, of brotherhood or bloodshed. When men's souls 
are ravaged in life's tragic hours, let the sublime faith of 
the tormented Job be their teacher: "Jehovah gave, and 
Jehovah hath taken away; hlessed be the Dame of Jehovah." 
How indescribably blessed are those children of men who. 
though mourning, find quietude of soul in the faith that 
can sing "a mighty fortress is our God." 

THE NATION'S FAITH 
This was precisely the fortress to which millions of 

Americans turned in their hour of shock and grief. No 
one with ears to hear could miss the obvious meaning of 
the many references to God and religion that were heard 
everywhere on November 22 and in the days follOWing. No 
one with eyes to see could fail to comprehend the signifi· 
cance of the crowded churches all over the land and even 
throughout the world. 

We have witnessed a growing trend to banish Cod and 
religion from the nation's public and official1ife. The faith 
of secularism has been extending its claims further and 
further. But such a "faith" proves itself to be but a house 
of paper when men face the grim facts of death and evil 
aud the disturbing uncertainties of destiny. It took the 
assassination of the president of the United States to call 
the nation back from worshiping worthless idols to that 
sure solace which only the living God can give, President 
Lyndon B. Jolmson calJed the nation to observe a day of 
mourning, a day in which the people were asked to go 
to their churches to worship. Could it be that by means of 
this terrible event of the president's murder Cod has called 
the nation back from the empty follies of secularism to 
rediscover in the hour of soul-searching grief and shock 
the true secret of America's greatness? 

TRAGEDY? 
"Tragedyr A tragedy? 

The prudent leader of the world's most powerful nation. No. A blessing!! A blesSing for his nation. 

A scholarly administrator, a noble example. Blessing?!! Incomprehensible! 

A symbol of strength, youth, activity, oigah, hopes of the A blessing for the Republicans, perhaps. 


future. But that is fUlt wlmt we mean. 
One who, humanly speaking, still had before him so many No slaying by a Marxist madman is a tragedy. 

years of outstanding service to the nation and humanity. For there is no tragedy in the world 
future. to those who love God 

Stroh a one infamously assassinated long before his time. and wlw are the called according to his purpose. 
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Apparent tragedy. yes. 
But no real tragedy. 
It is similar to the "errors" in the Bible. 
Apparent errors. yes. 
Statements that we are not naw able to jibe. 
Seeming c<mtradictions. 
But no real errors or contradictions. 
If we knew all tile facts we would find that 
God did not err in writing his Word. 
Likewise. 
if we knew all the facts, 
we would find thot there is no real tragedy in this world. 
God did not err wllen he wrote Black Friday. 
FIe even. foreordained the precise trajectory of the bullet. 
Its path was not outside Ilis foreordai.ned will. 
The archer thought he shot "at venture," at random, into 

the air, when King Allab was killed. But God fulfilled 
his purposes by gu iding that arrow to a point between 
the joints of the annor. 

Judas thougllt that he had free u,'ill in kissing the Son of 
God, 

but God did not leaoe the deaih of Christ 
and the resultant filling of heaven 
to the depraved, free will kiss of a robber (Acts 2:23; 4:28). 
Sometimes we do not understand. 
God moves in a mysterious way his wonders to perform. 
To us it looks like a tragedy. It seems unfortunate. 
But this is unbelief. 
God is all-wise, all·good, aU powerful. 
Therefore. there can be no real tragedy. 
Tragedy is not in the ChristWn's vocabulary. 
It is a swear word. Bla8phemous. 
For all things, including the lining up of a president's 

tousled head in a rifle's telescopic sight. work together 
for good. 

That is, 
for those wlw love God 
and who are the called according to his purpose. 

EDWIN H. PALMER 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»); 

GREETING FOR THE NEW YEAR 

flow shall I greet you on this New Year's Day 
While standing at the entrance of a dawning year? 

Time passes Uke a breath on silken wings, 
While tracing memories. to disappear ... 

1 wish you happiness 'mid daily tasks, 
And even laughter softly nestled there. 

May peace your soul perrxule, abiding peace, 
Which ever keeps the heart from anxious care. 

May God your life sustain and make you strong. 
Keep close to him in sorrow and in song; 

And may his choicest blessings now descend, 
Then travel on. until your fourney's end! 

ELSIE D. KUIZEMA 

TORCH and TRUMPET, January, 1964 
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THE PARADOX OF HUMAN GOVERNMENT 

H UMAN GOVE~MENT is God-ordained. Scripture 
says: 'There 1S no power but of God; the powers 

that be are ordained of God" (Rom. 13:1 ). Therefore we 
are in duty bound to honor the civil magistrate (I Peter 
2:17 ), to pray for him (l Tim. 2:1,2 ), and to pay our 
taxes (Hom. 13:6, 7). It can hardly be denied that American 
citizens, the Christians among them too, need to be re-
minded of these duties. 

Human government is ill blessing. 

That is plainly implied in the foregoing. Scripture also 
says so explicit1y whcn it describes "the ruler" as "the min. 
ister of God to thee for good" (Rom. 13:4). It is the busi. 
DesS of the state to punish those who do evil and to praise 
those who do good (Rom. 13:3,4) . In short, it is the func
tion of the state to maintain justice. By doing so it holds 
sin in check and encourages virtue. In theological language. 
it is a gift of the common grace of God. And, in distinc
tion from the church, which operates in the sphere of sav
ing grace, the state operates in the realm of common grace. 

Strange though it may seem, human government is .Iso ill 

curse. 

Whether there would have been some sort of human 
government among men if man had not fallen into sin, is 
a debatable question. However, the fact is that man did 
fall , and consequently government by men is government 
by sinners. Obviously such government cannot be an un
'll1oyed blessing. When man rebelled against God, God said 
to him in effect: "If you reject my rule, you will - like it 
or not - have to submit to the rule of sinful men.'" Time 
was when God's people Jived under a theocracy. When 
they demanded a king such as other nations had, Cod said: 
-rhey have rejected me that I should not reign over them; 
and he instructed the prophet Samuel to inform Israel that 
such a king would inevitably be a tyrant (1 Sam. 8). God 
punished the nation by letting it have its way. More tban 
one wise man has observed that power corrupts and that 
absolute power corrupts absolutely. In the history of the 
human race few things loom as large as the determination 
of rulers to deprive their subjects of God·given liberties 
and the struggle of subjects to retain those liberties. The 
Magna Charta and our own Bill of Rights strikingly illus· 
crate the point at issue. Today there is a strong trend in 
the affairs of men toward statism. But that is nothing new. 



The empires of the ancient world were totalitarian states. 

The Bible informs us that human government will one 
day culminate in the rule of Antichrist According to the 
thirteenth chapter of Revelation there will be toward the 
end of time a totalitarian state, a totalitarian church, and a 
totalitarian economy - all rolled into one undcr the des. 
potie ru1e of the Antichrist. The state will be god. When 
that has come to pass, the King of kings will return to crush 
Satan's kingdom and upon its ruins to bring to completion 
his own kingdom. Great voices in heaven will sing: "The 
kingdoms of this world are become the kingdom of our 
Lord and of his Christ, and he shall reign for ever and 
ever" (Rev. 11:15). Under his rule the new humanity will 
enjoy perfect justice, perfect freedom, perfect security, 
perfect peace, and perfect bliss. 

R.B.K. 

A SlEEPER 

Ap APER with a fresh approach, independent thinking, 
many hard-hitting articles on all spheres of theology 

and practical life, and a minimum of froth is Church and 
Nation ($3.00 per year; 153 West 4th St., Hamilton, Ont.). 
In a recent issue (eight large pages) there were the fol
lowing articles: a frank ( this is what is refreshing in con
trast to official church papers) and fair review of the Calvin 
Campus Development program, a straightforward account 
of the Reformed Ecumenical Synod's statement of Chris
tian social and political organizations, Prof. Zuidema's sharp 
evaluation of the World Council of Churches, and a lengthy 
Dutch church report on the hush·hush subject of artificial 
means of birth control. It should be added that the Jast 
two articles were in Dutch and the paper is destined pri
marily for the Christian Reformed constituency. But it 
would be hard to overevaluate the "principial" stimulation 
which this paper gives. This publication is a real "sleeper"; 
it is little known but it has great potential. 

E.H.P. 

PROPHETIC DIALECTICISM 

M ARXIAN DIALECTIC materialism as it has worked 
itself out in Russian Communism lays claim to many 

successes. Hetroactively, it claims the initiation of many 
inventions which had their origin in democratic countries. 
So retroactively it assumes credit for the material success of 
modern life! 

With the launching of the cosmonauts, the Russian 
Marxist~ presume that they have successfully explored 
interstellar space, the "macrocosmos." This exploration 
has lent credence to their atheism. None of the cosmonauts 
has caught sight of God in his orbitations. This, then, 
constitutes proof positive that there is no God! 

Exploration in the "microcosmos," the world of the 
atom, leads the Marxian materialists to similar atheistic 

collclusions. The principle of determinism operating in 
the atom excludes the possibility of any teleology, purposive 
action with a prescribed end in mind. This detenninism 
eliminates the need of a purposive intelligence or a 
God. The necessary alternative again is atheism. 

This dialectic method is a real time saver too. It can 
Jead one past erroneous hypotheses which must only be 
proved false. For example, had Cuvier been in possession 
of the dialectic method of the materialist, he would not 
have guessed that life developed by leaps which might 
have a background of sharp breaks and catastrophes that 
suggest the caprice of a Creator. Had Cuvier been guided 
by the dialectical law of transformation of the quantitative 
into the qualitative, he would have sought in nature itself 
the changes which he viewed as leaps. He would have 
sought in nature that tendency which presently brings 
about a turn or overturn involving a qualitative change, 
that is, a '1eap." In this way, according to the Russian 
philosopher B. M. Kedrov, the dialectical method can keep 
one from running off into futile tangents. The dialectic 
law will lead one into all truthl 

An even more fascinating use of the dialectic law be
comes apparent, when it is employed in the socio-historical 
realm. It can accurately predict the turns and overturns 
which will culminate in a successful people's revolution. 
Even better, it can predict not only success but continued 
success. This prophetic role of the dialectical law is sug
gested by Kedrov in the following statement: 

'1n all cases without exception in which forecasts 
of socio-historical events were made on the basis of 
materiaJjst dialectics and laws, they have been con· 
firmed with the same iron logic as that with which 
the predictions of hitherto unknown things and phe
nomena have been borne out in the natural sciences. 
Yet it is vastly more difficult to make predictions in 
the field of social life than in the study of nature . .. 
For example, when Hitler's hordes invaded our country 
the vast majority of bourgeois public figures in all 
countries were confident that the Soviet Union would 
be defeated. But Soviet people and the Communist 
Party base themselves upon the teachings of Marxism, 
including its dialectics. Using them as a method of 
scientific prediction in the analysis of the historical 
situation that had come into being, it was proclaimed 
with confidence in the very first days of tlle war that 
despite the temporary successes of fascist Germany, 
its defeat was inevitable. Within less than four years 
history itseJf confirmed the correctness of these fore
casts and thereby the predictive value of the theory 
upon which they were based" (B. M. Kedrov, "Philos· 
opby As A General Science," in The Soviet Review, 
Summer - 1963, p. 69). 

Two comments might be to the point here. Apparently 
the prophetic forecast of Marxist dialecticism have a ret· 
roactive quality as well as an inventive genius. Secondly, 
we might compare what God has to say through the mouth 
of Isaiah as to the turns and overturns that take place in 
the course of history (Cf. Isaiah 47). 

N.R.V.T. 



Address deliVMed at the Annual Ministerial Institute of 

Westminster Theological Seminary 


by WilLIAM D. VALENTE, ESQ. 

I N HIS 1962 Congressional Message President Kennedy 
quoted the proverb that "Civilization is a race between 

education and catastrophe." In his 1963 Message he de
clared that "today the choice in the world is not between 
communism and capitalism; it is between compulsion and 
freedom of choice." 

It would be fortunate if the direct relationship between 
both statements were made clear to the people; if they 
could recognize that without freedom of choice, civil life 
among men is a hope without foundation. Were intellectual 
freedom of parents and children guarded as jealously as 
the academic freedom of professors and scientists; were we 
to discontinue futile exercises in the semantics of stereo
typed group rationalizations exemplified by phrases such 
as "public funds and private schools" and "religion and 
education"; were we to address owselves to the essential 
issues of individual freedom in seeking to harness fully the 
intellectual assets of America's children, taking care not to 
ignore civil liberties in our rush to "do something" about 
education; then we might move apace toward fulfillment 
in freedom. The impact of varied forms of government aid 
to education upon personal freedom should be assessed 
in the spirit reflected by the President's messages, namely 
that Western civilization must be true to freedom of choice 
- in education, as well as in other areas - if we are to re
main a civil people "'E Pluribus Unum." In referring to 
government aid I mean only aid for study in "secular sub
jects" and for the physical welfare of the student, identical 
in scope to the area of aid proposed for the government 
schools. 

A speech in this field is necessarily only a start, but I 
have the privilege tonight of an audience of disciplined 
minds. Concentrating on the essential question of academic 
freedom - freedom of mind and of belief - I shan avoid 
collateral issues such as the liberal-conservative dispute con
cerning the need for government aid; the relative merits 
of government as against private schools; the vague prob
lems in educational economics, administration or methods; 
and the political arrangements in other Western democracies 
whose experience in fashioning educational aid for all 
citizens is considerably more advanced than ours. It will 
also be necessary to confine comment to the federal level, 
inasmuch as state constitutions involve numerous, and in my 
\iew unfortunate variations. Civil rights in this age should 
not vary \vith geography, but this anomaly of civil rights 

variations under state constitutions must be left to another 
discussion. I shall refer to all non-government schools, 
whether chwch-related or non-denominational, as private 
schools. 

THE CULTURAL FERMENT 
We might begin with a brief scan of the cultural back

ground in which contemporary education develops. Ow 
industrially advanced society encowages increased spe
cialization and regulation which requires a corresponding 
retraction in the latitude of individual freedom. Group 
interdependence in labor, in commerce, and in art and 
entertainment forms, has cultivated patterns of conformity 
for large numbers of our citizens. The effortless transfer 
of responsibility from the individual to the expert, or to 
the institution or the state, tends to dull initiative. The 
power of amoral corporate decision impelled by appeals 
to "efficiency" and to the demands of the perennial crisis 
engenders worrisome restraints upon the exercise of personal 
responsibility. 

The educational process is not immune to this cultural 
ferment. The trend toward devising educational arrange-
ments almost exclusively in institutional terms, at the ex
pense of parental control and responsibility, presents a 
serious peril. Shall then the malleable child, by a subtle 
evolution, be subjected, in his very education, to the 
dominant patterns of the mass? It is not difficult to imagine 
educational technicians becoming so enamowed of their 
operational plans for schools that every child will be ex
pected to learn somehow to be "fitted in." The education 
of the young is, and should remain, highly personal. Where 
the minds and creeds of impressionable children are in
volved, the natural, God-given, inalienable, and constitu
tionally protected right of their parents to develop their 
offsprings view of life must be free of unwarranted pres
sures by the state. These rights are prior and paramount 
to any government power, and were enshrined in the 
supreme law of ow land in 1925 after the State of Oregon 
attempted to dictate by law that parents must send an 
children to the "public" school. The United States Supreme 
Cowt nullified the Oregon law in the case of Pierce vs. 
Society of Sisters with a ringing declaration that it: 

"Unreasonably interferes with the liberty of parents 
and guardians to direct the upbringing and education 
of children . . . Rights protected by the Constitution 
may not be abridged by legislation. The fundamental 
theory of liberty .. . excludes any general power of 
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the state to standardize its children by forcing them 
to accept instruction from public school teachers." 

This basic liberty is universally acknowledged by the 
U. N. Declaration of Human Rights, Artide 26, which de
clares that parental rights in elementary education are prior 
to the rights of the state. 

AMERICA'S PRESENT ANOMALY 

While few Americans would question these principles, 
many of them nevertheless support the antagonistic practice 
of restricting government educabona} aids to government 
schools. This treatment of what is essentially citizcn aid 
merely reBects the contemporary habit of solving individual 
problems in institutional terms; and bespeaks false notions 
concerning the non-existent rights and privileges of the 
government schools. The public needs reminding that the 
federal government is not empowered by the Constitution 
to engage in the educational fUllction. The words "school" 
and "education" are nowhere to be found in the Constitu· 
tion, and the sole legal basis for federal aid derives from 
Art. I, Sec. 8, the welfare clau.se, which permits legislation 
for the beneSt of citizens. Welfare benefits therefore in· 
velve citizens' rights and not institutional rights. But un· 
less aid is fashioned to follow the child both in legal 
theory and in intent, the government may imperceptibly 
slide into the larger role of public educator. 

If the majority were convinced that educational aid 
could and should be fashioned to follow the intcnded 
beneficiary, the child citizen, with appropriate safeguard 
against direct aid to sectarian religion, it would be un
necessary to burden anyone's educational freedom. But to 
condition the child's right to equal treabnent upon a 
government classiftcation of his school, as favored or 
disfavored, is to invert the proper relationship of the 
means and the end of educational policy. 

Making schools the test of welfare benefits reduces to 
a meaningless abstraction the educational liberty of those 
parent taxpayers who could not aHord to educate their 
children without a share of their own taxes. The institu
tional arrangement has the effect of subordinating the 
parents' choice of school to the government's choice: a 
needless thrust toward officialized education through the 
awesome use of the tax power. Even those citizens who 
could aHord the double burden of supporting public educa
tion for others' children and private education for their 
own, should not be required to pay for their so-called 
freedom . Their "freedom" can hardly be considered equal 
to the freedom of the favored group. Freedom without 
equality does not merit the name. 

ARE PUBLIC SCHOOLS "NEUTRAL" ? 
Such protests encounter the facile reply that the gov

ern ment school is "neutral," unobjectionable, and open to 
all; and that anyone wanting something special (largely 
meaning religion ) cannot expect the public to support him. 
This begs the question, for I cannot agree that the govern
ment's school is neutral and unobjectionable to all. I sub· 
mit that no school can be neutral among the many creeds 
of pluralist America. Cranting a limitation of aid to secular 

subjects, or to physical benefits for children, the objection 
reduces itself to the fact that in private schools man and 
nature are viewed and learned in a sectarian, theistic at· 
mosphere, which, so proceeds the argument, renders this 
religious instruction beyond the power of the government 
to assist. While I do not agree that the establishment 
clause of the Constitution views "religion" in such reSned 
terms, I am willing to adopt this rationale only if it is ap
plied consistently also to the government school. There 
man and nature are viewed in the equally sectarian, though 
non-theistic, abnosphere of secular humanism which, by 
deSnition, by judicial declaration, by philosophic account, 
and by the opinions of respective commentators, is also a 
religion, a creed, a special view of life. In the recent case 
of Torcaso os. Watkins (367 U. S. 488. 495 N. 1l~1961) 
Justice Black noted: 

"'Among religions in this country which do not teach 
what would generally be considered a belief in the 
existence of God are Buddhism, Taoism, Ethical Cul
ture, Secular Humanism, and others." 

In his book Creeds in Competition (l958-page 5), 
Leo PfcHer of the American Jewish Congress proceeds on 
the same assumption: 

'1n this study I shall regard humanism as a religion 
along with the three major faiths . . . This, I submit, 
is not an unreasonable inclusion. Ethical culture is ex· 
clusively humanist but is generally considered a re
ligion," 

Lanier Hunt of the National Council of Churches put 
it still more clearly ( HlUlt, Religion and Education, 332 
Annals of the American Academy of the Social Science 99, 
1960), 

"By another definition, religion is simply loyalty to 
ultimate values ... in schools, youths look for answers 
to questions about their origin, destiny and meaw'ng 
of life. These are religious questions. In the United 
States, we say that every individual has a right to 
an education. And this is an expression of a religious 
conviction about the nature of the universe and man's 
place in it. Within the right or definition of religion, 
public education is perhaps the greatest religious force 
in American life today." 

BEGGING THE QUESTION 

Indeed, the opponents of aid to church·related educa· 
tion who so quickly invoke the establishment clause of the 
Constitution are hoist on their own petard, for it is they 
who seek to invest, by official preference, tlle establishment 
of humanistic religion in the government school. They 
cannot, in truth, avoid this charge on the ground that 
sectarian dogma is not specifically enunciated in the process 
of secular subject instruction; for the same can be said 
of secular subject instruction in the private school. Both 
systems are under the control of public laws and regula
tions concerning secular subject curriculum and compulsory 
education. As regards academic content and instruction 
of secular subjects both systems should be measured by the 
same one of two possible tests, to wit, the test of direct 
indoctrination of dogma (say in mathematics) or the test 
of indirect and inherently unavoidable implications and 
"perspective" that all teaching unaVOidably involves (even 

eir.ht TORCH and TRUMPET, January, 1964 



in mathematics). By the first test, neither involve "religion." 
By the second test, both involve "religion" and neither can 
claim neutrality in inculcating, by suggestion. the relative 
importance of ultimate values. To quote Maritain: "Educa
tion cannot escape the entanglements of philosophy con
cerning ultimate questions." This truth is not changed be
cause spokesmen for private schools give more emphasis 
to this "total process" of education than some defenders 
of the public school tax monopoly. The intellectual and 
semantic shills concerning "religion in education" as re
gards secular subject education merit greater public ex
posure and analysis than has been provided by the pl1blic 
communication media. TIlcse have not in general exercised 
the highest responsibility and objectivity that this delicate 
problem should command. In brief, it must be made clear 
that the government has no mOre right to prefer or establish 
the creed and orthodoxy of humanism in educational phi
losophy than it has to establish the orthodoxy of Chris
tianity or Judaism. Only citizen aid, with free citizen 
choice among all quuli.6ed schools can avoid the imposition 
upon citizens of one of several antagonistic creeds. 

It is oversimplification to contend that the government 
teaclles only the "secular" - it teaches one of several con
troversial views of the secular, namel~· the secularistic or 
man-centered view. And there is the rub. This view 
cannot be neutral or philosophically acceptable to all. 
That many may be content with this secularist view as 
being capable of correction at home Or on Sundays, is 
beside the point at issue. The government school is not 
and cannot be neutral or unobjectionable for aU! Cham
pioning the secularist view in the name of "democracy" 
merely begs the question of what is neutral and who are 
free. While exclusion of controversial positive religious be
liefs may be necessary in a common school, it can hardly 
be neutral to those whose beliefs are pressed out. Back 
in 1867 Dr. A. A. Hodge, Princeton Seminary theologian, 
stated : 

"It is capable of exact demonstration that if every 
party in the state has the right of excluding from the 
public schools whatever he does not believe to be 
true, thcn he that believes most must give way to 
him that believes least, and then he that believes 
least must give way to him that believes absolutely 
nothing, no matter in how small a minority the 
atheists or agnostics may be." 

Unfortunately many citizens who are committed to sec
ularized education rejected these observations as unwar~ 
ranted imputations of hostile intent. Nevertheless, we must 
be concerned with effects and not with good intentions. 
As stated by Professor Phenix in Columbia's Teachers 
CoUcge Record (October 1955, page 30): 

" } t seems unfo rtunately to be the case that what 
has been/resented as a means of preserving religious 
peace an freedom through secularization has to some 
extent become a method of propagating a particular 
dogmatic faith, namely, scientific naturalism, or, to 
give it anOUler name, naturalistic humanism." 

Furthermore, the argument that non-theistic orientation 
makes education neutral ignores fundamental educational 
psychology. For many, such neutrality "'against" is a pos~ 
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itive, though subtle indoctrination of the secularist view
point. Dr. Lu ther A. Weigle, formerly of Yale Divinity 
School, emphaSized this point: 

"The ignoring of religion in the schools inevitably 
conveys to the children a negative suggestion . . . Jt 
is natural for them to conclude that religion is neg
ligible or unimportant, or irrelevant to the main 
business of life." 

This is not a theologian's refinement. Sir Walter Moberly, 
promincnt British educator, made the same observation : 

I t is a fallacy to suppose that by omitting a sub
ject you teach nothing about it. On the contrary 
you teach that it is to be omitted, and that it is 
therefore a matter of secondary importance. And you 
teach th is IlOt openly and explicitly, which would in~ 
vite criticism; you simply take it for gran ted and 
thereby insinuate it silently, insidiously, and all but 
irresistibly," 

Since one-third of the cbild's waking hours are spent 
in school, in a secularist atmosphere, where the urge to 
conform is conSiderable, and this pattern endures through 
so great a part of his growth, parents may legitimately 
deny the neutrality of the government school. 

SUGGESTED SOLUTIONS 
Nor can irritation between diverse believers be effect

ively eliminated by reliance upon "common core ethics" or 
"teaching about religion." The common core proposal sug
gests that, in public at least, all should reflect only common 
aspects of diHerent traditions. This is neither liberal nor 
realistic. Today "'in public" - unlike bygone eras - covers a 
very large part of one's lifetime. Excluding by de-emphasis 
traditional attitudes from so much of life only holds the 
probability of eventual disappearance of such attitudes. 
Ideas, like muscles, atrophy from disuse. Thus the "common 
core" adherents really ask for much more than respect 
for the right to believe differently. They falsely assume 
that ethics can flourish independently of their perennial 
philosophical roots. Charles Malik properly observed that 
such ethics, like freshly cut flowers, will soon wither. 
Plan ing down religious commibnent to a common denom
inator invites another hazard. Dr. John Bennett warned 
against raising a fourth religion of "democracy" on the 
common core. Shall the democratic spirit become the 
Prime Mover of ethical motivation? Is the elevation of the 
common core an indirect assault on the necessity and value 
of traditional beliefs? Can a child's general education in
volve a metamorphosis of inherited religiOUS values? 

The "'teach about religion" schemes offer even broader 
potential for moulding personal beliefs. Depending upon 
tlle mechanics of such instruction, two equally objection
able prospects appear: either some religions will suffer in 
the discussion, with respect to other religions; or all Will 

be made to appear of equal value. The latter cffects a 
common core inculcation; the fonner provides a hypocritical 
cloak for rampant sectarianism. What teacher can, with 
accuracy and fa irness to ali, teach about competing religions 
- the very idioms of which are grossly misunderstood by 
those beyond the particular faith. And this - to children. 
And how many young children, still in their formative 
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years, can carry this confusing load in balance with their 
inherited beliefs? And how many normal children fail to 
detect, in respectful silence, the personal feelings of their 
superiors? The parent and guardian of the child's beliefs 
is thus placed at the mercy of the unknown and undetect
able disposition of the teacher in the class. The line of 
demarcation between explanation and indoctrination is 
much too fine to be entrusted to administrative definition. 
Without forewarning or safeguard, indoctrination of im
pressionable children, who are not classified according to 
their beliefs, by a teacher who shares the propensities of 
only some, invites the so-called "multiple establishment" 
with a vengeance, and forces the parent to take blind 
gambles, in a most sensitive area, on the 6tness of the 
teacher. Establishment of religious preference, according to 
teacher or geographic location, is far worse than the open, 
specific and voluntary religious programs designed to meet 
a parent's choice. 

ILLUSIONS ON FREEDOM OF EDUCATION 
1 return to my thesis that government cannot avoid 

establishment of belief or values so long as the govern
ment insists on prescribing the school with humanistic ed
ucation, rather than the student, as the object of tax aid. 
This is quite clear from the peculiar dialectics of the Su
preme Court, which in practical effect has ruled that the 
government school is the exclusive domain of the religion 
of secular humanism. Only sheer dialectics could have 
produced the paradox that voluntary choice and participa
tion in religious programs in the government school must 
be outlawed in the name of liberty. 

The ultimate wisdom concerning education was spoken 
centuries ago by the greatest teacher : lIe who is not with 
me is against me; he who gathers not, scatters." 

Criticism of the alleged neutrality of the government 
school should not be taken as an attack on the institution 
itself. The government school has served well those who 
prefer man-centered education. it will always playa very 
large role in America. But, for the sake of truth and justice, 
we should set to rest the myth that the government school 
is or can honestly be neutral and serve the educational 
need of aU citizens. 

Another persistent illusion is that freedom exists because 
a parent may freely accept or reject the government school. 
Where the acceptance of the government's school is the 
only one that qualifies for child welfare benefit, therc is 
not free choice, but pressure to surrender the disqualified 
a lternative choices of private schools. Unless alternative 
choices are equally free and equally unburdened by dis
qualifications as regards the participation in citizen welfare 
benefits, the alleged freedom of choice is a travesty. The 
implicit demand to conform to the governmen t choice 
under penalty of surrendering civil benefits creates a hollow 
second class freedom. I repeat - "'freedom" without equal
ity does not merit the name. It smacks of the freedom to 
vote in a soviet election - with a choice of one, dictated by 
the state. 

Puhlic discussion unfortunately has not been diIected 

to clarification as to what the educational issues really in
volve. Misunderstandings cloaked in self-serving phrases 
such as "neutral schools" and "freedom to go to the puhlic 
school" remain, in my opinion, the greatest barrier to pub
lic \villingness to consider equal aid for private school 
children. I am persuaded that the problems lie in the area 
of public willingness and not in constitutional law. 

While I believe that educational aid is falsely framed 
in terms of aid to schools, some purpose may he served 
by testing the arguments that the Constitution bars aid to 
private school children through aid to their schools. Encour
aged by presidential dictum, many apologists raise imag
inary constitutional bars against aid to private school 
children. What was said in March 1961 by Life magazine 
reBects my position, and I quote: "In taking this stand 
Kennedy is fulfilling a campaign promise, but he is also 
cloaking a political decision in constitutional clothing that 
doesn't fit it." Leading constitutional scholars from major 
law schools of the nation, including Harvard, Columbia, 
Chicago, Michigan, Princeton, and Wisconsin, have publicly 
disavowed the presidential suggestion, one in blunt terms: 
"Kennedy is wrong." The clear fact is that the Supreme 
Court has never passed upon the question of government 
aid to private elementary schools. The unsolicited com
ments of Justice Douglas in cases not involving this issue 
rise no higher than zealous propaganda of one man's 
policy. 

The appeal to the principle of separation of church 
and state, which many absolutists would convert into sep
aration of religion and public life, involves a great abuse 
and debasement of this respected principle of religious 
liberty. Suffice it to say that neither state nor church is 
ultimate educator; the parent is. The presence of religion, 
at the parent's chOice, as an extra element in school, should 
not outlaw the child from secular subject and physical 
aids - for this would constitute discrimination based on 
religion. 

The principle of separation of church and state, a 
vague metaphorical expression, is a political principle 
which is not recorded in the Constitution and has never 
been declared as a rule of law. Doctrinaire separationists 
seek to forge it as a weapon to render government and 
religion mutually exclusive, with the result that they must 
press against each other in hostility in order to preempt 
sensitive areas of life which must be and remain over
lapping jurisdiction for both. As government takes up 
more and more areas of social life, our culture will be 
sterilized of religious influence under the absolutist theory 
of separation . Nor has any Solomon appeared to suggest 
how to cleave a Christian or a Jew in twain so that he 
can remain, at all times and in all places, true to himself 
and to his civic duty, UDder the impossible conditions 
sought by the separationists who would bar religion from 
the public forum. This unjustified distortion of the prin
ciple has led man y commentators, including Dr. Hutchin
son, formerly of Chicago University, to declare that the 
"wall" slogan is obscuring the view. The unwarranted 
literalism of judicial absolutists has led to severe, frontal 
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attack by no less a scholar than Dean Erwin N. Griswold 
of Harvard Law School in his recent lecture at the Univer
sity of Utah, Law School ( February '1:7, 1963 ).1 The mis· 
leading quotations of Jefferson ( the supposed author of 
the phrase), out of context, are not only not part of our 
Constitutional law, but also deceptively omit to point out 
the many positive actions and statements of Jefferson 
which clearly belie the suggestion that Jefferson intended 
absolute separation of religion and state. In addition to 
the lectures of Dean Griswold just mentioned, one need 
only refer to the studies of Professor Healy, entitled "Jef
ferson on Religion and Public Education" (1962 ) and the 
legal dissertation of Senator Morse, on the Hoor of the 
Senate on March 29, 1961 (Congressional Record 4882
4897). These and many others expose the extravagance 
of arguments on "the wall." 

I need only add the warning of a great jurist, Justice 
Benjamin Cardozo, that a metaphor is a dangerous shift
ing foundation for a rule of law and a fatal source of per
version in constitutional theory. The tyranny of labels 
must not drive us to sweeping conclusions. Fortunately, 
the secularist abuse of the concept of separation in order 
to further separation, rather than to promote religious 
liberty, is meeting strong and growing condemnation by 
respected historians and scholars. 

EDUCATION AND THE CONSTITUTION 
Testing the constitutional issues on private school aid 

by the objective methods known to lawyers, we should look 
first to the constitutional text; then to the cases interpreting 
that text; and finally to the history of legislation in subjects 
related to the text. 

The pertinent provision of the Constitution is that por
tion of the firs t amendment which reads: 

"Congress shall make no law respecting an establish
ment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise there
of." 

This is a charter of religious liberty, founded upon 
government neutrality, not separation. Freedom «for," as 
well as "from," religion is assured every man according to 
his chOice. Both ends of the amendment must be in bal. 
ance - the non-establishment of religion and the free exer· 
cise thereof. There is in this text no clear prohibition of aid 
to religious institutions for public purposes. As to the cases, 
no four-square authority has reached the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Hence Professor Kwland of the Uni
versity of Chicago in his recent book, Religion and the 
Law, concludes that with respect to educational aid: ..AIly
one suggesting that the answer as a matter of constitutional 
law is clear one way or the other is either deluding or 
deluded." 

The only Supreme Court cases touching the subject are 
Cochran vs. The Board of Education, involVing loan of 
text books to private as well as p ublic school children, 
and Everson vs. The Board of Education, involving money 
grants for bus transportation of students to private schools. 
Both cases were challenged as violating the first amend
ment and in both cases the Supreme Cowt sustained the 
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Jaw and the practice. Certain language of the Everson opin
ion has been the argument base of the absolute viewpoint, 
but the ruling of the case itself does not bar aid to students 
in private institutions. The history of federal lcgislation 
strongly suggests that aid limited to secular subject in
struction and personal student benefits should, absent com
pelling reasons, be sustained as constitutional Shortly 
before and shortly after the constitutional convention, ow 
founding fathers enacted the Northwest and Southwest or
dinance which granted lands to religious schools. From the 
very beginning the federal educational aid to colleges has 
been of a non-discriminatory pattern. In 1944 the Surplus 
Property Act gave 488 grants of land and buildings to 35 
diHerent religious colleges. Today the National Defense 
to Education Act and National Science Foundation Acts 
provide grants for science subjects to private as well as 
publie colleges. So also the Hill Burton Act provides 
matching grants to religious as well as public hospitals. 
In 1961 Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, A. 
RibicofJ, submitted to the Senate a memorandum contain
ing 41 then current federal programs which beneSted re
ligious institutions for public purposes. Jn the Ileld of 
individual grants, federal laws have provided scholarships 
under the GI bill for college education according to the 
students' free choice, and the government today provides 
direct educational grants to the pageboys of Congress and 
of the United States Supreme Court, without bwden on 
their choice of school. Why this liberal federal tradition 
now, when for the first time in history the government 
proposes to reach down to the sensitive area of elementary 
and secondary education, should be abandoned is not 
clear. ~'Iany are puzzled by the ambivalence of President 
Kennedy and his staff who insist that aid to reHgious col
leges is constitutional but that aid to religious and private 
schools below tlle college level is not. There is no con
stitutional warrant for this inconsistency. Puzzlement is 
compounded by the fact that the academic freedom of col
lege professors was gladly supported by President Kennedy 
in repealing the loyalty oath as a condition of their re
cciving federal grants; while the academic freedom of 
school children and their parents in the choice of their 
school is not considered impaired by the condition that 
they surrender that choice of school in order to receive 
equal federal assistance. 

A NEW APPROACH 
While there does not seem to be any clear bar to direct 

aid to private schools for the public purpose of aiding 
their students, some organizations, such as Citizens for 
Educational Freedom (CEF), have sought to throw the 
true issue into clear relief by espousing the position that if 
aid comes - and CEF neither opposes nor proposes aid as 
such - but if rud comes, it should be formulated as a direct 
citizen grant, and not as a school grant, to bc applied 
according to the citizen's free choice of schools for the 
specified public purpose - so long as the school meets with 
the government minimum plant and curriculum require
ments. Since private schools as well as public schools are 



presently regulated by government to insure the public 
purpose, there seems to be little reason why they cannot 
also be, in this fashion, assisted by government. The citizen 
aid approach assures freedom of mind and religion in 
education by providing equal aid for every child; it min
imizes cost of government administration; it minimizes the 
possibility of direct government control of the private 
school; and, hopefully, it may placate the fear of direct 
aid to religious bodies which emotionally colors al1 con
sideration of problems of aid. 

CEF is non-sectarian and non-proSt and seeks to fix 
attention upon the rights of all citizens in all schools. The 
clear precedent of the GI bill and the pageboy grants, 
as well as the successful arrangements for aiding all chil
dren in most Western Europe democracies should remove 
any misgivings concerning the practicability of this ap
proach. 

CEF warns against an excessive fear of control that 
would foreclose even consideration of this tentative posi
tion. It reminds its members, many of whom are conserv
atives, that the alternative possibility of destruction of in
dependent educational effort and total state control of the 

child, through massive discriminatory federal aid is a far 
greater evil that must be guarded against. Those who fear 
religious bodies are requested to reflect that the fear of 
a man's religion does not justify stripping him of equal 
justice in tax administration which touches directly the 
sacred function of his child's upbringing. We proceed in 
the faith that, when properly informed, most Americans 
will support aid programs consistent with full freedom of 
mind and religion, and opt for tolerance. The warning of 
Lincoln is still timely - that unless we protect the liberties 
of all, none is safe . I believe the principles I have out
lined to be indispensable to the education of our citizens 
in a strong, free and open society. These principles serve 
ultimately the cause of justice for all school children of 
this nation including the 7 million who are in private 
schools and who constitute "the most unorganized, voice
less, voteless and defenseless minority in the land," As 
a civil libertarian, I am hopeful that their civil claims 
will be given greater currency, respect, and support by 
respected and responsible leaders of all groups in our 
varied society. 
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"TEACHING THEOLOGY IN AN ERA OF CHANGE" 

Inaugural Address delivered by Dr.lohn H . Kromminga, A.B., Th.D . 

in Calvin Theological Seminary, February 6, 1963. 

by NICHOLAS J. MONSMA 

I T IS, OF COURSE, a good academic custom that pro
fessors of an institution such as Calvin Theological 

Seminary deliver inaugural addresses. These should be 
considered important and demand interest, since they are 
expected to indicate at least some of the basic views of the 
professor as well as his proSciency in the discipline he is 
to teach. It may safely be said that the inaugural address of 
Dr. Kromminga was of special importance. He spoke very 
specifically not as a church historian (the Seld of his special
ty), and not even as the president of a theological seminary, 
but as the president of a particular seminary - CALVIN 
THEOLOCICAL SEMINARY. In that deSnite capacity 
Dr. Kromminga expressed his views. His glance was cast 
forward: ''1 shall ," so he stated, "concentrate on the need 
for progress and the needs of progress" (p. 3). 

It should be clear tbat in doing this President Krom
minga did not act upon his own initiative. A task such as 
this has been assigned to him in the synodically approved 

"Rules for Presidency of Calvin Seminary" (Acts of Synod, 
1955, pp. 319 - 323). These Rules state that it is his duty 
·inter alia, "In collaboration with the Faculty to keep the 
curriculum under constant study with an eye to its im
provement," and also that he " ... shall be concerned, in 
consultation with the Faculty and the Board, to establish 
and maintain the Biblical character, the vitality, and the 
contemporary relevance of instruction at the Seminary." 
In addition the Rules state that, "The president shall ac
quaint the churches with the aims, ideals, accomplishments 
and needs of the Seminary." In delivering this inaugural 
address President Kromminga has at least in part dis
charged these assigned duties. Those present on the eve
ning of the inaugmation heard what they had reason to 
expect. 

PUZZLING SILENCE 
What is disturbin g, however, is the apparent lack of 
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intcrest in this particular address. Its content is concerned 
not with various phases or the techniquc of the administra~ 
tion of the Seminary, but especially with the direction in 
which President Kromminga proposes that Calvin Theolog~ 
icai Seminary must mODe and develop. It goes without 
saying that this is exceedingly important. For that reason 
the general silence (or should 1 say, apathy?) after thc 
deliverance of the address is puzzling. True, the official 
church publications ( De Wachter and possibly The Banner 
also) gave reports. But when one consults the Acts of the 
Synod of 1963 all that the Board mentions in its Report is 
this: ''The inauguration of Dr. John Kromminga as Pres
ident of the Seminary took place on February 6, 1963" 
(p. 2(6). That's alll However, the Board of the College 
and Seminary was present at the inauguration and heard 
the lecturc. Besides, the address has been printed and is 
available at the Seminary office. The church has, thcrefore, 
been placed in pOSition to become acquainted with the 
ideas and ideals of Dr. Kromminga and to respond in some 
way or another to these. Yet, as well as I know, nothing 
of the kind has occurred. Officially it is not even known 
whether the Board or Synod has labored or intends to labor 
with this address. For various reasons I hesitate to discuss 
as weighty and as "official" a matter as this. Yet its great 
importance prompts me to do it. 

INTEREST IN TH IS ADDRESS IS NATURAL 
There is much in this inaugural address with which all 

who love the Christian Refo rmed Church and its Seminary 
and the truth for which they stand will agree spontaneously. 
Says President Kromminga, 

"There is no task in which I would rather be busy 
than theological education, a challenging, glorious, 
supremely important task. There is no place at which 
I would rather pursue that task than Calvin Seminary, 
which is my own alma mater and has the love of my 
heart. There is no tradition in which I would rather 
stand - and without a tradition one cannot stand
than the Refonned tradition. There is no foundation 
on which I would dare attempt the 0 lo g i cal in~ 
struction other than the foundation of the inspired 
and infallible Word of God" (pp. 3 and 4) . 

Of course, our hearts respond to such a statement with 
gratitude. Dr. Kromminga speaks thus for himself. But of 
course, he realizes, I trust, that he speaks mutatis mutandis 
(allowing for necessary changes) for all who are devoted 
to the Reformed truth. It is exactly that mutual love and 
devotion which encourages me to write on this subject and 
to review the address. I grant that Dr. lCromminga's expe
rience and assigned position qualify him to speak on this 
subject. But I know he will allow that, his alma mater 
being my alma mater and the church of his love being the 
church of my love - the church, moreover, in which I was 
privileged to serve some forty years - a discussion of the 
matters to which he addresses himself is not out of place, 
but wholly proper. There is an academic or, if you will, a 
scholarly side to the work of the ministry. Decades in this 
work prompts one to evaluate not simply his own training, 
but no less the alterations proposed in the training of those 
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fo llowing. I assume that all ministers in the Christian Re~ 

formed Church are interested in t1llS matter - at least they 
should be. My interest in it must, therefore, be considered 
natwal and should be expected. 

Morcover, though it should not be said that the direc
tion in which the Seminary moves is invariably the direc
tion in which the church will develop, yet all must agree 
that the influence of t1le Seminary upon the church is 
great - even very great. The church should, therefore, not 
only love the institution for the training of its ministers and 
sacrifice for it, but it should be intensely interested in its 
work and development. It should surprise no one that the 
chwch turns to the Seminary with lOving concern and 
that the inaugural address of its president is openly dis
cussed. 

SOUND VIEWS 
Now Dr. Kromminga states some good things and gives 

evidence of having sound and balanced views. He speaks 
of the weakness of Protestantism and says, 

if the Protestant cause is ailing, it is our cause 
that needs a dose of healing medicine. The way to 
express this concern is certainly not to repudiate 
everything that the Refonnation stood for. This is 
much more likely to prove to be the cause than the 
cure of the weakness. But a finn and intelligent ad
herence to the heritage of the Reformation is to be 
communicated, in the hope that the divisions and de
viations of the past may be undone, and better things 
may be in store for Protestantism in the future. 

"Thus the lines of responsibility begin to become 
clear. There must be an adjusbnent to changed con
ditions, but no weak~kneed surrender to the notion that 
all is Bux and nothing stable. The adjustment must be 
made on the basis of an understanding in depth of 
that position which is to be adjusted. Its purpose is 
to revitalize and reapply the position, not to repudiate 
;t" ( p. 6). 

And a1so, 
"God and our fellow man will be ill served if we 

believe, and teach our students to believe, that there 
are only problems and no answers; only shadows and 
no light; only existential agony and no divine word of 
comfort. In divine revelation and the rich heritage 
of the Refonned faith we have many answers, much 
light, and wonderful comfort to offer. The adjustment 
of which we speak is the precise opposite of the dis
sipation of this heritage. It is to understand and 
transmit this wealth in terms of the times in which we 
live" ( p. 7) . 

PRESENT DAY MOVEMENTS 
As the title and the contents of the lecture indicate, 

President Kromminga is very much convinced that we are 
passing through an era of change. He seeks support for 
that contention by calling attention to the Roman Catholic 
Church and its Second Vatican Council, as well as to the 
movements among Protestants. He states, 

"Great changes have come about also in the com
munions represented by the W 0 rId C 0 u n c i I of 
C h u r c h e s. I have reference not so much to the 
growth of a new organization as to the great back~ 
ground fact; the ability of men of different convictions 
to sit down and discuss their differences frankly with 
each other" ( p. 9). 
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Of cours~ these movements exist and are operative. 
However, it is possible to over-estimate their significance. 
At the time of this writing, for instance, it is being reported 
that the second session of the Vatican Council is disap
pointing a great many, even among the Roman Catholics 
themselves. Apparently it will not give what was expected. 
Moreover it is known that basically the imposing structure 
of the Ro:nan Catholic Church will not change. It will not 
deny itself. 

Besides the fact that men of different convictions are 
able to djs~uSS their differences can be interpreted in more 
than one way. Sincere love for the truth revealed in the 
Scriptures may bring this about, but then indifference 
towards that truth may have an identical effect outwardly. 

THE URGENCY OF THE SITUATION 
However that be, Dr. Kromminga calls attention to the 

urgency of the situation. He quotes Charles Malik who 
must have said at the Evanston Assembly of the World 
Council of Churches, '1 am not afraid of the atomic bomb; 
I am afraid of the Judgment." The author also remarks 
that the missionary cffort has turned only a very small 
percentage of the people of such lands as India, China 
and others to "some version of Christianity" and states, 
"The problem [of Christianity] is less that of strategy of 
conquest than that of survival. Who is able to meet a 
problem of such scope?" He further speaks of "new ap
proaches to the Christian task," and states, 

"'The old alliances and resources appear inade
quate. Christian Europe an~ Christian Ameri~ are 
gone Christian Asia and Afnca have not yet amved, 
if ev~ they are to come. If the contemplation of these 
facts is not to lead to a defeatist isolationism - and 
this it must not do, particularly not for those. who be
lieve in the Lord of the Church - then adJusbnents 
must be made and be made now, to meet the new 
and overwhel~ing challenge. To seek to do this is no 
denial of the faith. To fail to seek this would be a 
most deplorable denial indeed" (p. 13). 

THE TASK OF ORTHODOXY 

The picture thus drawn is alarming. However, the 
author should not be said to be a pessimist. "There is," so 
he states, "a body of revealed truth which is timeless be
cause it comes from the Eternal and leads to eternity" (p. 
14 ). But the Christian Reformed Church" .. . must realize 
anew . . . that these confessions are not mere teaching 
instruments or doctrinal tests, but constitute the church's 
confession of her faith, to be witnessed in the world," and 
also, ..... these creeds do not encompass aIt of the truth" 
(p . 15 ). 	 Moreover, he states, 

"Having faced the great challenge of our times, 
the orthodox church has a two-fold task by way of 
response. One may speak of that task in tenns of 
home work versus Beld work; deeper roots versus 
broader horizons; understanding of the heritage ver
sus com municating it; doctrinal knowledge versus 
missionary zeal. However the duality is put, it is 
important to reme~ber both pa.rt~ .. It is essential. to 
the discharge of either responsIbIlity to be workmg 
at the other as well. It is a fact theoretically simple 
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but often forgotten that there is no communicating 
the Christian heritage unless it is understood" (pp. 
15, 16). 

THE TASK OF THE SEMINARY 

In the address President Kromminga turns to the mem
bers of the Seminary Faculty and pledges that he will 
sponsor discussions in regard to "the rediscovery," as he 
calls it, of a number of subjects. Specific mention is made 
of the "rediscovery" of the church, of the lai ty, of the 
Church's mission, of the Bible and of tradition (pp. 19-22). 
Besides this he states, "'The Seminary faculty must also 
devote itself anew to supplying its share of the solid 
studies which orthodox theology ought to be producing." 

Of course, we laud these ideals. However, it should be 
remembered that the Faculty ought not to consider itself a 
sort of "steering committee" of the Church. It seems to me 
that it should strive to supply the church with academic or 
scholarly information upon which the chinch itself, through 
its instituted organs (consistory, classis, synod), can formu
latc its position and make its decisions. It would be good 
if the Faculty can render such service in unison, but it 
would likewise be good if individual members of the Fac
ulty supply such service. In fact, no one, be he a mcmber 
of the Faculty or not, should be excluded hom faVOring 
the church with such services. 

THE CURRICULUM 
Finally, President Kromminga turns in his lecture to 

the exceedi.ngly important subject of the curriculum, the 
course of training of the Seminary. He is, of course, 
fully aware of the fact that it requires great and delicate 
selectivity to determine or even to change the curriculum. 
He makes the observation, "... that more is being written 
in every field than mortal man can read." Moreover, the 
Belds themselves are numerous. Besides, many factors 
in8uence not only the subjects selected, but also the se
mester hours assigned to them. One's appreciation of the 
encyclopedic place of the various disciplines will likewise 
piny a role in the construction of the CUrriculum. I feel 
prompted to state that after some forty years in the min
istry I realize with increasing intensity how important the 
curriculum of the Seminary is. I have reSected upon this 
matter and questions have occurred to me. But these can
not be put here and now. In this review I should adhere 
to Dr. Kromminga's address. 

However, when reading the proposals of the President 
on pages 22 - 24, the fact that he has been greatly in8u
enced by a "'REPORT OF VISITORS" of the American 
Association of Theological Schools, which is dated No
vember 12-16, 1962, cannot escape one's attention. In fact, 
I think, every proposal made by the President in this con
nection can be traced to the "'REPORT OF VISITORS." 
Of course, in itself there is nothing wrong with that pro· 
cedure. It may even be an excellent thing to do. It all 
depends upon the proper answer to the question whether 
the suggestions of the "VISITORS" and the proposals of 
Dr. Kromminga are good or not. 
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(It would not be proper to discuss the "REPORT 
OF VISITORS" in this connection. Yet I cannot re
frain from stating parenthetically that I am not at all 
impressed by the character of this "REPORT," It 
mainly deals with external or organizational affairs. 
It strikes me as suffering from the affiiction - some 
have called it a curse - of uniformity or conformity, 
allowing little influence to the unique place and task 
of our Seminary. It criticizes the relation of the 
Faculty to the Board and even of both of them to 
Synod. Besides, in instances it becomes picayune. 
evaluating, for e x amp I e, the fee paid for post
graduate courses and the like - all internal affairs 
which ill no way affect the scholarly character of the 
institution. In fact. after reading the "REPORT OF 
VISITORS" onc wonders of what advantage member
ship of the Association is to the Seminary.) 

SPECifiC PROPOSALS 
Dr. Kromminga states that he is "prepared to advocate" 

at least four changes in the curriculwn. 
First, " ... that the seminary shall abandon its 

tightly prescribed pre-seminary requirements and open 
its doors to men who have received a solid liberal 
arts formation in any of the following: history. philos
ophy, English literature, foreign languages, psychol
ogy. education, or sociology. The tools for doing 
theological work must also be provided, of course" 
(p.22I.). 

Second, " . . . that we must increase the variety 
and raise the level of our instruction. Understanding 
rather than indoctrination must receive the emphasis 
. .. If we cannot tell the student eVer)thing he must 
know, we had better concentrate on developing the 
abilities and attitudes with which he will be able to 
keep on learning; and 1 am confident that he and we 
will be the richer for it," In this connection the re
mark is made. " ... if this cannot be dODe in three 
years of seminary training, then let us take another 
and more serious look at a fourth year of solid 
theological studies ... " (p. 23). 

Third, .. . . . the need for more Bible knowledge 
. Perhaps the introduction of a chair of English 

Bible has to be considered" (p. 23). 
Fourth, the President states, "The seminary needs 

a greater variety in the constitution of its student 
body ... we need students from other backgrounds, 
from other churches, intending to enter other min
istries ... To this end we must adjust the curriculum 
and the requirements, advertise our offerings, and 
provide student housing" (p. 24). 

APPRAISAL 
It stands to reason that anyone should laud the ideal 

of President lCromminga to make the Seminary incrensingly 
more useful and influential in the land. However, in which 
manner should we seek to attain that ideal? I submit that 
generally speaking and with a minimum number of con
cessions granted, the Seminary serves that purpose and at
tains that ideal best by remaining what it is intended to 
be - a training School for ministers in the Christian Re
formed Church. This should not be ascribed to a spirit 
of narrow provincialism, but to the conviction that not 
the proposed conformity, but our distinctiveness will be more 
likely to draw non-Christinn Reformed students to our 
Seminary. In addition we should realize that the academic 
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requirements are in many cases at a minimum already. 
If I read the Catalog of the Seminary correctly all the six 
loci of the important discipline of dogmatics are covered 
in four semesters - 3 semester hours are devoted theology 
proper, 4 to anthropology and Christoiogy, 4 to soteriology 
and ecclesiology and 2 (two!) to eschatology. This is 
neither fair to the students nor to the professors. Moreover, 
the present curricula, that of the College and of the Semi
nary, are by no means the only objections non-Christian 
Reformed students may have to enrolling in our institu
tion. There is no assurance that if the proposals of Dr. 
Kromminga were adopted enrollment by students "from the 
outside" would increase appreciably. 

I wish President Kromminga had elaborated on his 
proposaJ to abandon the "tightly prescribed pre-seminary 
requirements." As it is stated, and if adopted, I would not 
envy the position and the task of the Faculty in teaching 
men so ill prepared for theological studies. If the proposal 
should ever carry, then surely a four-year course would 
become indispensably necessary. Even with the present 
curricula of the College and the Seminary the introduction 
of a four-year Seminary course is, I feel, long past due. 
Besides, which other schools for professional training re
quire as little for matricu1ation as the theological semi
naries of our land? Surely our medical and law and en
gineering schools are all very exacting in their requirements 
for entrance. Why should theological seminaries assert 
such a measure of accommodation as is bound to harm 
these institutions as well as the churches they seek to serve? 

Of course, prospective ministers must learn to reason 
soundly and theologically. However, I question the ad
visability of the change in emphasis proposed by the Pres
ident. The busy minister in a charge will appreciate in
creasingly the indoctrination received in the Seminary. Some 
one has said that a year in the Seminary is equal to four 
years in the active ministry. 1 suppose it will be difficult to 
compare the relative value of the two exactly. Neverthe
less the words of J. Gresham Machen are applicable in 
this case, 

"The undergraduate shldent of the present day 
is being told that he need not take notes on what he 
hears in dass, that the exercise of the memory is a 
rather childish and mechanical thing, and that what 
he is really in college to do is to think for himseH 
and to unify his world. He usually makes a poor 
business of unifying his world. And the reason is 
clear. He does not succeed in unifying his world for 
the simple reason that he has no world to unify. He 
has not acquired a knowledge of a sufficient number 
of facts in order even to learn the method of putting 
facts together. He is being told to practise the busi
ness of mental digestion; but the trouble is that he 
has no food to digest. The modern student, contrary 
to what is often said, is really being starved for want 
of facts" (What Is Faith? pp. 16, 17 ). 

Would it not be best to seek to indoctrinate our students 
and to do this in a soundly logical way? Then both ob
jectives will be attained - facts will be accumulated and 
the reasoning ability of the student will become more pro
ficient. 
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MEDITATION: Habakkuk 3:2 

AS THE NEW YEAR BEGINS 

by FRANCOIS GUILLAUME 

"0 Lord, I have heard thy speech, and was afraid; 0 Lord, revive thy work 
in the midst of the years, in the midst of the years make known; in thy wrath 
remember mercy." Habakkuk 3:2, A.V. 

PROPHETS USE a special language and that makes 
it difficult for us to understand them. Habakkuk 

saw and heard more by far than just any man, for he 
was especially enlightened by the Holy Spirit. In verses 
3-15 of his second chapter this prophet sees the Lord 
in his Coming, and it is an overwhelmingly fearful 
scene. "Thou didst march through the land in indigna
tion, thou didst thresh the heathen in anger" (vs. 12 ). 

We can see in our own days something of this 
going of the Lord through the world. Surely the na
tions tremble for fear, and yet one thing is certain: 
God's people will be saved in all his judgments. 
"Thou wentest forth for the salvation of thy people" 
(vs. 13 ). That is the real purpose for all world history! 
How deep is our comfort, therefore. Everything has 
its proper place in the whole of God's great work in 
time, but that work as such deals exclusively with the 
salvation of his people. In all world tensions and 
world disasters God keeps his chosen in mind to re
deem them. The continuance of the world is not 
automatiC, but is rather simply to furnish place to 
those who are God's. 

The text quoted above this meditation serves as 
Habakkuk's introduction to the broader description 
of God's coming. Having taken a quick glance at 
that description we can better understand these in
troductory words. 

"0 Lord, I have heard thy speech," or, better: 
I have heard the rumor of thy coming. Habakkuk's 
spiritual ears made him sensitive to the sounds herald-

REMARKS 
I should like to conclude this review by making two or 

three remarks. 
We all agree with President Kromminga that this is 

an era of change. However, there is a danger that we 
allow ourselves to become too much and wrongly impressed 
by that fact. We should not become too excited. The Church 
of Christ is always passing through crises. In a way that 
constitutes its history and describes its future and will be 
the case as long as the Lord tarries. Crises should be 
considered "the abnormal normality" for the church mili
tant. The present crisis differs from preceding crises and 
will doubtless differ from succeeding ones. For that reason 
no one should imagine, for instance, that the struggle of 
the church against the rationalism of the 19th century has 
been easy and that no victims were made at that time. 
Besides it seems to be very necessary that we emphasize 
in the midst of the change and turmoil of this era the truths 
that abide. President Kromminga mentions this in his lcc
rure, but I wonder whether this facet of the sihlation 
does not deserve more elaboration. In the midst of a 
stonn we hang on to that which is immovable. 

ing the approach of the world's Judge. One could 
react only in terms of deepest awe, of course, and so 
the seer adds, "and I was afraid." Let us not be 
afraid to recognize this as the right attihlde for us 
as we enter upon a new year. By faith we, too, see 
that God is altogether righteous and that this world 
in its unbelief and wickedness must increasingly 
arouse his indignation. Let us train our senses to see 
and hear as Habakkuk did, standing in awe of our 
Godl 

"0 Lord, revive thy work in the midst of the years, 
in the midst of the years make known; in wrath re
member mercy" - that is the prophet's prayer. They 
are correct, I believe, who say that we ought to read 
this differently, so that it becomes: 'ln the womb of 
the years" let thy work be revived. In and out of 
the secret place of time's womb God is asked to give 
new life to his saving work! Surely we must echo 
these words in our own prayers as we pray for 1964, 
for we wish God to generate and regenerate accord
ing to his Word and Spirit in our time. 

In the midst of the cries and screams of those birtb
pangs which God arouses throughout the years, let 
us remember that these verities are our comfort: his 
council shall come to pass, and his Hock shall be 
gathered, not only the ninety-nine, but also the one 
which requires a special effort on the Good Shepherd's 
part. Then we will dare to serve God with this re
minder: "in thy wrath remember mercy," 

In addition it should be said that the subjects which 
Dr. Kromminga proposes for inter-faculty discussion are 
slanted towards "ecumenism." Of course, there is nothing 
wrong with that. However, we should be careful that in 
doing one thing we possibly neglect the more important. 
It is a matter of common knowledge that neo-ortbodoxy 
and scientism are not only tremendous forces in this day, 
but that they are making inroads into orthodox churches. 
The Christian Reformed Church and its Seminary are by 
no means immune to the enticements of these forces. 
wish that President Kromminga had seen 6t to treat these 
and similar dangers also in inter-faculty discussions. 

It goes without saying that the matters mentioned in 
this inaugural address are exceedingly important. They 
pertain to the future of the Seminary and, therefore, pos
sibly of the Church. The Church and the Seminary must 
develop. Neglect would be fatal. But the question as to 
the direction of that development should b e of deep con
cern to all who love the truth of God. Dr. Kromminga 
has indicated his ideas in regard to that direction. These 
merit our most earnest consideration. That has prompted 
me in writing this review and making these observations. 
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UNDER CHURCH SPIRES 

1963 

YEAR 

TO 

RHnHnBER 
by PETER Y. DE JONG 

T HESE CLOSING days of 1963 give us pause to reflect 
on the road along which mankind has been traveling 

with breathless pace. 
No date is so sharply etched in our memories as Friday. 

November 22. when the president of the United States of 
America was slain by a cruel and cowardly assassin. That 
event and its aftennath moved millions. especially when 
television brought the tragic tale into countless homes 
throughout the world. Churches were thronged with mul
titudes of all ages and stations in life to beseech Almighty 
God to sustain a bereaved family. to support a new pres
ident in a role suddenly forced upon him. to strengthen a 
nation which felt the whiplash of lawlessness sweeping 
across its land. 

In the events of 1963 the Christian churches also played 
their role. 

During January Time named Pope John XXIII "the man 
of the year" ... and six months latet reported the death of 
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this man who in the discharge of his office had influenced 
miJlions. 

Since then the Vatican Council resumed its sessions in 
Rome and drew attention everywhere. One Protestant 
guest-observer. Dr. Stanley I. Stuber. summarized his re
actions to the conclave by stating that although it nas gone 
a long way in trying to explain and accommodate certain 
doctrines and dogmas. nevertheless it has not eliminated 
any of them. and they remain as a great wall separating the 
three great divisions of Christendom.'" 

Religious persecution struck in widely separated lands. 
The repression of the Buddhists in Viet Nam aroused 

the indignation of many. Out of this vortex came the as
sassination of the president and his influential brother. a 
new regime and. hopefully, some better days for a people 
so sorely p lagued by national and international pressures. 

Only shortly ago a British tourist returned from Russia 
and produced in London a detailed document which he 
had carried with him. It described "dreadful persecution" 
and was signed by a group of "parishioners and pilgrims" 
of the Orthodox Churches throughout Russia. In the Tar
nopol region. it affirmed, monks of the ancient Pochayev 
monastery were being ruthlessly oppressed by the Soviet 
secret police. Churches and monasteries were ordered 
closed and destroyed in Byelorussia. Parents who sought 
religious education for their children were persecuted. 
Clergymen were forbidden to conduct religiOUS services. 
Students for the priesthood in that area were harassed and 
intimidated. 

The Vatican expressed alann at deteriorating conditions 
in Red-controlled Poland. Less than half of the bishops 
were granted the visas needed to permit them to travel to 
Rome for the council. Young men training for the priest
hood in Warsaw and elsewhere were being called up for 
military service, even though the Church-state agreement 
signed in 1950 expressly exempted them. 

In Colombia Victor Mendez, principal of a Bogota 
public school and a recent convert to the evangelical faith. 
lost his position because of the pressure of a priest. He 
was locked in an offiee for over two hours by the priest 
and later arrested and jailed by the police. Since millions 
of American dollars have been poured into the Colombian 
school system. the National Association of Evangelicals reg
istered its protest at once with the State Department 

Meanwhile. in an age when religion and morality were 
reaching new lows. the Supreme Court of the United States 
banned prayer and Bible reading in the public schools. 
This touched off a tidal wave of contradictory reactions. 
In several places school boards decided to continue a time
honored practice, even though this is now contrary to 
law. Others. more aware of their responsibility to respect 
the laws of the land, are encouraging citizens to protest the 
decision of judges who apparently reflected the temper 
of their times more than the Constitution which they are 
pledged to interpret for a confused age. 

In Baltimore. Md .• a new suit has been filed by Mrs. 
Madalyn E. Murray. an avowed atheist and a central figure 
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in the decision to ban prayers and Bible reading in the 
public schools. She contends that by granting tax exemp
tion to churches the state is compelling her to support the 
religious institutions and practices of others through the 
higher taxes she must pay. This suit is scheduled for a 
hearing during January. Newsmen there have been busy 
computing the taxes which some churches may have to 
pay, if tax exemption is now ruled unconstitutional. The 
Cathedral of Mary Our Queen ( Roman Catholic) may be 
assessed as much as $287,000 annually; the Grace Methodist 
Church some $23,359; the Har Sinai congregation (Jewish ) 
some $43,5&3. Meanwhile the Central Presbyterian Church 
of Des Moines, Ia., is reserving up to $4,000 in its proposed 
budget for 1964 to be paid to the city "in lieu of taxes" and 
in support of the services which it is receiving. 

The book of the Anglican bishop of Woolwich, entitlcd 
Honest to God. was onc of several which made news 
throughout the world. It was an attack on the Scriptural 
view of God, life and the world as commonly conceived by 
Christian believers. Here was anothcr attempt by certain 
churchmen in responsible positions to make the Christian 
gospel more palatable to modem man. Secular forces have 
become increasingly strong within the churches. These 
have taken the offensive also throughout 1963 to contribute 
to what someone has rightly called a "revival-in-reverse." 

The campus ministries of several major denominations 
in the United States came under sharp fire. Yet to date 
little has been done to clean house and return to the Scrip
tures. Much of this must be attributed to false philosophical 
conclusions drawn from man's scientific exploration and re
search. Churches still claiming to maintain the historic 
Chdstian confessions are discovering that this deadly poison 
is sapping the spiritual convictions and commibnents of 

many students who are being trained in colleges, univer
sities and seminaries, not the least in those with some de
nominational affiliations. 

The situation looks dark, indeed, in these closing days 
of 1963. 

Those who take their stand unreservedly on the Scrip
tures find themselves increasingly embattled. But large 
numbers of well-meaning believers hesitate to take their 
stand publicly for the faith once-for-a ll-delivered to the 
saints. They plead for a peace within the walls of the 
church which is incompatible with the church's essential 
calling to manifest herself as "the pillar and ground of thc 
truth." Today, as Prof. Jan Waterink observed in Centraal 
Weekblad some months ago, few appear willing to recog
nize "'heresy" for what it is and, if need be, to press charges 
against those who proclaim another "gospel." 

But the picture is by no means only dark 
Above and with and in the church is always the living 

Christ ever engaged in saving his own by his word and 
Spirit. In accents strong and sweet he gives his encourage
ment: " ... see that ye be not troubled: for these things 
must needs come to pass ... " Upon"a white horse" and 
anned with a bow and adorned with a crown which no 
one can remove from his brow the Savior-King "goes forth 
conquering and to conquer'" amid al1 the confusion, con
tradiction and chaos of our age. 

To him we are joined in love. To him we lift up our 
hearts in faith. To him we look for complete victory in the 
day of his appearing. 

Therefore also 1963 - with all its shadow and its S\Ul

shine - remains enshrined in our souls as "the year of our 
Lord!" 

THE GIROD-OGGEL DEBATE ON CHURCH MERGER 

by JOHN H. PIERSMA 

T HE SUBJECf for debate was, Resolved that the Re
formed Church in America· and the Presbyterian 

Church in the U. S.o (Southern) should merge to fonn one 
church denomination. The debaters were, for the affirm
ative: the Reverend Doctor M. Verne Oggel, pastor of the 
Community Refonned Church, Glen Rock, N. J., and cur
rent president of General Synod; for the negative: the Rev
erend Gordon H. Girod, pastor of the Seventh Refonned 
Church, Grand Rapids. The place was Fourth Reformed 
Church, Grand Rapids, and the time was November 18, 
8:00 p. m. The church was filled beyond capacity. 

• Hereafter, RCA and SPC. 

Aher devotions the chainnan of the Grand Rapids Con
sistorial Union, sponsoring the meeting, announced that the 
program was very simple in outline. We would first hear 
a 20 minute speech by Mr. Oggel; then another 20 minute 
speech by Mr. Girod. Thereupon the listeners would be 
given opportunity to direct questions to either of the two 
debaters. This program was rather accurately carried out, 
except that neither of the preacher-debaters couJd stay 
within the 20 minute time limit. 

''WE NEED THE PREFIX PRESBYTERIAN!" 
Dr. Oggel began his principal speech by referring to 
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the fac t that most of the people present to hear this debate 
haxe their origins with him in the Van Baalte colony of 
Holland, Mich., and environs. He rather effectively pointed 
out that the fathe rs had come to grips with the problems 
:.:merent in church merger, and had negotiated, therefore, 
t:nion with the RCA. This historical reference was more 
si,;nificant than might be supposed, as will become evident 
toward the end of our description of his argument for the 
aSrmative side of the question. 

Scripture was this speaker's next source of appeal, with 
John 17, Ephesians 4, I Corinthians 5, etc., getting the 
lion's share of attention. Dr. Oggel pleaded that the tradi
tional orthodox view of the ontological oneness of Christ 
\\;th the Father argued for the necessity of organizational 
as well as "spiritual" union, and that this could be the only 
fX1ssi ble deduction from John 17:11b, "Holy Father, keep 
Utem in thy name which thou hast given me, that they may 
be one, even as we are." Further citations from Scripture 
were oHered to establish the utter impossibility of thinking 
that the church might be more or else than one. Christ, 
said the speaker, is not a monster, having several bodies, 
nor is he polygamous, having more than one bride! 

It was in this connection that the question of merger and 
theology or dogma was faced squarely. The speaker said 
that many in the mid-West were saying that merger with 
the SPC is undesirable, because the RCA is "more conser
\-ative theologically." Dr. Oggel appealed to his exposition 
of Scripture and the unity of the church to say that there 
ought to be an ecumenical as well as a theological concern 
in this kind of situation. It was his opinion that concern 
fo r ecumenical obedience might weigh even more heavily 
than concern for exact theological compatibility. 

This may be said to have been the central thesis of 
Dr. Oggel's argument in favor of the merger of his church 
\\;th the Southern Presbyterians. To fortify his contention 
t.!'at doctrinal purity is not an absolutely definitive consider
ation in church merger, appeal was made to John Calvin 
and to Abraham Kuyper ( the latter was said to have been 
"dear to the fathers in the colony"). Citations from the 
reformer and from Kuyper were read in which the principle 
was established that separation from others must not be 
upon non-essentials or upon all of the results of the im
perfection which cleaves to every institution in this dis
pensation. 

Whatever one may say about Dr. Oggel, cowardice or 
subterfuge was not an obvious characteristic of his presenta
tion in this debate. To make his point that the RCA ought 
not to expect perfection on the part of the SPC, he pointed 
a finger directly at the situation \vithin his own church. 
-rhe most conservative group," he said, "is not in control 
b the RC.A." To prove this contention he referred to a 
moment of debate at the most recent General Synod (Pella, 
1963), when a motion to strengthen Synod's resolutions 
on Scriptural infallibility in the more conservative direcuon 
by amendment of an existing motion failed some four times. 
Such theological stirrings, it was indicated, have their day 
and fade away. Once upon a time it was fashionable to 
a.ogue about predestination and human responsibility, but 

no one appears to be very much disturbed by such a ques
tion now. It was this observer's opinion that Dr. Oggel 
rather eHectively reminded his audience that it was largely 
representative of a group within a single denomination 
which regarded itself as theologically more conservative 
than its controlling forces, but that united eHort was still 
obviously feaSible. And if we can do that among ourselves, 
why not with the Southern Presbyterians? 

Dr. Oggel finally dealt with the apprehensions which 
some might have. if a step were taken on the road of 
ecumenicity by merger with the Southern Presbyterians. 
Very readily it was conceded that this kind of action might 
result in a union that one wouldn't oompletely enjoy. This 
step was humorously compared to marriage. which. in the 
realities of every-day life, doesn't always achieve every 
expected advantage either. 'We do have to take a chance 
on some things," conceded the speaker. "Mter all, we must 
leave some things up to God." He opined that "men of 
faith" ought not to be reluctant to put themselves in such 
a position. 

At the very end of his presentation Dr. Oggel came 
back to Dominie Van Raalte and the earliest days of his 
Hol1and colony. The material nnd spiritual destitution of 
the colonists was dramatically pictured, and the generosity 
of the Eastern churches of that time was described with 
great eHect. -rhe East stood by in the day of our need." 
And now the churches of the West are strong and wealthy. 
while the East is "in a sad plight in certain places. They 
helped us when we needed them. and it would be no more 
than approprinte if we could now give heed to their need." 

What is the need of the churches in the Eastern states? 
!hey need the prefix presbyterian." People that come to 
live in the vicinity of Dutch Reformed churches, it was said, 
have no idea as to what the name Reformed or Dutch Re
formed means. To help these churches win such for their 
fellowship they ought to be able to include on their church 
signs the word presbyterian. To grant them this advantage 
by effecting merger with the Southern Presbyterians would 
be, therefore, no more than an act of sympathy and brother
hood right within the denomination. 

THE RESULTS OF CHURCH UNION BELIE ITS CLAIMS 
Mr. Girod began his presentation of the negative side 

of the question by paying some attention to the arguments 
sketched by his opponent. Dr. Oggel's appeal to such 
Scriptures as John 17, Ephesians 4, I Corinthians 5 was met 
with the explanation that these passages indicate that 
there is in very fact "one, holy, catholic church." The 
manifestations of this one church are to be seen in the 
various denominations. or in "the church visible." Although 
separation of believers into several communions is not an 
indiHerent matter, Girod insisted that this fact does not 
really deny the existence of the oneness of all that is truly 
church. It was also asserted that one must not isolate Paul's 
admonitions regarding oneness in the church from the very 
many ringing statements concerning the purity of the gospel 
and the faith. Again. although it may sound quite impres
sive to quote John Calvin and others on this subject of 
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church unity, it would be quite ridiculous to forget that 
Calvin was unwilling to accept the Lutheran view of the 
Lord's Supper in order to make confederation of Lutheran 
and Calvinist forces a reality. 

The real question, said Girod, is this: Is merger and 
union of the churches the wiU of God? In his opinion this 
question could bear practical analysis in terms of the statis
tical evidence available from churches which have under
gone merger. If such mergers are "the will of God," spirit
ual fruit might be expected in terms, say, of increased 
missionary activity. The speaker then offered such statistics 
as these to illustrate his conviction that the results of 
merger actually argue against it: in the churches of the 
union in Canada ( now the United Church of Canada ) there 
were 452 missionaries in 1936; today there are 245, in spite 
of the fact that the total number of foreign missionarics 
overall has increased twofold. This is likewise the experi
ence in connection with the Congregational- Christian 
church merger, where we find a drop of 495 to 364 mission
aries from 1936 to 196L 

Mr. Girod then turned his attention to the matter of 
thc existing situation in the Southern Presbyterian Church 
with which merger is being contemplated. Prefacing his 
observations with a frank "acknowledgement that there were 
fau lts also in the RCA, the speaker offered several observa
tions dealing with current conditions in the SPC which 
ought to give pause to any church seeking to unite with 
thnt body. His observations can be summarized thus: ( 1) 
Four professors from the four theolOgical seminaries of the 
SPC have recent1y stated, 'We neither have nor do we 
need an infallible Bible." ( Vigorous ..Amens" and resound
ing applause greeted Girod's statement in this connection 
that he was a simple believer in the infallibility of Scrip
ture, and that without qualification.) (2) It is question
able if much attention is paid by the SPC to its excellent 
doctrinal standards. This is evident from the fact that no 
provision calling for regular, organized presentation of these 
creeds in the pulpits is found in the rules or tradition of 
that church. (3) There is no regular catochetical instruc
tion of the covenant youth in the faith of the church. oc
casional communicants' classes being the only exception. 
(4 ) Church discipline is unknown in the SPC, according 
to the testimony of one of its own pastors. (5 ) As to mis
sions interest: In the RCA the three eastern synods have 
averaged $11, the three western synods have raised $26 
per year per member. In the SPC the average is $10 per 
year per member. The missions budget has been short as 
much as $2,000,000 per year, with severe results for the 
work on the fields. (6) One explanation for the lack of 
interest in missions is that there is a growing bureaucracy 
in the SPC with an ever-expanding ecclesiastical machinery, 
putting tfle actual work at an ever greater distance from the 
people. 

The speaker for the negative addressed himself, finally , 
to the matter of trends within the SPC and the conse
quences which these might have for any church merging 
with it. Girod pointed out that eight former synodical mod

... ,-,'. 

erators had been quoted to say that eventual union with 
the larger Presbyterian Church in our country must take 
place. In addition, 40% of the SPC is located in so-called 
"border states" between North and South. These are deter
mined to seek union with the Northern Presbyterians. This 
means that the RCA will eventually get into an even larger 
ecumenical body. one characterized, no doubt, by a iowest 
common denOminator theology," which is to say, a denom
inational affiliation which rules out all but the very least 
distinctive Christian doctrines. 

QUESTION AND ANSWER PERIOD 
Some 15 questions were asked from the floor following 

the main speeches, all but three of them directed to Dr. 
Oggel. As mi ght be expected in a meeting in this part of 
the country, most questions were themselves indications 
of considerable disagreement with the man from the affirm
ative side of the house. To a few questioners unimpressed 
with the argument regarding a new church name, Oggel 
replied that the prefix presbyterian was indeed important 
to churches such as his, and that this could not effectively 
he gained by a simple alteration in the name of the RCA. 

One questioner asked if merger with the SPC would not 
further involve the RCA in the World Council and National 
Council of Churches (something which this brother feared, 
apparently). Oggel's reply was that he was heartily in 
favor of membership in these Councils, and that the 
majority of the RCA was with him on this question (he 
could point to a 303 to 88 vote in a recent General Synod 
on the matter). A local RCA pastor sought to correct Dr. 
Oggel's observation regarding the statement presented by 
a denominational study committee on the infallibility of 
Scripture, questioning. it would seem, the propriety of 
deducing that the statement in question was not as con
servative as "the conservatives" would want it. The affir
mative speaker stuck to his point. namely, that failure to 
get an amendment" of this type passed did indeed in
dicate that "the more conservative people are not in control 
in the RCA." 

To a few questions Dr. Oggel replied by pointing out 
that a two-thirds vote of all the classes in the RCA was 
required to authorize merger, and that therefore no one 
need fear that something would be done which would pro
duce schism in the church. Some questions were then 
offered which asked for an opinion from the speaker as 
to the possibility of secession on the part of the Eastern 
congregations from the RCA if merger were not achieved. 
Dr. OggeJ denied that open sentiment for such drastic ac
tion could be noted in his area. 

Perbaps the most pointed question presented to Dr. 
Oggel was one which pressed him for comrnibnent as to 
whether or not the arguments be had offered for merger 
with tIle SPC could not just as well be used for merger 

• A statement regarding Biblical infallibility contained the modify
ing 'phr:lse: "in that which it intends to teach." Oggcl, rightly 
we believe, interpreted amendments moved to delete this phrase 
as indications of a desire for a more strict view of Scriptural in
fallibility than the resolution offered. 
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with any of the regular Protestant churches in this country. 
Qggel did not reject the logic of this question, but replied 
that the RCA should take one step at a time, and that 
the Northern Presbyterians present1y involved in the famous 
Blake-Pike proposal calling for merger of Presbyterians, 
Episcopalians, Methodists, etc., were not now in a position 
to consider merger with other churches. 

Three questions were directed to the Rev. Mr. Girod . The 
first showed doubt of the rightness of his use of the statis
tics wilh which he framed his argument against merger. 
The second asked fo r more information regarding the state
ment quoted from four professors of theology in the SPC 
regarding Scriptural infallibili ty (see above). A third ques
tion gave him the oppommity to say certain things which 
were very much to the point, since the question asked, in 
effect, what the consequences of merger with the SPC were 
for the RCA. Girod replied that merger with the SPC for 
his church was really not so much church union as church 
absorption. The SPC is four times larger in membership, 
and union with it would mean the actual disappearance 
of the RCA. A second observation was that Dr. Oggel is 
indeed correct when he states that "the conservatives are 
not in contTol in the RCA." Girod affirmed complete agree
ment with this observation, and then addressed himself 
to the question, How can we embrace two different kinds 
of congregations (more and less conservative, or liberal 
and orthodox) within one denomination? The speaker said 
that this was possible because the RCA was really "con
gregational" in its church government. The SPC, on the 
othcr hand, has a more rigid and centralized church govern

ment, particularly on the presbyterial level The effect 
of all this, averred Girod, will be to wipe out especially 
the more conservative Refonned churches. 

If the purpose of the debate was to lay bare the issues 
involved in the matter of merger between the RCA and 
the SPC, I think it was a great success. 

To this observer it was heartening to see that the very 
plainly stated and deseribed attitudes of the speaker for 
the affirmative in the relative importance (or unimpor
tance) of doctrinal matters, his reduction of all church 
controversy to certain historical or environmentaJ considera
tions, and his eager preference for merger regardless of 
consequences for whatever is left of concern for the purity 
of preaching, the rightness of sacramental observance, the 
application of Christian censure, etc. in the RCA was not 
being met with approval by at least a large segment of 
his large audience that evening. 

Much might be said in connection with such a debate, 
but for the sake of propriety the reporter will refrain. We 
would like to offer for your consideration, however, the 
basic question. Is it God's will that Christians today move 
in the direction of what Mr. Girod called absorptiQn into 
the great, grey mass of ecumenical striving, or should we 
stand up fearlessly to raise the banner of biblical Christian
ity, even though this may mean that we will have to stand 
outside, no matter how cold and costly that will be? 

Someone has well said that the answer is always very 
much implicit in the question which gives rise to it. I 
agree. And so I vote for the latter option and express my 
conviction that the negative won the debatel 

BIBLE LESSONS 

ON THE BOOK OF REVELATION 
Limitations of space forbade the inclusion of more than two outUnes and tM by WIWAM HENDRIKSEN 
relevant Bible passages this month. For these omi8sions we beg your 
kind indulgence. 

THE FALL OF THE DRAGON'S ALLIES 
LESSON XIX - PART 1 Rev. 19: 1-10 

Read More Than Conquerors, pp. 213-217 
attributes of God which here on earth are so often min

REJOICING IN HEAVEN BECAUSE OF CHRIST'S imized are seen in their true and gloriOUS significance. Here 
VICTORY OVER THE HARLOT we so frequently place God's love at the top of the list of 

A. 	 A GREAT MULTITUDE IN HEAVEN CELEBRATES his exalted qualities, as if the other divine attributes were 
CHRIST'S VICTORY OVER THE HARLOT, verses 1-3 of lesser importance. But in hcaven the saving power, truth

This was probably a multitude of angcls. The content ftllness, and righteousness of God are exalted, yes even his 
of their wonderful Hallelujah-chorus emphasizes one point avenging (or retributive) righteausness, as this song indi
which is so often forgotten. It is this: in heaven those very cates. Heaven has a far marc balanced view of things than 
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earth has. Filled with ecstasy the angeUc choir even re
peats its ''Hallelujah.'' 

B. 	 THE TWENTY-FOUR ELDERS AND FOUR LIVING 
CREATURES (CHERUBIM) RESPOND, verse 4 

This is the response of joyful, enthusiastic approval. 
"Sometimes, while you are preaching, I would just like 
to shout Amen," said the parishioner to his pastor. Well, 
one of the interesting characteristics of heavenly life will be 
exactly this that there will be no Nstrictions placed upon 
your outbursts of hearty agreement with the songs of the 
rest of the redeemed or of the angels. How wonderful that 
will bel 

C. 	 IN RESPONSE TO A SOLO VOICE FROM THE THRONE 
A GREAT MULTITUDE SINGS HALLELUJAH, verses 5-8 
How majestic this mighty chorus of the redeemed! 

They realize that the fall of the dragoo's allies spells sal
vation's climax for the Church. And salvation's climax is 
"the marriage of the Lamb." (As this very important sub
ject has been treated in detail in More Than Conquerors, 
I shall not use space to say more about it here. See pp. 
214-217 of my book.) 

A few points, though, require special attention: 
L Verse 5: "the small and the great." Heaven honors 

both. How often on earth - even at times in the Church 
are not "'the small" neglected? How seldom, in pushing the 
work of evangelism, do we contact "'the great," for example, 
the highly educated who are living apart from Christ. 

2. Verse 7: "'Let us . .. " Each of the redeemed exhorts 
his neighbor. I heard recently that the reason why in cer
tain parts of Africa missionary work was so fruitful was 
because each convert told his neighbor about his new spirit
ual discovery. He would tell it with great enthusiasm and 
conviction! What a lesson for us alII 

3. Verse 8: «And it was given unto her that she should 
array herself." On the one hand, '1t was given." Hence, 
all honor to God and his sovereign grace. On the other, 
"that she shou1d array herself." Human responsibility is 
by no means minimized. "Righteous acts'" are required, as 
fruits of gratitude. 

D. 	 JOHN IS TOLD TO WORSHIP GOD, HIM ALONE, 
verses 9, 10 

When John, moved to the depths of his being by what 
he had heard and seen, was at the point of falling down 
before the angel-guide in order to worship him, he was 
stopped, and was told that not the wisdom of the angel 
but "the testimony of Jesus" was the inspirer of prophecy. 
Does not the Roman Catholic Church err greatly, then, 
when it kneels before images, prays to Mary and the other 
"saints," and renders the kind of homage to the pope that 
hardly falls short of idolatrous worship? 

Questions 

1. 	 W hat is meant by "fornication"? See verse 2. 
2. 	 V erse 3: What is implied in the words, "And her smoke 

goeth up forever and ever? 
3. 	 V erse 6: In what connection was the expression "the 

voice of many waters and mighty thunders" (or $011W

thing very similar) used before? What can you infer 
from this? 

4. 	Verse 7: "And let us give the gwry unto him." How 
can we "give glory" to him who already has all the gwry? 

5. 	Verse 7: Who is the bride (prove this from Scripture), 
and how did she make herself ready? 

6. 	 Verse 8: What have "righteous acts" to do with our 
salvation? 

7. 	 V erses 9 and 10: How would you go about the business 
of trying to make a Roman Catholic see the error of 
his way? 

THE FALL OF THE DRAGON'S ALLIES 
LESSON XIX - PART 2 Rev. 19:11-21 

Read More Than Conquerors, pp. 217-220 

CHRIST'S VICTORY OVER THE BEASTS AND THEIR 

FOLLOWERS 


A. 	 THE VICTOR UPON A WHITE HORSE, verses 11-16 
As another section of the book is about to be concluded 

(chapters 17-19 ) the battle of Har Magedon is shown once 
more. That battle in its final manifestation consists of 
two elements: the final attack of antichristian dominion 
upon the Church, and Christ's victory over this vast army 
at his coming. 

We see, first of all, the Rider upon the white horse. 
That Rider is always the Christ. His name is "the Word 
of God" (cf. John 1:1), the divine Logos. He is the One 
already mentioned in Rev. 5:5 as the Conqueror; again in 
6: 2 (there, too, he rides upon a white horse), and now here 

in Rev. 19. Yet, there is a difference between these three 
passages . The book of Revelation, also in this respect, 
shows wonderful progress. In Rev. 5:5 we see him as the 
One who conquered at Calvary (as is proved by the con
text, see Rev. 5:9); in 6:2 as the One who even now and 
throughout history is conquering; and here in 19:11ff. as 
the One who in the great day of the £oa] judgment rides 
on to victory over all his enemies. His garment is "sprinkled 
with blood." He is about to rule "with a rod of iron," and 
to "tread the winepress of the fierceness of the wrath of 
God the Almighty." Surely, it is hard not to see in this 
scene our Lord Jesus Christ "surrounded by the angels of 
his power in flaming fire, rendering vengeance to those who 
do not acknowledge God, even to them that obey not the 
gospel," and coming "to be glorified in his saints" ( II Thess. 
H -IO ). 

. . 	 p . 
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B. THE VANQUISHED GIVEN AS A PREY TO THE BIRDS 

Of HEAVEN, verses 17-21 


This section begin.s with a reference to "birds'" (verse 
17) and e11ds similarly ( verse 21 ). It is, accordingly, a 
unit, and should not be too rigidly divided at verse 19. 

It was spring-time. On the hill at Gibeon a mother is 
keeping vigil. And what a vigil it wasl Rizpah was her 
name. Here she sat on sackcloth, and this for five months, 
keeping faithful watch over the bodies of her dead sons, 
"suffering neither the birds of the air to rest on them by 
day, nor the beasts of the field by night'" (ll Sam. 21 :10). 
She must have driven away ever so many ravenous vultures. 
When David heard about her deed of heroism, he had the 
bodies of these two sons (and the others with them) buried. 
To have one's body consumed by birds of prey was con
sidered a horror of the worst possible kind. 

It is with that story and thought in mind that one should 
try to picture to himself what John actually saw in a vision , 
as described here in Rev. 19:17-21. An angel "standing in 
the sun" summons all the high-Hying birds of prey to an 
immense banquet, so that they may gorge themselves on 
carrion to their hearts' content. In her most interesting 
book, AU the Birds of the Bible (see p. 109 ) Alice Par
melee tells us that Palestine abounds with birds of prey. 
She states that in addition to an abundance of eagles ( nine 
different kindsl) and vultures (five kinds) there is a be
wildering variety of "buzzards, hawks, kestrels, kites, har
riers, and falcons." It is especially the vulture that is con
sidered the high-flying bird of prey, the "unclean" bird, 
that is continual1y looking for and swooping down upon 
carrion. And so it is here in Rev. 19. This, let it be borne 
in mind, is a battlefield, the battlefield of Har Magedon 
(same as in Rev. 16: 16 and 20:8). Above this battlefield 
the dark shapes of all these vultures - in fact, of all the 
birds of prey that fly in mid-heaven - make their appear
ance. More swiftly than you can tell the story they come 
tearing down out of the sky. The rest is horrible for the 
imagination to contemplate. John sees an immense heap 
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of corpses; of kings, captains, mighty men, in fact of aU 
those wicked people who have followed the two beasts. 
The two beasts themselves are taken and "cast alive into 
the lake of fire that burns with brimstone" (verse 20), for 
Christ's second coming means the eternal doom of every 
world-empire and every fa lse religion or philosophy that 
has set itself in array against the kingdom of li ght. And 
as to all these individuals who were obedient to the beasts, 
here are their corpses, mingled with the corpses of horses 
( verse 18) . The pue is so enormous in size that all - be 
sure to note that word all- the birds (of prey) "were 
filled'" - they could not have consumed any morel - with 
their Besh. Such is the symbolic picture drawn here of the 
certainty and the horror of all those forces and individuals 
who oppose the Christ and persecute his people. Such is 
their complete discomfiture when Christ comes as Judge in 
that great, final day. 

Questions 

1. 	 What does Is. 63:3 teach us with respect to the meaning 
of Rev. 19:13, "a garme11t sprinkled with bloocf"? 

2. 	 What passage (or pm-agraph) in Ezekiel furnishes a 
background to this picture of the birds of prey st.un
maned to "the great suppe1' of Gocf"? 

3. 	 Explain Rev. 19:14. 
4. 	 In connection with verse 17, how is it possible for an 

angel to "stand in the sun"? 
5. 	 In connection with verse 20: does moral responsibility 

rest only with individual persons, or also with the 
world as center of persecution (the beast out of the sea) 
and the world as center of false religion (the beast out 
of the earth)? 

6. 	 What is meant by "the lake of fire that bumeth with 
brimstone"'? See tJe1'se 20. 

7. 	 Do the following passages teach anything with respect 
to the relative number of the saved and of the lost: 
Rev. 19:21; Rev. 7:9; Matt. 22:14; Luke 13:23, 24P Nate 
the practical application! 
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The Christian College in the 
Twentieth Century 
by BERNARD RAMM 
£e,dmlnt, 1963. 125 pages, price $3.00. 

This delightful volume aims to state 
what a college must be in order to merit 
the name Christian.. 

The author's approach is historical. He 
relatcs the views of Aureliu~ Augustine, 
philip Melanchthon, John Henry Newman, 
Abraham Kuyper and Sir Walter Moberly 
on Christian higher education. The em
phasis falls on wbat we may learn from 
these outstanding Christian educato". 

Augustine (345-430) held: "If we are 
to interpret Scripture properly, we must be 
educated in those secular sciCDces which the 
Scriptures touch upon." To that rather re
stricted end he reclaimed pagan Rhetoric 
with its division of the basic liberal arts 
into the Trivium of grammar. logic and 
rhctoric and the Quadrivium of arithmetic. 
music, geometry and astronomy. But his 
"humanism" was decided1y Christian. He 
insisted that in all these studies the great
ness of the Christian revelation must be 
magni6ed and that the Christian teacher 
is in duty bound to diagnose the unchris
tian clements in pagan learning. 

Melanchthon (1497-1560) was profoundly 
Influenced by the Renaissance and by such 
humanists of his day as Erasmus and Reuch. 
lin. Hence he strongly emphasized the 
liberal arts as the necessary foundation 
for theological learning. Ramm says: "He 
would not allow theology to swallow up the 
liberal arts." However. unlike those human
ists who remained in the Roman Catholic 
Church, he showed himself to he "Chris
tian Grst, humanist second." 

John Henry Newman ( 1801-1890) faced 
a situation quite different from that con
rronted by Melanchthon. In Melanchthon's 
day there was a danger that theology would 
crowd classical studies out of the university; 
in Newman's time the secular curriculum 
threatened to crowd out theology. Newman 
insisted that a university which omits theol
ogy has lost its claim to he a university, 
for the banishment of theology constitutes 
a denial of the unity of truth. According 
10 Newman the task of the university is 
to produce "the gentleman," and the task 
of the Christian uniVersity is to produce 
"the Christian gentleman." As a consistent 
Roman Catholic he taught tlmt the entire 
life of the university must be under the 
guidance of the organized Church. 

Abraham Kuyper ( 1837-1920) was vnmlJ.$ 
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Inter pares of the founders of the Free Re
formed University of Amsterdam. It was 
his £inn con .. iction that a Christian univer
sity is demanded by the Scriptural doctrines 
of creation and common grace. And in line 
with the principle of sphere sovereignty 
he took the at that time radical position 
that a university is to be controlled by 
ncither chureh nor state. Ramm omits the 
fact that already in Kuyper's day there 
existed a "contractual connection" between 
the Church and the theological faculty of 
the Free University. For Kuyper Christian
ity was synonymous with Calvinism. He 
demanded that in the conflict between theo
centricity and anthropocentricity the fonner 
be upheld uncompromisingly. For good 
reason Kuyper came to be known as the 
man of the antithesis. 

InCidentally, that may account for Ramm'~ 
failure to include in his book a chapter 
on John Calvin, Possihly he felt that the 
presentation of the views of both Calvin 
and Kuyper would entail needless repetition. 

Sir Walter Moberly (1881- ) is the 
author of The Crl.d.J In the UniveT.ritIi' The 
Christian college was, and today is, caught 
in a twofold revolution. In the first place, 
it has been affected by the fact that voca
tional training has to such an extent re
placed liberal arts education that many II 

unive.-sity no longer deserves to be called 
a university. In tile second place, numerous 
Christian colleges have mccumbed to a 
theological liberalism which is not Christian. 
In facing the question what is to be done 
under these circumstances, Moberly con
sidered various proposals. among them the 
Christianization of the secular universities. 
Rejecting tlutt proposal as well as others, 
he came to the conclusion that the one solu
tion for the Christian college is to make 
sure it has an actively Christian faculty, an 
expert faculty of theology included. Under 
Christian theology he subsumed Incarnation, 
Cross and Resurrection. 

After this historical survey Ramm makes 
a «~ummal)' statement" under four heads: 
( 1 ) " A university is Christian only as it is 
Christian throughout"; (2) "A Christian uni
versity has the liberal arts at the center of 
its curriculum"; (3) "A Christian university, 
within the common grace of God, shares in 
the tran~mission of culture"; (4) "A Chris
tian university relates itself Vitally to the 
Christian Church." Under the last of these 
propositions Ramm, without insisting that a 
Christian university must be ecclesiastically 
owned and controlled, gives helpful sug

gestions as to the exercise of academic free.
OOm. One of them is that, in case a pro
fessor departs from the Chureh's confessions, 
integrity demands that he spontaneously 
say so without being sought out. How 
right! 

It is regrettable that so wcll-written a 
book is marred by several typographical 
errors. Likely the author is not to blame. 
However, he is rasponsible for an occa
sional reprehensible statement. For instance, 
it is said of Augustine: "He refused to be 
the Fundamental.ist of the early Church by 
refUSing to negate the truth in classical 
leammg" (p. 23). Surely, not nearly all 
who would be known as Fundamentalists 
deserve this reproach. For another exam
ple. the statement that ''heresy trials are 
odious and harmful. no matter where the 
truth or the right lies" (p. 123 ) is, to put 
it mild ly, far too sweeping. To be sure, 
the professor who departs from the c0n

fession of his Church should frankly state 
his position. should strive to convince the 
Church of the correctness of his position. 
lind, en failing in the latter. should volun
tarily depart from the Chureh. Thus a 
heresy trial can be avoided. But that 
procedure is not always followed. As it 
is, heresy trial~ may become necessary and 
even decidedly wholesome. Their absence 
has contributed immeasurably to the de
christinnizntion of many all erstwhile Chris
tian college and thus to the dCClldcnce of 
the Church to which that college was re
lated. The corruption of a Church usually 
begins in its institutions of learning. 

TIlis reviewer cannot suppress the wish 
that Ramm had dealt more explicitly with 
the place and function of tho Bible in the 
Christian college. God has given us a rev
elation in nature and history, a special 
revelation in the Bible. The two cannot 
contradict each other. Contrariwise, they 
complement each other and arc interdepen
dent. Knowledge of general revelation is 
ncccssary for the proper understanding of 
special revelation. That is ODe reason, among 
others, why a Christian college must stress 
tile libcrn1 arts. On this Hamm is insistent. 
Should he not have said just as emphatic
ally, and more emphatically than he does. 
that general revelation can be properly 
understood only in the light of Holy Scrip
ture? 

AI! in all, this little volume is replete 
with valuable material. It is a worthwhile 
contribution to the cause of Christian higher 
education. n. B. KUIPER 
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