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EDITORIAL 


LET'S MAKE IT SCRIPTURAL, 

SHARP, AND SUIPLE! 


JOHN VANDER PLOEG 

The full authority of Scripture admits of no com
promise; it is an item that is non-negotiable. "Thus 
saith the Lord" is sovereign, settled, and binding 
throughout the Book - from Cenesis through Hevela
tion. This we believe and profess, knowing full well 
that it is capable of its own defense. 

"For anyone who by faith accepts the Scriptures 
as the Word of God, the matter is settled; the author
ity of the Bible is not to be defended. but affirmed 

. C. H. Spurgeon said regarding this subject: 
'There is no need for you to defend a lion when he 
is being attacked. All you need to do is to open the 
gate and let him out!'" ( Tlte In spiration and Authority 
of Scripture by Rene Pache, p. 306. Moody Press, 
Chicago, Ill.) 

But right now we can't let it go at that. 
Why? Because right now the Christian Refonncd 

Church is struggling to formulate and to agree on a 
statement concerning "the nature and extent of Bib
lical authority." The statement proposed at Synod 
1971 has come to be known as Report 36. That report 
is now in the hands of the churches for study and 
reactions. 

Report 36 is positively must read ing. It may bc 
found in both the Agenda and the Acts of 1971. It 
has also been published in booklet form available 
either from your consistory or from The Board of 
Publications of the CRC, 2850 Kalamazoo Avenue, 
S. E., Grand Rapids, Michigan 49508. 

o K, the committee that drew up Report 36 is 
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now soliciting our reactions as Synod 1971 instructed 
should be done. So, that's what we attempt to do. 

Humbly but nevertheless emphatically, after hav· 
ing read Report 36 (all thirty-six pages of it) three 
times, I feel compelled to recommend the following: 
We dennitely must not have Report 36, notwithstand
ing some splendid statements in it, and also notwith
standing all the arduous labors devoted to the 
preparation of it by men whose competence and 
scholarship we do respect. 

Instead, we are desperately in need of drawing 
up a d ifferent statement than the one now under 
consideration; and, if the Holy Spirit leads Synod 
1972 to decide this, let's then make it Scriptural, sharp, 
and simple! 

o 0 0 0 

Let's make it Scriptural! - Strange indeed is the 
fact that in those parts of Report 36 that the church 
is asked to adopt there is not a single proof text from 
Scripture. I am referring, of course, to the "nve points 
relating to the nature and extent of Biblical authority" 
recommended for adoption, and «the preamble to 
and the elaboration of the nve points of pastoral ad
vice as set forth in Part V" of Report 36 that we are 
asked to "'approve in substance." 

Tn no sense docs this mean to say that the writers 
of Report 36 do not recognize that such proof texts 
are to be had. Instead, in Point 3 of the "pastoral 
advice" they do refer to such proof by saying that 
"Scripture is self-authenticating." But would this point 
not be more convincing for ourselves and also a better 
testimony to others if specific citations from Scripture 
would be included? 

That the situation with respect to the affirmation 
or the denial of biblical authority is indeed serious is 
clearly recognized and also statcd by the writers of 
Report 36. On pages 487, 488 (pages referred to here 
and later arc as they appear in Acts 1971 and in thc 
blue booklet) they state; "At the risk of saying what 
probably needs no saying, we remi nd the churches of 
the crucial importance of holding fast our common 
confession of biblica l authority. This crisis lies es
pecially in the area of hermeneutics .... Involved 
is a right underst:lIlding of Scripture, which is a mat· 
ler of paramounl imporlance today for the entire 
Christian church, including those churches which 
stand within the Reformed tradition" ( Italics added). 

Now if this matter of the authority of Scripture is 
that important (and it is!) what must we then think 
of ministers admitting that they have not even read 
Report 36 with its proposals for adoption? Or of all 



others who are unaware of what this is all about? By 
all means then, lct's include relevant proof from 
Scripture itself for what we intend to say. 

Sueh proof from Scripture is casy enough to fi nd . 
Let's take note of what Jesus said. 
Replying to the Pharisees who questioned Him 

about divorce, ou r Lord said: "Have !Ie not read, that 
he who madc them from the beginning made them 
male and female. and said : For this cause shall a 
man 1e.1.ve h is father and mother, and shall cleave to 
his wifc; and the two shall become one flesh? So 
that they are no more two, but one fl esh. What 
therefore God hath joined together, let [lot mun put 
asunder" ( Matt. 19:4-6 ). Both historical and nor
mative authority- Jc.'ms teaches both here even though 
His reference is to the second chapter of Genesis, a 
part of Scripture ca lled into doubt hy many today. 

"'The scripture cannot be broken" (John 10;35), 
Jeslls said. In his commen tary 011 John (Vol. II ) Dr. 
William Hendriksen writes concerning this: "Scripture 
cannot be b roken . It is absolutely indestructible, no 
matter how man may regard it. The Old Testament, 
as it lies there in u,:rjtten form! is inspired, infa llible, 
authoritative. (Note that the days of Karl Barth [and 
Kuitert] had not yet arrived)" p . 128. 

And in His farewell or high-priestly prayer, we 
hear Jesus say: "Thy Word is tl'Uth" (Joh n 17:17 ). 

Consider also what 1'(/111 says of Scripture. 
Read Homans 5 where Paul, inspired by the Holy 

Spirit, clearly recognizes the historica l authority of the 
Genesis account of the fall of man into sin. 

Take note also of I Cori nth ians 11 in which the 
Apostle testifies of the historical authority of the 
Genesis account of the creation of Eve: "For the man 
is not of the woman ; but the wornan of the man ; for 
neither was the man created for the woman; but th e 
woman for the man" (vss. 8, 9). 

And writing in 1 Timothy 2: 13, 14, Paul sta tes: 
" For Adam was first formed , then E vc; and Adam 
was not begtliled , but the woman being beguiled 
hath fallen into transgr('s.~ion ." Puul, highly educated 
though he was, had no problem with the historical 
authority of the Genesis account of the creation of 
E ve and the fa ll . 

The utmost caution is to he exercised in posing 
and seeking to answer the question about " the nature 
and extent of Biblical authority." It can so easily 
become a loaded question like the device Satan used 
when he asked E ve: "Yea, hath God said, Ye shall 
not eat of any tree of the garden?" The so-called 
"new hermeneutic" had its origin right then and there. 
A bad q uestion so often brings forth a bad answer. 
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Our hope and prayer is that the committee and 
the next Synod may see clearly that we need an
other statement on thc authority of Scripture than 
Report 36, and that we must make it Scriptural! 

Let's make it sharp also! - It would be highly 
interesting to have a poll taken of ministers, elders 
and deacons, and others in the CRC to discover how 
many (or how few) understand precisely what Report 
36 reall y says about Biblical authori ty. 

?...Iy prediction is that if Report 36 is adopted as 
is, that the ad vocates of the new hermeneutic as well 
as the advocates of the old hermeneutic will be found 
appealing to it for support ill their denial or in their 
defense of the histOrici ty of Genesis I- JL Ambiguity, 
compromise, and obscure formulations may appear 
for a timc to safeguard the unity and the peace of the 
church, but eventually these appea rances will surely 
prove to be deceiving. 

No effort may be spared to make our official 
statement on the authority of Scripture sharp as a 
razor and as strong as steel. That th is is Scriptural 
is attested by passages like the fo llowing: 

"For the word of God is living and active, and 
sharper than any hvo-edged sword, and piercing even 
to the dividing of soul and spirit, of both joint and 
marrow, and quick to discern the thought and in
tents o( the heart" (I Tim. 4:12). Thus, sharp as a 
razor! 

-rhe Scripture cannot be brokcn" (john 10:35 ) . 
Thus, strong as steel! 

Note items like the following to see that Report 36 
lacks the sharpness so sorely needed: 

1. In three of the proposed "five points of pastoral 
advice" (Paints 2. 4, and 5 ), Report 36 affirms the 
historicity of the redemptive events recorded in Scrip
ture. Immediately, the q uestion was asked by dele
gates to Synod 7 1: "What about the other even.ts 
recorded in Scripture?" 

Fortunately, the Committce now sees the need for 
revising this expression to avoid misunderstand ing. 
It has takcn the liberty of calling attent ion to this in 
their Preface to the blue booklet in which they have 
reprod uced Report 36 as Synod instructed ' them to 
do. It remains to be seen now what specific revision 
will be p roposed. A sharp, forthright statement on 
this matter is sorely nccrled and is positively a must 
in any formulation to be adoptcd by the church. 
Whethcr this cnn be done without having a d rastic 
revision o( Heport 36 or an entirely new report ca lls 
fo r the most serious consideration. 

2. Probably the most glaring example of the lack 
of clarity and sharpness in Report 36 is the com
promising or both-and position it takes with respect 
to the "two approaches" to Genesis 1- 11. Let's be on 
our guard lest this becomes the umbrella under which 
both the p ro and the con on the historici ty of Genesis 
1- 11 seck their shelter. 

Because of the propagation of the liberal views 
of Kuitert and others, it is precisely at this point 
that the church is asking for an unequi vocal and 
sharp answer. Instead of fi nding this, we are now 
offcred a statement that leaves us in a quandary. 

Note what Report 36 tells IlS: 

Concerning the first ap proach to Genesis 1- 11, the 
Committee states: "Within this view it is possible to 
suggest, for exam ple, that although Genesis 3 com
municated an event, i.e., the fa ll of man at the be
ginning of human history, it does so making use of 
concepts or symbols familiar to Abraham and to the 
world of that time" (p. 486). 

Here q uestions immediately arise. The Genesis 
accou nt of the fa ll of man is mentioned "for example." 
What are other examples that might be covered by 
this? And what is the norm or criterion to determine 
what is literal and what is symbolical? 

Concerning the second approach to Genesis 1- 11, 
Report 36 says that "basicall y it argues tha t these 
chapters as historical records are not essentially d if
fe rent from the rest of Genesis. . ' Thus, although 
recognizing the thematic character of these chapters, 
this view comes much closer to interpreting these 
chapters as li teral descriptions of events." 

Now please read these excerpts from the Report 
about these two views of Genesis 1- 11 once again! D o 
we as a church really hesitate to vote for 1wmber two 
and also to affi rm it in no uncertain terms and to reject 
view number one? 

The Committee refuses to do so. They say: 
"We have not given all of the arguments for 

either of these pos itions since it is not our purpose 
to judge the correctness of either. Our confeSSional 
statements, as well as our basic confession concerning 
the authority and reliability of Scripture, do not force 
uS to choose for one or the other ... the church need 
not decide concerning the COrrectness of either. Just 
as the church shou ld not adopt a pa rticular theory 
concerning the synoptic prohlem, so it should not 
adopt a particular tlieoretical posit ion cOllcerni11g the 
first chap/f!1'S of Genesis" ( p. 486. Halics added). 

Must we really now be .~a tisl'led with that on the 
Genesis 1-11 q uestion? 

3. The church is desperately in need of pastoral 
advice that is sharp and clear concern ing the attacK 
of Kuitert and others on the Bible. 

In 1968 (more than three years ago), in reply to 
an overture from Fruitland , Ontario, it was dccided : 
"That Synod assure the consistory of the Fruitland 
e RC that it has (\1 11 confidence that the professors of 
theology of Calvin Seminary will carefully study all 
new developmen ts in theology and evaluate them in 
the light of Holy Scripture and the creeds. and serve 
the church with the results of thei r research and 
discussions. Ground : It is their continuing obligation 
to vindicate sound doctrine accord ing to Article 20 of 
the Church Order :lIld the Form for the Installation 
of Professors o( '111eology." 

Thereupon, as editor of 'rhe Banner at thc time, 
by dt.'Cision of the Editorial Committ ee, l immediately 
asked the Calvin Seminary Faculty to provide a series 
of articles for our church paper on the views of Kuitert 
and others like-minded. To this datc no such series of 
articles has evcr appeared in The Banner. The 
churches are sorely in need of bcing served in this way 
and to know from a ll of our Seminary p rofessors what 
"the results of their research and discussions" arc. 

The mandate given to the writers of Heport 36 
included the instruction "to evaluate critically 



the manner of interpreting Scripture presently em
ployed by some contemporary Reformed scholars and 
to serve the churches with pastoral advice in these 
matters" (p, 459. Italics added). 

We had thought that we would at last now meet 
teachers like Kuitert and others head-on and come 
to grips with specific teachings, also naming chapter 
and verse. But not so. The writers of Report 36 tell 
us instead: "Our task is not to adjudicate charges 
brought against any person or to assess the acceptabil
ity of any particular book, but to evaluate methods 
or principles that are visiblc in the interpretation of 
Scripture by some contemporary Reforllled scholars 

. Since we are cOllsidering methods alld Ilot 
perSOns, we have decided not to mention theologialls 
bl} name" (p. 47L Italics added). 

Thus, no names. Pray, why not? 
Of course, the Committee knows whom they have 

in mind. And indeed this is a crucial matter. Then 
why not be specific, pointed, and sharp and tell the 
churches who's who and what's what! 

o 0 0 0 

And finally, let's also make it simple! Much as I 
wou ld urge every member of the CRC to read and 
reread Heport 36, it must be added thai YOll will nol 
find it to be simple. Having gone through this thi rty
six page Report carefully three times, 1 can undcr
stand and feel fo r anyone not theologically trained 
who gets lost in il and gives up halfway. Ministers 
have admitted that they had not even read it. 

This is not good. It may be replied that the five 
points of pastoral advice are sim ple enough . How
ever , all that which precedes is part and parcel of the 
whole thing, and no part of it should be adopted 
without first becoming familiar with all of it. 

Report 36 is so right when it states: "Unde r the 
enlightening power of the Hal}' Spirit the Bible is all 
open Book, which in its centTal and comprehensive 
message is readily acc(.'Ssible and unmistakably clear 
to the believing heart alld mind. Thc biblical faith 
and ohedience of God's people may not be made 
dependent upon theologians or other scientists on the 
faulty assumption that a hearty confession of hiblical 
authority and a right undeTstanding of the biblical 
message awai ts their authoritative word" ( pp. 491, 
493. Italics added ). 

No, we do not ask fo r what the Committee calls 
"simplistic biblicism," But we do respectfull y requcst 
a Scriptural, sharp, and simple report on Biblical 
authority in language that a believer of average in
telligence can clearl y l1nclcrstand. 

o 0 0 0 

By all means, read, study, and discuss Report 36. 
Consistories and other groups ought to devote at 
least one entire meeti ng to a consideration of it. 

Send in your reactions no later illan January 1. 
1972 to the Secretary of the Committee, Dr. Gordon 
Spykman, 1715 Griggs St. , S, E., Grand Rapids. ~'lich. 
49506. 

And last but by no mel/IlS least, overtl/ res to 
Synod about Repolt 36, senf in the wcscribed uX'!J 
and to be in the hands of the Staled Clerk IlO u/ter 
th(ln March 15, (Ire venJ mudl in order. 

EVANGELISM 
SIDELINE OR LIFELINE? 


GARRETT H. STOUTMEYER 

These are exciting days for any witness or evan
gelist! Ours is a world in flux. A world constantly 
growing smaller by fast travel, communications me
dia, and scientific ach ievemen ts. The fearful de
bauchery of our times has made this moment in 
history a time of balancing and weighing, of judging 
and measuring. But along with the pTOblems created 
by a rapidly changing wOTl d come unprecedented 
opportunities: Young People, offspring of a so-called 
"generation gap" are open to the Christian message. 
The rock opera "Jesus Christ. Superstar." is, I believe, 
symptomatic of our timc - a restless search for iden
tity, meaning, etc. The "Jesus people" or "Jesus 
freaks" are undoubtedly a counter-revolutionary re
action to the demonstrations and marches of a year 
or two ago. But I am tremendously encouraged by 
the Christian young people of the church I serve, and 
of many others that I have heard about who arc 
putting many of their elders to shame, in their per
sonal involvement in the teen-age evangelism program 
of the World Home Bible League and related proj
ects. 

Momentum of the Nco-Pentecostal Movement : 
What could possibly be more exciting than a revival 
and renewal of interest in the total ministry of the 
Holy Spirit? Just so long as the movement remains 
Biblically directed and Holy Spirit-motivated! Cer
tainl y the church in her prese nt weakened condition 
should do everything in her power to encourage a 
genuine concern for the Spirit's ministry in the church 
and in her members. 

The Bankruptcy of Our Times can be viewed as 
an asset and not necessarily a liability. An asset, if 
we are at all serious about what we have sung for 
many years, namely, that "we have an anchor that 
holds in the storm.~ of life"; and fo r timcs like these 
"we need the Savior." 

I ndeed, we do have unprecedented opportunities. 
And how will the Church of Christ respond? How 
will the church gTOW? Dr. Donald Mc Cavran, of 
the "Institute of Church Growth" of Fulle r Theological 

Rev. Garrell H. Stoutllli'!/e<', paslor of tllt: Christian ll cformec/ 
Cllurcll of Elmlmr$l, IllinOis, cleliVl-"f'ccl tllis article as an 
adrlrc$S at tile 45th Anuual ElJ(mgclism C()f1fcrencc of the 
Christiall Re formed CIWTCJ. lit Crecl! toke, lViscollshl. The 
topic wa" tllf~ cOllference theme. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 
hpe Recording. of "Will the Chri'li an Reformed Chllnh rem.in 
Irlle 10 Scriptllre - A Sympo.illm on Repo" 36" ue avai l. b le 
for ch llr<h grO lip meeling' on req ....I. The speake.. fo. the 
meeting. were Rev•. L, Schalkwyk. T, Vanden Hell ve l an d J, 
Hell inga; sponsored by Refor med f e llowship . 



Seminary, in his 1970 book, Understanding Church 
Growth, has pointed out that the church can grow 
chiefl y in three ways: biologically, transferally, and 
conversionally.' 

Biological growth derives from those born into 
Chris tian families. 1t is good growth. Cod commands 
such growth when H e says "to be fruitful and multi· 
ply." 

Transfer growth means "the increase of certain 
congregations at the expense of others.'" 

But our concern is with the third kind of growth, 
conversion growth: growth derived when those "out-

Thank You, Mr. Kloetl 

LEONARD Klon 

A hearty thank-you is very much in order for Mr. 
Leonard Kloet who has decided to retire from h is 
duties as Treasurer and Business Manager of Re· 
formed Fellowship, Inc. at the end of 1971. 

For a mere pittance, because of his commitment 
to the Reformed faith , Mr. Kloet has been willing fo r 
the past thirteen years to labor effi cien tly and fait h
fully in various tasks and especially for the regular 
publication of T ORCH ANO ThUMI>ET, now called TJ-n.: 
OUTLOOK. H e began to serve in this capacity when 
he retired from his position as Traffic Manager and 
Shipping Supervisor at the Hayes Manufacturing Co. 
in Crand Rapids. 

A member of Reformed Fellowship fo r the past 
twenty-one years, Mr. Kloet has also been very active 
for many years in church and civic affairs. During 
the past forty-eight years he has served repeatedly 
fi rst as a deacon and later as an elder at the \Vestview 
(formerly Broadway) Christian Refonned Church, for 
thirty-four years now he has been functioning as 
Treasurer of Classis Grand Rapids West, three times 
he was delegated to represent that Classis at Synod , 
and he has also served five terms as a mcmber of the 
West Side Christian School Board. Mr. Kloet con· 
tinues to serve on the Grand Rapids Board of Zoning 
Appeals of which he has been a member for twenty 
years and chairman during the past tcn years. 

The Reformed Fell owship Inc. is deeply indebted 
to Mr. Kloet fo r giving his time and efforts so gen· 
erously for thc propagation and defense of the Re
formed faith he loves so much. For all this we thank 
Cod from Whom all blessi ngs 80w. We now commend 
Mr. Kioet to our graciotJ ~ Lord fOl' the joys of ac· 
complishment in His service and for the reward 
promised to those who do not grow weary in well 
dOing. 

side the church come to rest their fai th intelligentl y 
on Jesus Christ and are baptized and 'added to the 
Lord' in His church. '" And this being the goal of mis· 
sions in Christ's name, evangelism of necessity is the 
church's lifeline, not her sideline. 

Believing that the Word of God is still the tool of 
the evangelist, that "Word of God assured and in 
sured" as Dr. H yman Appelman used to say: I call 
attention to Romans 1:5, which Dr. Mc Cavran has 
called "The Great Commission as given to Paul. '" 
"Through him we have received grace and apostle
ship to bring about the obedience of faith for the 
sake of his name among all the nations." Three 
elements are immediately evident in Paul's great 
commission : namely, the supreme task, the supreme 
test, and the supreme triumph. 

The Supreme Task 
The text is found in the epistle that "was written 

by a slave to saints about the Savior. ... Written from 
Corinth around A.D. 56, Romans was addressed to men 
and women living in the world's metropolis. Paul, 
however, was not particularl y impressed by the Ro
man Empire or E mperor, because he was the com· 
missioned messenger of a Divine Empire and Em
perorl His apostleship had come to him from none 
other than Jesus Christ, his Lord. So that it was not 
hy his own commission or commissioning that he did 
h is work. 

From that same D ivine source we must receive 
our call and our commission to work for the Lord. We 
must be sent if we would serve! And Paul does not 
hesitate to use the pronoun "wc." He says that "we" 
have received grace and apostleship. W e includes 
all who have truly been born again. And all who 
have been born again have n..'CCived double (Uoine 
eq uipment. 

We have received grace. The definition of grace 
as "unmerited favor" fits in well with the exalted 
character of the office to which we have been ap
pOinted. However, Calvin, in his commentary on the 
text, regards this grace as more specific than the love 
and mercy of God by which we are saved. This is 
the gift of grace given for the exercise of a specifi c 
func tion or office! 

We have also received an "apostleship." It may 
d iffer in degree but not in kind from the apostleship 
that was given by Cod to Paul. 

And that is what has made evangelism aUf life
line and not a s ideline. Our lifeline is the grace of God. 
Every Christian has an apostleship through the grace 
of God. "Our mission in this world must be what 
Cod desires. It is not a man-initiated activity.'" God 
remains Sovereignly in charge by first giving the grace 
and the apostlesh ip as absolute qualifications for any 
Christian witness. As Scripture says: "How shall they 
preach, unless they be sent?" In John 20:21 we are 
told that as the Father sent the Son, even so our Lord 
sends us to do Him service. So, you see, we are wit
nesses first by our person and our presence, and only 
secondarily by our perfonnance and proclamation. 
Dr. Samuel Shoemaker, who was for many years 
rector of the Calvary Episcopal Church of New York 
City, and author of several famous books, has written 



in his work, With Tile Holy Spirit And With Fire: 
"The Evangelist is primarily an obstetrician. He is 
concerned with birth , 'ncw birth:'" I like that. But 
we cannot be obstetricians or midwives unless and 
until the grace of Cod has softened our hardened 
hearts and we have been made "channels of His 
grace." One of the more recent hymns reminds us: 

"How I praise Thee, precious Savior, that Thy 
love laid hold of me; 

Thou hast saved and cleansed and fi lled me, that 
I might Thy channel be. 

Channels only, Blessed Master! But with all Thy 
wondrous power 

Flowing through us, Thou canst use us, every day 
and every hour." 

The Supreme Test 
We, however, who have received both the task 

and the Di vine equipment, stand secondly, before a 
supreme test. J. B. Phillips casts the next words of 
the verse we are considering ( Homans 1:5 ) into the 
language of the test; "From whom we received grace 
and our commi ss ion in his name to forward obedience 
to the faith . ..."" Cod had a purpose in making us 
channels of His grace, and that purpose is to forward 
obedience to the Lord among all men. Christ, in 
other words, has a yoke to be borne and a cross to 
be carried. And, therefore, Paul does not hesitate to 
speak of authentic Christianity in terms of obedience, 
surrender, and submission. Beyond everything else, 
this is the very reason of our existence, namely, to 
bring men everywhere into line with obedience to 
the faith in our Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ. As 
Dr. D. T. Niles of India is reported to have said : 
"Evangelism is one beggar telling another where to 
get bread."" 

Do we pass or fail the test? What is our personal 
record? What is the record of our home? our con
grega tion? our denomination? [ hear, what T tbink 
you too grow weary of hearing, and that is talk of 
missions and evangelism as if they were adjuncts or 
appendages of our Christian life and of that of our 
church life. For too many, evangelism is what Billy 
Graham does . The notion is abroad that mission activ
ity is optional ... a sideline to be supported by those 
"who are interested in that sort of thing." When in 
reality evangelism is the heartbeat of the church! 
As Emil Bmnner said ; "The church exists by mission 
as fire exists by burning." From 1555 to 1566, cleven 
crucial years in that Reformation era, John Calvin 
personall y t rained 121 eva ngelists, and havi ng trained 
them dispatched them from Geneva to France. In 
their first four years in France these 121 pioneer evan
gelists were used of the Lord to fou nd 2000 new 
French-Calvinist congregations." 

Our Savior desiring the salvation of the lost, puts 
the test of obedience before us as surely as our first 
parents were confronted with the test of obedience 
in the garden of paradise. The ir record was one of 
failure. What of your record and mine? His command 
and His comm ission, not on ly to the Apostle Paul 
long ago, but to everyone who names the name of 
Jesus Christ, is to come, to obey, and to go! And we 
are to do more than jllst go - more than just watch 

- more than just search, etc. The Good Shepherd 
wants His lost sheep and lambs found. " That is just 
the point of the three parables He has given us - the 
shepherd fou nd his lost sheep; the woman her coin ; 
and the father his son. He demands faithfu lness in 
finding, folding, and following. 

Many years ago the students of Dr. Charles 
Spurgeon were engaged in a discussion of the ques
tion; what is the condition of the lost who never 
heard the Gospel? those who have died before the 
missionary reached them with the Gospel? One of 
the students asked Spurgeon himself for his personal 

Thank You Also, Mrs. Holwerda! 

MRS. ALYCE HOLWERDA 

Mrs. Alyce Holwerda, assistan t to Hefonned Fel
lowship Treasurer and Business Manager Mr. Kloet 
for several years, has also asked to be relieved of her 
duties at the end of 1971. 

At the outset of its publication, mailing of TORCH 
AND TRUMPET was handlcd at the Holwerda home. Tn 
more recent years Mrs. Holwerda has taken care of 
her work at the Wobbema Pl'inting Company wherc 
THE OUTLOOK is printed. 

Incidentally but nevertheless very sincerely, a 
genuine word of thanks is due also to Mr. Petcr G. 
Wobbema, Jr. fo r aJl his kindness and generosity in 
regularly donating office space at his place of business 
for Beformed Fellowship activities and the handling 
of THE OUTLOOK. The welcome mat at his establish
ment means too much to be merely taken for granted. 

Always gracious and congenial, Mrs. Holwerda 
has been a real asset to the Reformed Fellowship and 
its journal, and she is to be commended for the con
secration her labors have always revealed through
out her years of service. 

The Reformed Fcllowship is planning to elect a 
new Treasurer in the near future, and is fortunate to 
have obtained the services of an experienced office 
secretary, Mrs. I-larry Kaiser, who is being asked to 
devote the time required to take care of most of the 
office duties now handled by Business Manager 
Kloet and his assistant. A hearty welcome to you, 
Mrs. Kaiser! 



opmlOn, "whether he thought the heathen who had 
never heard the Gospel would be saved?" Spurgeon 
is reported to have answered: "It is more of a ques
tion with me, whether we, who have the Gospel, and 
fail to give it to those who do not have it, can be 
saved ..... 

The Supreme Triumph 
The results of the test will come in onc day in 

that hour of supreme triumph. Until then the world 
is our parish, as John Wesley is sa id to have claimed. 
Paul wrote, "Among all the nations for His name's 
sake." "ALL NATIONS!" Think of it, no less than 
all nations are included Or comprehended within 
God's electing decree and our commissioning. God 
may have li mited His work in that Old Testament 
age to one nation and to one people but in th is New 
Testament age the sphere and range of His grace are 
universal. Paul envisions the church on its knees be
fore Cod in intercession, and on its feet in witnessing, 
in order that many from the ends of the earth may 
be brough t to the feet of the Lord Jesus Christ, and 
to salvation through His name." 

What an hour of t ri umph that will bel When the 
army of the saved comes man:hing from their graves 
and all shall bow before the King of kings l The chal
lenge is, therefore, before us! Are we prepared and 
ready to meet it? Do YOll remember the story the 
:\'orwegians tell of two small children who lived along 
:\Iorway's rugged coast li ne? They were children of 
the village li ghthouse keeper. One day their parents 
went ashore in a small boat to bring back supplies. 
They left their twelve-year old son and their ten-year 
old daughter by themselves, promising to return be
fore dark Something happened to detain the parents 
and deep dusk fell. Johan said to his sister: "'We've 
got to get the light burning or father and mother 
will never get back." So the two of them went up 
into the lighthouse tower but found that they were 
unable to get the big lamp going. Knowing that they 
had to get some kind of a light into the tower th ey 
took a small kerosene lamp and tried to place i t in 
the window where it would show above the huge 

swells that were rolling in from the sea. But neither 
of them was tall enough to reach the window, even 
when they stood on the only chair in the towcr. 
Finally, Johan got on his hands and knees on the 
chair and instructed his sister to climb on his back 
and see if by standing there she could get the lamp 
in place. Sure enough, she could get the lamp to the 
window, but there was no ledge there upon which to 
place it. It had to be held in her small hands! "Am 1 
hurting you much?" she asked her brother. "Not 
much! Just keep the lam p in the window!" he told 
her. So she tried as hard as she could to keep her 
position, changing her hands occasionally to rest her 
vcry tired arms, even though she knew that Johan 
was suffering beneath her feet. Finally, they heard 
a welcome hail from their fa ther and knew that their 
parents had found their way home through the dark
ness, guided by their lamp." 

D are we do less? 
"Shall we whose souls are lighted 
With wisdom from on high, 
Shall we to men ben ighted, 
The lamp of life deny?" 
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MILLENNIALISM AND MISSIONS 

TIMOTHY MONSMA 

We rcad in Revelation 20 that an angel bound 
the dragon, who is Satan, and threw him into the 
abyss, where he is to stay for one thousand years (vss. 
2, 3). Th is one thousand years has been called 
the m illennium, which is a Latin word for "one thou
sand." Some Christians describe the millennium as a 

Rev 'rilll(llhu /If Mvnsmu, W csently on furlough, is II Chris/inn 
Relornt(X1 missionary /0 Nig,~I, where he II(J.f been since 
1962. 

time during which Christ will rule the world and 
there is to be grea t joy, peace, and prosperit y. 

"Nuncmillennia lism" - The premiUennial view 
says that Christ will return just before (pre ) the thou
sand years begin. The postmilfennial view says that 
Christ will return after (post) the thousand years are 
over. Reformed Christians are generally neither pre
millennia! nor postmillennial in their understanding 
of Biblical prophecy. ( Sec in this connection Article 
37 of the Belgic Confession.) They have therefore 



been called amillennial. But this is an unfortunate 
label. I t is a combination of "'millennial" and "a," 
which means "no." It seems to say that those who 
hold this view deny the vcry existence of a millen
nium. But the Bible clearly says: "and bound him 
for a thousand years" ( Rev. 20:2). 

It would be better to say that Reformed Chris
tians affirm the millennium as a present reality. Wil 
liam Hendriksen docs this vcry clearl y in More Titan 
COJlquerors. (Privately Printed, Grand Rapids, 1939, 
pp. 222-232.) Perhaps the label "nuncmillennial" ( Lat
in for now-WOO) would more accu rately describe 
the position of most Reformed scholars and many 
other Christians as well. 

Js there then a difference- between the postmillen
nial and the "nuncmillennial" positions? Yes, there is. 
The postmillennial view lIsually looks for a period of 
a li teral one thousand years which is yet to come after 
which Christ will return. But this thousand years 
has not yet arrived. Even those postmillennialisls 
who do not insist on a literal one thousand years, 
and prefer to emphasize the social and economic 
aspects of the millennium, still look upon it as largely 
future. Reformed scholars, on the other hand, have 
learned from their study of the Bible that the "millen
nium" indicates a long period of time right now. 
Therefore the term, «nuncmillennial." 

Room for the Gospel - This view of the millen
nium as being present with us now has tremendous 
meaning for Christian miss ions, bu t how often have 
we viewed it that way? Consider the binding of 
Satan and what that means for missions. Satan was 
bound and th rown into the abyss "that he should 
deceive the nations no more" (Rev. 20:3). Revela
tion was written toward the close of the First Cen
tury A.D. when the Gospel had scarcely been 
preached throughout the Roman Empire. But we 
here have in Revelation a prediction of the spread 
of the Gospel over the entire earth until all nations 
shall have been touched by it. 

Consider again the reply of Christ to the informa
tion that certain Greeks wanted to see Him: "Now 
is the judgment of this world: now shall the prince 
of this world be CliSt out. And 1, if I be lifted up from 
the earth, will draw all men unto myself" (John 12:3 1, 
32). Christ was not a un iversa list who taught that 
all men individuall y are saved. The "a ll men" whom 
He intended to draw to Himself were men from 
every tribe and nation under heaven; not one group 
would be excluded. And this drawing of all men is 
related to the casting out of th e prince of this world , 
that is Satan. The prince must be cast out in order 
that the re may be room for the Gospel. The princ.'C 
must be cast out in order that he may no longer 
deceive. 

Satan controlled today? - But is it not true th at 
"your adversa ry, the devil, as a roaring lion , walketh 
abou t, seeking whom he Illay dcvour"? (1 Petcr 5:8). 
Of course it is, hut lions do not roar as thcy stalk 
their prey out in the wilderness. They roar when they 
are brought in cages to the a rena, as they were in 
Peter's day, in order to kill and eat for the entertain

ment of spectators. These lions that Peter and his 
readers knew were still controlled by the lion trainers. 

And Satan is controlled by God today. That is 
why Christ's Kingdom has grown until it can now be 
found in most areas of the earth. Tt has grown like 
the stone in Nebuchadnezzar's dream seeking to fill 
the whole earth (Dan. 2:35). Communism has risen 
to power during the Twentieth Century. But during 
this same centurv the Christian Church has become 
truly catholic (that is, universal), for it is now no 
longer a European institution with a few outposts 
elsewhere. It has gained many converts and has 
taken firm root in the soils of Africa, Asia, and Latin 
America. 

A Ground for Optim ism - Reformed Christians 
ought always to be optimistic regarding the advance 
of the Gospel. They ought to be optimistic because 
God reigns and therefore He will cause His Kingdom 
to come. And they ought to be optimistic hecause 
the millennial age in which Satan's powers are limited, 
is now upon us. 

Even mission authorities who have not expressed 
their views on a present millennium have expressed 
optimism regarding the mission opportun ities present
ly facing the Church. Dr. Barrett has predicted that 
by the year 2000 there will be 357,000,000 Christians 
in Africa (Church GrOWl.h Bulletin, March, 1971, p. 
129). Dr. McCavran has sa id, "Conditions in ani
mistic Africa encourage the belief that all Africa 
south of the Sahara may be discipled in this gen~ 
eration" (Church Crowtll Bulletin, i\'larch 1971 , p. 
126). And since the end of World War II the Church 
growth situation in Indonesia and Latin America has 
also been very favorable. 

The lesson in all this is clear: \,Ve must work while 
Satan is bound for the time is coming when he will 
be loosed. Then the activities of Christians will be 
so severely restr icted that even the survival of the 
church will become a concern to many. \Ve must 
work now in carrying out the Great Commission. 

A Postmillennial l ea ning - And Christian mis
sions does not involve first of all building a Christian 
SOCiety, as some are saying. The idea that the King
dom will come exclusively through a Christian society 
leans too far in the direction of the postmillennial 
view. It is tryi ng to establish before Ch rist retllrns 
that which will be established after Christ returns in 
the '"new heavens and a new earth, wherein dwelleth 
righteousness" (II Peter 3: 13). This idea also over
looks the fact that a Christian society is made up of 
people who have come to know Christ and His will 
in an intimate way. 

The millen nium is now. Thi.~ mea ns that the Chris
tian Church is not an interim institution to fill the 
gap until Christ returns (as many Premillennialists 
teach), but an integral part of God's master plan for 
the world. To this Church is given the ministry of 
reconci liation. The Church is confident as she carries 
out this ministry, for Cod who does not lie has al
ready promised, "My word shall not return to me 
void" (lsa. 55:11). The only question that remains is 
this: Arc you and 1 as memhers of the Church faith
ful in doing the work of the Church? 



About "Sy nod's Right 

to Speak" 

Dear Mr. Editor: 
Please allow me the opportunity to 

comment on Mr, Martin La i\..lairc's re
sponse (TIlF. Q un.OOK - letters, October 
1971) to my letter (TilE OUTLOOK - July 
1971 ). 

Fir~'t, IJresllmably, Mr. La ~lairc ob
jects to my objecting to our Synod in
terfering with non-ecclesiastical matters. 
This, of course, is his privilege. How
ever, if this were just a matter of two 
persons d isagreeing, it would be futile on 
my part to reply. But, when )I.[r. La 
Maire lahels my arguments "A l>. lyth," 
J am not at all convinced by his less than 
intelligent response to my statement: 
School Board members arc responsible 10 
a parcnt-controlled organization. ;"'Iorc· 
over, Mr. La Maire overlooks morc im. 
/lortootly my statemenl: School Board 
members arc fir~t of all responsible to 
God. 

I don't see how these two statements 
of mine justify him labeling my argu
ments a myth, I didn't go into a long 
;md dct;1i\ed d iscussion of the Timothy
Lawmble case, as one can see by re-read
ing my letter. 1 rather strongly objected 
to our Synod passing judgment on ;1 
School Board's decision. That our Synods 

interfered with the work of a School 
Board is an infringement on the rights 
and duties of a School Board elected to 
do a job. Hcre I part ways with Mr, L a 
Maire and others who seemingly would 
leave this up to the hierarchy of the 
church. I cannot in good conscience 
endorse 1111 that Mr, L a Maire quotes 
about past Synods. 

It appears that Mr. L.1 Maire and 
others in our denomination would make 
all things (organizations, too) subservient 
to the church organization. However, it 
should bear remembering that the King
dom of our God is much larger than the 
church. The Kingdom takes in all di
mensions and areas of life, The church 
as such - a vital part of the Kingdom
i~ part of that Kingdom of God just as 
the other spheres, government, educa
tion, etc., arc a part of the Kingdom. 
We do not pray: "Thy Church come," 
Rather we pray: "Thy Kingdom come!" 
T herefore, the Kingdom demands that 
all things be subservient to the God of 
the Kingdom. 

This world needs more Christians to 
enter the many spheres of the Kingdom, 
with fewer church pronouncements. The 
church is not fulfilling her mandate when 
slle enters upon territory not belonging 
to her; we do not live under a theocracy. 

Secondly, as I understand the Timothy
Lawndnle case, the Timothy Christian 
School Bonrd prayed and wrestlcd much 
over their problems, nnd they in good 
conscience e.1me to their decision not to 
integrate tile Timothy Christian Scl100l 
at this particular juncture in time, leav
ing open the vcry 110ssibility at a later 
date, conditions imllroving, the integra
tion of the school. But voices were 
raised to integrate despite bomb threats, 
which if carried out could mean the in
jury or possible death of both Illack and 
white students, Some would sacrifice 
the precious lives of black and white 
students so that integration would be 
carried out. Some people would nllow 
the sacrifice of innocent children, and 
thereby seem to be oblivious to the fad 
that it is a duty to protect and preserve 
life. We me not to tempt God when lives 
are threatened. 

Thirdly, no, Mr, La Maire, I would 
not want to "muzzle the church's voice in 
speaking ngainst sin." But then, yOll, sir, 
must be co<:ksure that the Timothy Chris
tian School Board sinned by their deci
sion, May 1 remind you, as well as the 
church at large, not to "muzzle" the 
Spirit that motivated those Boned mem
bers who after much prayer and wrest
ling came to their decision. Let us not 
accept, ipso factu, everything our Synods 
decide, when Christians in other spheres 
arc doing their work prayerfully, Martin 
Luther loved his church, yet he went 
over the ehmch's head when he declared 
those fam ous words: "I can do no other, 
so help me God!" Thus the Reformation 
was born, and subsequently the Re
formed Churches. 

Somehow I get the general fecling 
that Mr. L.1 Maire fecls I am not in 
favor of Christian Education for b!:tek 
children or the integration of our Chris

lian schools. Let me assure h im other
wise by saying that there are several of 
us who are presently involved in sup
porting finanCially the Christian Educa
tion of b lacks in the Kalamazoo area. B\It 
I also believe that no Synod has a righ t to 
stand between a member of the ehurch 
and God, Every member has a con
sdence and the church must be careful 
not to tamper with it. 

A.~ r have written in my letter of July 
1971, the opinions expressed by Rev. B. 
Essenburg changed my mind. I do not 
feel, Mr. L a Maire, that you have suc
ceeded in demonstrating that my brief 
sta tements relative to the explosive situ
ation at the Timothy Christian School 
are a myth. 

Very sincerely, 
P£TEll. J. SLUYS 
912 James St . 
Kalamazoo, Mich. 49001 

Dear Rev. Vander Ploeg ~ Editor: 
In answer to the October OUTLOOJI: , 

article on "Synod's Righ t to Speak." 
Mr. Martin LaMaire stated that Mr. 

Peter Sluys' contention that Synod had 
no jurisdiction over the Timothy School 
Board was a myth. I would like to refer 
Mr. Lai\1aire to Article 28-A of the 
Church Order which states! "The as
semblies, [Consistory, CIassis, Synod] 
shall transact ecclesiastical matters only, 
and shall deal with them in an ecclesias
tical manner." I would also \ike to refer 
Mr, LaMaire to page 108 of Act.\' of 
Synod 1971, Article 136, II , C: "A.C.R. L. 
is not an ecclesiastical organiz..1tion and 
there arc therefore no provisions in the 
Church Order for Syn(}(lto deal with this 
organi7.ation." If Synod concedes that it 
has no authority to deal with A.C.R.L. 
because it is a non-ecclesiastical organiza
tion, why does Mr. La Maire insist that 
Synod has jurisdiction over the Timothy 
School Board which is nlso a non-ecclesi
astical organization? H is personal appeal 
along- with others' was not acted upon 
by Synod (Article 105, p. 12, Act.\' of 
Synod 1971), 

Mr. LaMaire implies in his article that 
the Timothy School Board members 
sinned against the gospel in their ac
tions. \¥ho made him a judge over their 
actions? "Judge not, that yc be not 
judged" (Malt. 7:1). If one would fol
low Mr. LaMaire's reasoning to its final 
conclusion, every error in judgment by 
Christian Reformed Business Men, Edu
cators, Laborers, Corporate Board Mem
bers, etc. would be, and should be sub
ject to synodical d iscipline. 

Cod g-avc us Christian common sense 
and the ability to usc it wisely. The 
Bible and history teach uS that t he 
heathen sacrificed their children, Chris
tians did not do this. God's covenant 
children arc precious in His sight. \"Ie 
as covenant parents are d uty bound to 
guard all of them, both black and white, 
from harm and danger as we so often 
implore God to do in our prayers. 

MAYNAll.D Hot:KSTIIA 
Member of Synod 1971 
3617 Olney 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 



HE WAS MANIFESTED 

LEONARD GREENWAY 

A Christmas Meditation And all over upland and lowland 

"And without controversy great is the mystery of 
godliness; 


He who was manifested in the flesh, 

Justified in the spirit, 

Seen of angels, 

P reached among the nations, 

Believed on in the world, 

Received up in glory" (I Tim. 3:16). 


Here is the master-tru th of Christmas. Cod was 
manifested in the flesh! This is what gives Christmas 
its meaning and its importance. We afC not a t this 
season celebrating the coming of a sage or a celebrity. 
We arc celebrating the coming into our world of the 
One who originated it, sustains it, and will one day 
renew it. 

A Preexistence Implied - Had He not existed be
fore His birth, it would inde<.>d have been strange to 
speak of Him at His birth as being "manifested in 
the flesh ." Ccrtainly we do not speak that way of 
children born into our fam ilies. Imag ine anyone of 
us, on the occasion of a birth of a child, sending a 
birth announcemen t to our fr icnds with the message; 
He was manifested in the flesh. Manifesta tion implies 
a prcvious umnanifested existence. It marks a pOint 
at which something hidden, somethi ng kept out of 
sight, becomes visible. 

An yone who would seriously consider Jesus C hrist 
must seriously consider the New Testament affirma· 
tions of H is prcc.xistence; 

"In the beginning was the Word, and the Word 
was with Cod, and the W ord was Cod .... 
And the Word became fles h and dwelt among 
us" (john 1;1, 14a). 
"Father, glorify thou me with thine own self 
with the glory which I had with thee before 
the world was" (John 17;5). 
"'For ye know the grace of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, that though He was rich , yet for your 
sakes He became POOl', that ye through His 
poverty might become rich" (II Cor. 8;9). 

William Barclay puts it emphatically when, commcnt· 
ing on John 1;1, he writes that in the beginning "the 
\ -\ford was already there." 

A Human Nature Involved - He was manifested 
ill the flesh. 

There are people who are sa tisfi ed with only a 
manifestation in nature. They have a bland admira
tion for the way some of Cod's attributes shine 
through His works of creation. They like to quote 
William Herbert Carnlth's lines; 

A haze on the far horiz.on, 
The infinite tcnder sky, 

The ripe rich tint of Ihe cornfields, 
AmI the wild geese slIiling high 

The chann of the golden-rod 
Some of us call it Autumn 

And olTters call it God. 
The manifestation of which the above text speaks 

is incomparably greater. I t was "in the flesh ." Tht: 
word "fl esh" is a strong term and leaves no room for 
Docetic fancies. It involves a human nature as the 
medium of the manifestation. The Word bec.'lme in
carnate and dwel t among us. He did not merely 
appear to be among us. He was actually among us 
body and soul. Our Savior is revealed at Bethlehem 
as One who is not only a perfect human, but as One 
who is perfectly human. 

The whole range of Divi ne a ttributes was oper
ative in the incarnation. We have in the Bethlehem 
miracle not simply the embodiment of Divine thought 
- the other elements of the Divine life being absent 
hut we have "all the fulness of the Godhead bodily" 
(Col. 2;9) . Something of the wonder of it a ll is 
brought out in the lines of Laurence H ouseman: 

Light looked down and beheld Darkness. 
"Thither will I go," said Light. 

Peace looked down and beheld W ar. 
'Thither will I go," said Peace. 

Love looked dOtGn alld beheld HlItred. 
"Thither will I go," said Love. 

So came U ght and shaM. 
So came Peace and gave rest. 
So come Love and brollght life 

And the W ord was made flesh lind dtcelt among liS. 

A Chasm Bridged - W hy was Cod manifested in 
the flesh? 

Certai nly He is, and always has been, near to 
every one of us by virtue of His omnipresence. Very 
nea.r, indeed! He is the all-encompassing Sphere. "He 
is not far from each one of us," said Paul to the men 
of Athens, "for in Him we live, and move, and have 
our being" (Acts 17:27, 28). 

But sinn ers need more than that They need 
reconciliation. They nced "one ~...fcdiator between 
God and men, the man Christ Jesus" ( I Tim. 2:5). 
And si nners have that need satisfied and fulfilled 
through the miracle of Be thlehem, fo r "Cod was in 
Christ reconci ling the world unto Himself" ( II Cor. 
5, 19 ). 

\Vhat a chasm was hridged here! Only Cod could 
do it! The "Vord became flesh and dwelt among us. 

a til e love tlmt drew s(llvotioll's plan! 
a the g,mce that brought it dOfcn to llIan! 
a tile mighty gulf tliat Cod dic/ span! 

He was manifested. 
"Ve are not ready to celebra te Ch ristmas as it 

should be celebrated unless we can say with I1n
feigned sincerity that Cod's manifestation in the flesh 
is an event so personall y precious to liS that nothing 
in the whole range of our thoughts and feelings supe r
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THE RACE ISSUE 
AND THE CRC 

C. WILLIAM FliETSTRA 

The h istory of the race prob lem in the Christian 
Reformed Church goes back to an overture at the 
Synod of 1968 resulting in the adoption of the Race 
Declarations. The Synod of 1970 faced the knotty 
problem of judging an entire Classis because, it was 
alleged, it turned a deaf car to stich Race Declara
tions. Synod then replied to the church with a threat 
of "contempt of Synod" (legal terminology) if such 
Declarations were not respected and applied (Art 114, 
E, I p. 64, Acts 1970 ). 

The Synod of 1971 was confront ed with equally 
grievous charges in three protests directed against 
the Classis plus a review of the entire action taken. 
The Synod of 1971 has now given its judgment as to 
what type of further action should be pursued and 
whether a "contempt of Synod" ci tation has vali dity 
in the church of Christ. The Synod declared that 
"Classis refused to com ply fully with the decisions 
... without having appealed these; . .." Bu t it was 
evident in one protest before Synod that very strange 
vocabulary appeared when speaking about an offi cial 
assembly in the church. "Ecclesiastical anarchy," 
"impudent ," and "delaying tactics" are phrases used 
with reference to procedure within the church itself. 
Such phrases surely do not prove a desire for remedial 
action on this problem. 

Now the racial problem enters the church from 
another source. It is the recent report of the Hace 
Conference (March 2-5, il) which was circulated 
throughout the denomination by the Race Commis
sion, and which report is to be referred to the con
gregations for "study, reflection, a nd possible im
plementation as applicable." In this report, wide
sweeping social, educational, and political actions are 
desired for all sectors of the organized church. What 
are some of these to be recommended to the church? 

Schools are told to incorporate curriculum changcs 
which u~her in a "mandatory course to produce an 
understanding of the nature of racism." There are to 
be "minority study programs." :\" inisters are admon
ished to "'preach the whole counsel of Cod regarding 
rights, privileges, and duties of all Christians" (taken 
fo r granted by the ordination vow itself). They are 
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also to "shape attitudes and implement programs" in 
societal and congregational life. 

Diaconates are urged to present in the annual 
church budget "equal funding for both ministry of 
the W ord and the ministry of mercy." This ministry 
of mercy must be in "the areas of housing, employ
ment, and education." Congregations must "reap
praise (their) need for ... elaborate facilities used 
for worship . .. luxurious parsonages, and affluent 
lifestyles among its members." Besides, with question
able theological language, it demands a "personal 
commitment and redemptive suffering on the part of 
all Christians . .." in "locating and alleviating the 
causes and consequences of poverty." Individual 
members are reminded over and over (12 citations) 
that they, the church-at-Iarge as a cross section of 
middle·c1ass religious society are "racist," an odious 
connotation conveniently employed by many social 
activists (but surely not by the church community). 

But a more alarming charge or criticism of this 
report is its outline of recommendations in the church's 
mission in a "non-kerygmatic" context. In many rec
ommendations, one discovers that social aims are 
spelled out in detail but still d ivorced from Scriptural 
reference. Must we then understand that such social 
objecti ves are independent of sound biblical warrant 
for Christ's church? Isn't this the same "Kingdom 
building" which the church opposed in the past 
century? 

Of course, we understand from Scripture that 
"respect of persons" in the matter of salvation is evil 
(James 2: 1). But it must also be remembered that to 
correct any appearance of this evil, the preaching of 
the Word to the heart of man is commanded (II Tim. 
4:1, 2). Therefore, all extra-Scriptural addi tives are 
contraband and do not express the deflnition of the 
church's real miss ion. Our Lord expressed the norm 
of such mission well in such passages as Mark 16:15, 
16; Luke 24:47; and Acts 10:42, 43 (with his apostles). 
Such a norm is to permeate our society with all its 
evils in a world-and-Iife manner that the whole cre
ation "which groaneth in pain" can wail for ultimate 
redemption. 

• 

DOES LOYALTY TO THE REFORMED 

FAITH PERMIT WITHDRAWAL 

FROM A DENOMINATION? 

PETER DE JONG 

The question in the title is prompted by a state
ment of the Editor in The Banner of October 8 that 
"Loyalty to the Reformed tradition does not justify 
withdrawal from a denomination; it forbids it." This 
statement rl ppears in an editorial sharply condemning 
the rlction of four conservative organi zations in the 
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Southern Presby terian Church, who, seeing the ap
parently inevitable movement of their denomination 
toward a union with bigger and more liberal Northern 
Presbyterian Church, are planning a course of en
couraging churches to dissociate themselves from the 
impending union and be "a continuing body of con
gregations and presbyteries loyal to the Scriptures and 
the Westminster Standards." 

Taking his cue from secular news media and from 
the liberal Christian Century, the editor of The Ban
ner denounces this action as "schism" and "secession," 
and he blames the conservative organizations for this 
~in against the unity of Christ's church. H e cites John 
Calvin as condemning all such for "disturbing the 
peace of the Chu rch," and he appeals to Dr. L. Nel
son Bell's opposition to the movement because Bell 
considers it "premature and unwise." The Banner 
editor sounds a note of warning to any in our own 
denomination who might show sympathy for this 
development in the Southern church. 

To evaluate in detai l the situation of our Southern 
Presbyterian b rothers and the steps which many of 
them are taking in an effort to meet it would demand 
a much closer acquaintance with their situation and 
actions than we who are so remote from them can 
have. But even a casllal acquaintance with some of 
them and with the developments in their church, and 
attending meeti ngs of the National Presbyterian and 
Reformed Fellowship (a wider group than those in
volved in the Southern Presbyterian movement) 
makes it evident to me and to others how hastily and 
unfairly The Bann er cditor has judged and condemned 
them. 

Quite apart from the evaluation of the develop
ment among the Southern Presbyterians, the flat 
statement of the principle, "Loyalty to the Reformed 
tradition does not justify withdrawal from a denomi 
nation; it forbids it," should not be permittcd to pass 
unchallenged. 

What Does the Bible Say? - In the first place we 
need to observe that "loyalty to the Reformed tradi
tion," if it is to be in any sense genuine and not 
mere hlind traditionalism, is loyalty to the plain 
teachings of the 'Nord of Cod. And the Word of Cod 
teaches us that whi le we must always "endeavor to 
keep ,·he unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace" 
with all tme helievers in Christ (Eph. 4:3fT. ), we must 
also separate ourselves from fellowship with unbe
lievers. 

The classic formula tion of this command to sep
arate from unbelievers is found in II Corinthians 6:14 
-7:2, a passage so clear that it is usually studiously 
ignored by the doctrinaire promoters of indiscrimi 
nate church llnity! "Be not unequally yoked with 
unbelievers: for what fellowship have righteousness 
and iniquity? or what communion hath light with 
darkness? And what concord hath Christ with Belial? 
or what portion hath a believer with an unbeliever? 
And what agreement hath a temple of Cod with idols? 
for we are a temple of the li vi ng Cod; even as Cod 
said, I will dwell in them, and walk in them; and 1 
will be their Cod, and they shall be my people. 
Wherefore 

Come ye out from among them, and be ye 
separate, saith the Lord , 

And touch no unclean thing; 
And I will receive you, 
And will be to you a Father, 
And ye shall be to me sons and daughters, 

saith the Lord Almighty. Having therefore these 
promises, beloved, let us cleanse ourselves from all 
defilement of fl esh and spirit, perfecting holiness in 
the fear of Cod." 

This is only one of several New Testament pas
sages that clearly teach the same principle. George 
\V. Knight of Covenant Theological Seminary in a 
li ttle folder entitled "An Open Letter to Thoughtful 
Christians about Separation from Unbelief' has 
called attention to a number of them. (Obtainab1n 

from The Presbyterian Guardian, 7401 Old York Road . 
Phila., Pa. 19126.) He points out how the Apostle 
Paul in Ephesus, after he had preached for some 
time in the synagogue and had begun to meet with 
public rejection and opposition to the gospel on the 
part of some, did not wait until he and other believers 
wCl'e thrown out; but, taking the initiative, he "de
parted from lhem, and separated the disciples, reason
ing daily in the school of Tyrannus" (Acts 19:8, 9). 

The Apostle John too commanded such separation: 
"If anyone cometh unto you and bringeth not this 
teaching, receive him not into your house, and give 
him no greeting: for he that giveth him greeting 
partaketh in his evil works" (11 John 10, 11). 

Again in Romans 16:17 Christians are l1l'ged to 
"turn away" from those 'vho lead men to stumble by 
their false doctrine. 

Our Lord in His fervent prayer for the unity of 
His people (John 17:11, 20) prayed for a unity in His 
truth that would distinguish and separate them from 
the world in which they would continue to live and 
in which they must speak for Him (vss. 14-18). The 
very words of the petition, "Sanctify them in the 
truth," demand such separation. 

What Was Calvin's View? - John Calvin, whose 
warnings against strife between believers are some
times ci ted to defend an indiscriminate church unity, 
had this to say about why we must separate from 
the corrupted church: ". if anyone recognizes the 
present congregations - contaminated with idolatry, 
superstition, and ungodly doctrine - as chnrches (in 
full communion of which a Christian man must stand 
- even to the point of agreeing in doctrine), he will 
gravely err. For if they are churches, the power of 
the keys is in their hands; but the kcys havc an indis
soluble bond with the Word, which has been de
stroyed from among them." "Finally, instcad of the 
ministry of the \Vord, they have schools of ungod
liness and a sink of all kinds of errors. Consequently, 
by this reckoning either they are no churctles or no 
mark will remain to distinguish the lawful congrega
tions of believers from the assembli es of the Turks." 

Further, Calvin went on to poin t out that thc 
sound elements that remained in the Roman Ca tholic 
church (including the presence of Christian men like 
Dr. Bell1 ) did not chan ge the judgment that must be 
made regarding it. "To sum up, I call them churches 



to the extent that the Lord wonderfully preserves in 
them a remnant of his people ... and to the extent 
that some marks of the church remain .... But on 
the other hand, because in them those marks have 
been erased to which we should pay particular regard 
in this d iscourse, I say that every one of their con
gregations and their whole body lack the lawful form 
of the church" (Institutes IV, II, 10-12 ). 

The Principles of our Church Order - Our own 
Church Order, embodying this biblical and therefore 
Reformed view of the church states as a fundamental 
principle that "Each assembly exercises, in keeping 
with its own character and domain, the ecclesiastical 
authority entrusted to the church by Christ; the au
thority of the consistories bei ng original, that of 
major assemblies being delegated" (Article 27a). Their 
decisions "shall be considered settled and binding, 
unless it is proved that they conflict with the Word of 
God or the Church Order" (Article 29). Within this 
framework "The c1assis has the same au thority over 
the consistory as the synod has over the c1assis" (Ar
ticle 27b). 

Notice that as long as the various assemblies 
operate according to the Word of God and the Church 
Order their authority is to be recognized. As soon, 
however, as they begin to ignore that condition, they 
destroy the basis of their authority and forfeit the 
right to expect the churches or their members to 
follow them. ''''hen denominational assemblies pursue 
policies that conflict with God's Word, the churches 
and their members "must obey God rather than men" 
(Acts ·5:29). Such refusal to comply is not the sin of 
schism, it is simple obedience to Christ. This is the 
Refonned tradi tion! 

A Real Crisis - At a recent meeting, a Presbyterian 
pastor told of how an avowed atheist, a sodomite, and 
two doctors of the Jewish religion had been sent to 
a mission as new missionaries on their fie ld. The 
newspapers have been fu ll of the reports of how Pres
byterian church money is being devoted to the legal 
defense of Angela Davis, the avowed Communi.st, 
and to the Black Panthers. Many more sucl:t inCiden ts 
could be cited. In the face of stich practices, not as 
exceptional incidents, but as revealing settled policy, 
can anyone propcrly hlame ollr Southern Presbyterian 
brethren, who see their denominational assembly at 
the point of putti ng them under the yoke of such 
leadership, for saying that, instead of meekly going 
along with the betrayal of everything the gospel de
mands, they propose to remain "a continuing body of 
congregations and presbyteries loyal to the Scriptures 
and the Westminster Standards." 

Instead of deploring this development we ought 
to be humbly thankful to God for it and encourage in 
every way our Christian brothers who are trying 
to take positive steps to maintain a faithful testimony 
to the gospel. If others want to compromise the Word 
of God by follOWing unfaithfu l church organ izations 
they will have to give account to God for that. If in 
our churches we ever run into this kind of crisis 
may God give us many who, like our Presbyteria~ 
breth ren and our own Reformed fo refathers will 
stand up for Christ and His Word. ' 

WHO IS 

THE SCHISMATIC? 


PAUL WOOLLEY 

Schism is something that the Bible docs not men
tion under that term very often. But the Bible is 
clearly opposed to it. One hopes, therefore, that all 
Christians are against it too. 

But liberal Protestants sometimes fi nd a way to be 
against schism and yet fo r it at the same time. By 
saying they are against it, but attacking those Chris
tians who do not agree with them at all poin ts, the 
libera ls actually promote schism. 

o. P. C. "Founded" by Liberals - This confusing 
double-faced approach is going on today; but it is 
nothing new. In one sense, the major founders of the 
Orthodox Presbyterian Church were the members of 
the Gencral Council of the Presbyterian Church in 
the U. S. A. in the 193Os. 

It was these leaders in thc old Presbyterian Church 
who induced the General Assembly of that church to 
order its lower judicatories to discipline those men and 
women who were promoting the work of preaching 
the gospel outside the borders of the Un ited States. 
The General Council shou ld have welcomed as much 
preaching of the gospel as possible. Instead, it suc
ceeded in getting a number of men declared to be 
deposed from the ministry, and in having other pen
alties applied to men and women for being zealous 
to preach the gospel. 

If the General Council had not objected to the 
preaching of the gospel, there would have been no 
new Presbyterian Church in 1936. These men accom
plished schism even wh ile saying they were against it. 

Southern Schism - by Whom? -An editorial in The 
Banner ( Christian Reformed Chllrch weekly) of Oc. 
tober 8, accuses a number of Christians in the Pres
byterian Church in the U. S. ("Southern'1 of promot
ing schism. But, of course, this has the whole thing 
upside down. 

The Bible-lovin~ Christians in the southern Church 
have not le ft that church . ' Vhal they want to prevent 
is being forced into the ministry and membership of 
a united Ch urch that would have few or no requi red 
standards of belief and teaching. The United Pres
byterian Church, U. S. A. has none now except for 
one sentence that probably excludes honest atheists 
from its ministry. 

Our Christian brethren in the South are not in
novating a new church. They are simply declaring 
that, when the one they now have is abolished by the 
liberal forces, they intend to continue to have onc. 
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The Sad Necessity - Of course, it is an exceedingly 
sad thing that this is necessary. If the liberal Prot
estants now in the Presbyterian Church, U. S. were 
not promoting schism, through their insistent drive 
to merge with the United Presbyterian Church, there 
would be no necd for the formation of any new or 
continuing church. These liberals have already forced 
the foundation of a new foreign missionary agency 
to serve Bible-believing Presbyterians in the South . 

We think it is uncharitable and contrary to the 
spirit of Christian love for anyone to say that those 

who are trying to maintain the authority of the Bible 
are schismatic. We would be mightily encouraged if 
the editor of The Banner would break the old liberal 
tradition of accusing one's opponents of crimes in 
order to cover up the fact that you are committing 
them yourself. If the editor would see to it that all 
of the facts on both sides of the conflict are stated 
honestly, he would perform a genuine service to 
truth; and, we prcsume, that is what he is interested 
in. 

EVANGELISM THRUST '73 

JOHAN D. TANGElDER 

Evangelism Thrust '73 is part of the Key '73 pro
gram. Key '73 grew from the "Key Bridge Consulta
tion" of 1961, at which some forty leaders met to 
discuss the possibilitics of an evangelism thrust for 
North America. As a result, there are nearly one 
hundred denominations, organizations, and institutions 
planning "to share Christ with every person in North 
America." Each denomination is to work out its own 
evangelism program, developing new resources and 
helping congregations and organizations to become 
more "effective redemptive centers and more aggres
sive witnesses to God's redeeming power in the 
world." 

Objectives - 'Vhat are the objectives of this "new" 
program? 

1. To confront every person in North America 
more fully and forcibly with the gospel of Jesus 
Christ. 

2. To employ every means and method in com
munication of thc gospel in order to create the con
ditions in which we may respond to God. 

3. To apply the message and meaning of Jesus 
Christ to the issues shaping man and his society in 
order that they may he resolved. 

4. To develop new resources for effective evan
gelism for consideration, adaptation, or rejection by 
the participating churches. 

5. To supplement the evangelistic efforts of Chris
tian congregations and organizations. 

Local-church Orientation - At the Thrust '73 Insti
tute held October 12-14, we were repeatedly told that 
the program is local-church orientated. Every Chris
tian must be a witness. And only the local church 
can create enthusiasm. Nobody is going to do thc 
work for us . ' Vc ourselves must be prepared for an 
aU-out effort to reach North America for· Jesus Christ. 

And in order to be effective in OllT evangelistic 
effort, we must set goals. \Vhere do we want to go 
as a church? Are we out to maintain the status quo? 
Do we have churches just to accommodate ourselves? 
We should ask ourselves these questions: ·'\Vhere are 
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we right now? Where do we want to be? H ow do 
we get there?" 

In order to aid us in setting realistic goals for our 
churches, the denominational Board of Home Mis
sions has produced some helpful materials. They are: 

1. The covenant pledge. This pledge is made first 
by the consistory and then it is adopted by the con
gregation through the regular congregational vote. 

2. The congregational questionnaire introducing 
goals through asking, for example: "What are the 
needs of our church? \"!hat are our personal views 
on evangelism?" 

3. The neighborhood survey. 
4. The community agency survey. 
5. The resource inventory form to discover talent 

within the congregation. 
6. The consistory self-study. This is designed to 

enable the consistory to have a clear picture as to how 
it views the total life and outreach of the church as 
it now is. 

The results of all these studies .~hould be used to 
set up personal and congregational goals. 

"The Idea Series" - ¥/e were also introduced to a 
set of books called "The Idea Series." These books 
give some valuable practical hints and insights into 
"How to Evangelize." Idca Series Number 2, Estab
lishing Book Clubs, advocatcs books such as: Harvey 
Cox, The Secular City; J. C. Hoekendyk, The Church 
Iliside Gut; Malcolm X and Alex Haley, The AlIto
biography of Malcolm X. Scanning through the bibli
ography I asked myself, "What happened to sound 
Christian literature?>· Take Hoekendyk - he is a 
liberal to the core. 

In Idea Series Number 5, Def)eioping Self Expres
sion, wc find statements such as: "In groups of 2, 3, 
or 4 have each group repeat ·Mary had a little lamb' 
(the entire poem) before the group. One group must 
do it laughing, the other whispering, another crying, 
and another angrily" ( p. 14 ); Hnd '·Spread it thick in 
a description of this 'great poem,' beautiful choice of 
li terary perfection, plumbing the depths of human 
emotions. Part of our great American heritage dearly 
loved by us all for its profound influence on our lives, 
etc. (D on't tell the name of the poem until after 
description.) " 



In Idea Series Number 12, Grow Croups ( p . 60) . 
we fi nd some sample questions for discllssion: "Are 
you happy with yourself? Do you talk freely about 
spiritual things? W ith whom? Do you feel accepted 
by others? What do you think of you r mother? 
Father? Brothers and sisters? What kind of person 
do you dislike most?" I am not so impressed with 
such ideas fo r grow groups becallse they can so 
easily lead into sensitivity sessions. 

How can the local churches receive the informa
tion needed? Where do they get the help to intro
duce this far reachi ng program to their church mem
bers? The Board of Home Missions will train con
sultants, and they will work under the supervision of 
the classical home missions committees, help consis
tories with their self-study, interpret data, give en
comagement and assista nce. The heart of their work 
is the mobili,dog of lay people. A consultant training 
session will be held in the beginning of next year in 
Grand Rapids. 

Getting Involved - Should we get involved in 
Thrust 7 3? J believe we should wholeheartedly throw 
ourselves into thi s evangelistic effort, kccping in 
mind that we must be selective with respect to the 
materials offered. \Ve do not need to use every hand
book offered. 

Besides that, the Canadian churches will have 
difficulties with some of the materials because they 
are too orientated to U.S. problematics. Thus in 
Canada they should be adapted to our particular 
situation and needs. Th is can be done, as they are 
meant for group leaders' use. 

Are we ready to evangelize? I believe that we 
are and that we must always be ready to reach others 

for Jesus Christ. How can we keep this great salva
tion given to us for ourselves? Evangelism has not 
been our ou tstanding forte. 

In the Christian Reformed Church Order there is 
an article often overlooked . It says: "Tn obedience 
to Christ's great commission the churches must bring 
the Gospel to aU men at home and abroad, in order 
to lead them into fellowship with Christ and His 
Church. Tn fulfilling this mandate. each consistory 
shall stimulate the members of the congregation to 
be witnesses for Christ in word and deed , and to 
support the work of home and forei~n missions by 
their interest. prayers and gifts" (Article 13). 

Our evangelism efforts must greatly improve. Pray 
that the Holy Spirit will give us a vision for the lost. 
Giving money is not enough. Each one of us must 
become actively involved. This is what the Canadian 
Council of Christia ll Heformed Churches realized 
when it resolved : "That Council urge aU Canadian 
Christian Reformed Churches to rededicate them
selves to the task of hringing the gospel of Jesus 
Christ to the Canadian nation" (Acts 1910). In obe
dience to the Lord, we must evangelize. The church 
must proclai m the gospel in Ollr crisis times. But we 
must be careful to reach the whole person for Jesus 
Christ and also touch the structures of society. 

Evangelism should not be a "soul winn ing" process 
only. 111is is narrowing the gospel. The evangel 
should not be reduced to the horizontal level either. 
The Lord Jesus has never said : "Love man only, and 
Cod is just an afterthought." The Lord does say: 
"You must love Cod and your fellow man." Let us 
eva ngelizel People need to be touched with the 
gospel which points not on ly to heaven but also to 
earth. 

STUDIES IN GENESIS I - XI 

PETER Y. DE JONG 

MAN IN GOD'S GREAT WORLD 
(7) 

Scriptu re: Genesis 2:4· 17 

A battleground - Throughout this century we 
have witnessed various kinds of warfare. 

All of us know someth ing of the fearfulness of 
guerilla tactics by li ttle groups holding large armies 
at hay. We also remem ber with horror the "blitzkrieg" 
by which Hit ler pulverized dties to terrorize h is foes 
only to experience a few years later si milar retribution 
on his homeland. 

No form of wa rfare, however, seemed qllite so 
fearful and futil e as that of trench-battles in the carl y 
days of World War I. While men li ved in boredom 
and fear, suffering from cold and mud and disease, 
they often had to fight without so much as a glim pse 

of the opposition. At any moment a bomb might ex
plode to blow them to bits or maim them for life. 
Every foot of land was persistently and painfully con
tested. Not until one of the armies gained the offensive 
was the stalemate broken. 

Something like thaI' has been ha ppening in the dis~ 
cllss ions surrounding Genesis 2. 

Few passages of Scripture have been so hotly 
contested in depth and detail as this. Every word, 
evcry phrase has been challenged repeatedly. And too 
often no progress could be registered, because little 
a ttention was directed to the over-all objective with 
which it was included by God himself in this record . 

Ou r concern will not be with the details, even 
though none are insignificant. Those who accept the 
reliability and authority of the Bible realize that 
(>ansing too long at one or another verse blinds our 
hearts to the issues to which God directs us - man's 
redemption by the Cod of all grace. All that the 



writer seems interested in doing is providing the neces
sary background for understanding both man's tragic 
fall into sin and the grace of God revealed for his 
salvation. H enee th is abbreviated outline will leave 
untouched and unanswered the details which have 
been attacked by some and stoutly defended by others. 
Discussion of these can be carried on in your study 
group, possibly with some help from the Notes which 
mention books which may be eonsu lted in this connec
tion. 

The setting for man - All of us realize increas
ingly what a wonderful and yet fa r-from-perfect 
world has been given to us by God. This passage 
helps us to understand our world and man's place in 
it. 

That we fi nd here a "new" section in Genesis 
should be apparent to even the casual reader. 1'11ese, 
so the passage begins, are the generations of the 
heavens and the earth . . . 

The section ru ns from 2:4 through 4:26. Thus it 
contains in brief compass some of the most basic 
"ingredjents" for a true understanding of man upon 
the face of earth. Here we read about man's creation, 
about the assignment which he received from God, 
abou t the place provided for him, about the test to 
which the Creator put h im, as well as about the 
temptation, the fall , the judgment, and the subseq uent 
consequences of his sin for himself and for his de
scendants. 

The caption, entitled tolecloth ("generations") 
belongs here; not as the heading for Genesis l :lH. 
Its aim is to record the life of man under God as 
Creator, Covenant-friend and Sovereign in the earliest 
days of hi" appeamnce on earth. 

Many urge that this is "a second account of cre
ation," one composed by a dillerent author or re
dactor drawing upon other oral traditions and writ
ings than the author of the fi rst chapter. Lenski men
tions and carefu lly refutes the main reasons why 
critics would find a d iHercnt and even contradictory 
account here than in the first chapter. In summary, 
these are the arguments of the critics : 

1 - DiHerent names for Cod are used herc; in 
Chapter 1 consistently the name Elohim, while 
here we often (not exclusively ) find Yal1tveh 
(Jehovah). 

2 - DiHerent words are used to describe what is 
also mentioned in the first chapter. 

3 - Different points of view are p resented, this 
chapter being fu ll of "anthropomorphic" rep
resentations of God while the first chapter 
pu ts Cod at a distance from man. 

4 - D ifferent sequence of events in Cod's creative 
activity is presented, with the result - so thl';: 
critics argue - that the two accounts can not be 
harmonized. 

5 - Different backgrounds mllst be assigned to the 
two authors or redactors. The man who wrote 
Chapter 1 must have lived in a '\veU-wat ered 
country," while the writer(s) of Cha pter 2 
came from a "dry and desert-like land." 

Does the phrase: in tile day in which JellOvlIh 
God made earth and " ellvell belong with the first 

part of verse 4 or should we attach it as explanatory 
of verse 5? Aalders has some cogent arguments for 
the second view, while most commentators hold to 
the view basic to our present translations. 

What we have here is a compressed rehearsal of 
the mighty works of our God. Yet this is no mere repe
tition. The writer ( Moses) simply wants to mention 
those aspects of Cod's creative activity which sustain 
an intimate connection with the life of man himself. 
Man receives his place, his "home" on earth from 
God. All that he needs is richly bestowed on b im. 
Thus no mention of the heavenly bodies bu t rathe r 
of the plants and herbs. Although fash ioned in God's 
image and therefore the crown of God's creation , 
man is dependent. He is not self-sustaining, because 
he is not - like Cod - self-existent. 

Some brief indicat ion of conditions prevailing on 
earth at that time is provided in verse 5b. No rain 
fell on the ground from abovc; instead a mist ( not 
"fountain" as in the Septuagint, or "flood" as in some 
translat ions given by the critics ) went up. Aalders 
reserves thiS, apparently, on ly for the very earliest 
days of this earth's history. Other conservative com
mentators urge that this mist was the way in which 
Cod supplied moistu re for man and beast until the 
days of the flood. Hemembering that Moses wrote the 
account many centuries after the Rood, both inter
pretations can find some support here and elscwhcre 
in Scripture. For those who take the Noaeh ian flood 
as the "cataclysmic" event which the Bible patently 
deseribcs, the second view seems to have much to 
commend it. It may help to explain the longevity of 
man in those early generations as well as thc large 
size of many animals whose remains have been dis
covered. ,",Ve all do well to remember that SCriphlfC 
seems to stress emphatically that conditions before 
the Rood differed very much from those wh ich pre
vail in our day. 

The creation of ma n - Now y!oses mentions again 
man's creation. 

Here the Creator is called Jehovah Cad, the name 
consistently used throughout the Bib le to stress H is 
covenantal relationship to man. He is the self-ex
istent One who not only calls man into existence but 
seeks fellowship with him. God is no absentee-land
lord; much less the "ex pendable" God who after cre
ation withdraws to the outskirts of man's life and 
understanding. 

God fo rmed man. Although used at times for 
what a potter does with clay, the tenn is also used 
in a broader and more general sense ( lsa. 43:1; 44:2; 
45:7, 18; e tc.). We should gUlIrd, therefore, against 
thinking of God as making a kind of clay doll. TIl(' 
material used was liust of the groulld, not necessarily 
a lump of clay or sand but the same Sllhstances of 
which earth consists ( Gen. 3: 14; Josh. 7:6; Job 2: 12; 
Ps. 22:16; Ezek. 27:30; Dan. 12:2; etc.). What th(' 
au thor stresses is the strong relationship to and affinity 
of man wit h his environment. He is no "st ranger" 
on this planct in which he is to spend his years and 
over which he is to cxercise dominion. All neglect 
and despoi li ng of the world is a n affront to the good
ness of God who made this man's suitable abodc. 



Immediately there is added: and breathed into his 
nostrils the breath of life. Does it sound too childish, 
too puerile? How else do you suppose God could 
make known such a stupendous miracle in a manner 
suitable to our understanding? Of course this is "an
thropomorphic" language. All our talk about God, 
also when grounded in Scripture itself, remains such. 
But that does not detract at all from its reliability. 
To reduce it to saga or myth or legend, robbing it 
of all reality as the mighty, direct, immediate, life
giving act of the personal God, is to empty the Bib
lical record of intelligible meaning. And without this 
there can be no comfort and hope. 

Thus man became a living soul. On the one hand 
our relat ionship to the physical world is stressed; on 
the other a radical distinction between us and the 
animals as well as other creatures. Indeed, the Bible 
speaks of the "souls" of the beasts. But this was 
bestowed in a manner radically different than our 
first father experienced. 

The provi sions for man - Man has a place in the 
b ig world. It is God's intent to fill the earth with 
creatures fashioned in H is image. But so long as the 
human family is so small, God allocates a definite 
residence. 

This is a garden eastward, in Eden. It is a 
sheltered, enclosed spot wherein man may first live 
and discharge his responsibility to God and the world. 
The idea found in the word Paradise suggests a kind 
of royal park, a conception which the translators 
borrowed from the Persian. Why this is introduced 
here is clear to the believin g reader. It is necessary 
background for understanding Genesis 3. God takes 
great pains to stress the factualness, the "historical
ness" of what took place so very long ago and which 
has had such serious conseq uences throughou t thc 
centuries. By speaking of a garden now Moses does 
not suggest that the rest of the earth lay fallow or 
was an impenetrable jungle. It is the locale wherc 
man is to live in personal communion with God as 
creature of t ime and space. 

This garden lay eastward, that is, east of where 
the writer was. It is in a territory called Eden, that 
is, p leasant, delightsome. H ere God Pllts man. 
Whether by an act of divine omnipotence or by a 
direct command is not revealed. 

How rich God's prOvisions were is mentioned in 
some detail. We read of every tree to delight the eye 
of man and serve him with food. Nothing is lacking 
here. 

Two trees, however, arc singled out for special 
attention. These were unique, there being apparently 
only one of each kind. The one was the tree of life 
mentioned agai n in 3:22, 24 and in the book of Rev
elation. The other which figures so much in connec
tion with the fall is the tree of the knowledge 
( "knowing") of good and evil. The church has always 
repudiated the notion that these trees possessed some 
inherent magical qualities, the one able to bestow 
life in perpetuity and the other able to provide the 
abili ty to make moral judgments. Rather, God by 
means of these trees addresses man as physical-spirit
ual being, so that in a manner appropriate to his 

nature man may perceive through visible means what 
rich bleSSings are his in the way of obedience and 
what test he must pass. I t comes as no surprise, there· 
fore. that the church has made comparisons between 
these trees and the sacraments which the God of 
salvation has instituted as a means of addressing H is 
people clearly and vividly. 

Many words have been spilled about the geo
graphical location of the garden. Just where was the 
river? At what place was it parted, and that into 
four heads? Is there any possibility of idcntifying the 
rivers mentioned here by name? Hiddekel, all agree, 
must be the Tigris which we know. No question sur
rounds the Euphrates. But what about the other two? 
Some, many in fact in bygone years, have made of 
the Pishon and the GillOn the Ganges in India and 
the Nile in northeastern Mrica. Others speak of two 
smaller streams flowing north and eastward from the 
Armenian highlands, one into the Black and the other 
into the Caspian Sea. Calvin even mentions those 
who "fly across the world" to make of one of them 
the Danube. Most commentators agree that the 
garden likely was located somewhere in the Babylo
nian lowlands. 

We may as well admit that we simply don't know 
the p recise location. Possibly even Moses could not 
accurately point out the place. since the (low of the 
rivers may well have been radically altered at the 
time of the flood. Why, then, any mention of all the 
countries and their products? I t seems almost self
evident that the Biblical author, and therefore God 
Himself first of all, wanted us to know that this was 
a definite place. To make it a "mythological" repre
sentation of what Moses and the early Hebrews 
thought of as "heaven" or some heavenly kind of 
place - as done by Gunkel, Jeremias, and other critics 
in the past - is too puerile to deserve an answer. 

The calling of man - The garden was not in
tended to be a place where man could spend his 
days in dreamy indolence. God has called him to 
duty. 

Thus Adam receives a mandate from God. H e is 
to dress and to keep the garden. The perfection of 
God's creation does not render human activity super
fluous. Adam must exercise both his physical and 
mental (spiritual ) powers responsibly. He was cre
ated very good. Yet the full development of those 
powers with which God had endowed him required 
exertion on his par t. Man is not a puppet in God's 
world . 

Wherein this "cultural mandate"' consisted is not 
told us in detail. The term to keep may also be trans
lated "to guard," perhaps alluding to the possibility 
of some kind of attack which God knew would be 
made. This does not invalidate in any sense the 
perfection of creation, since we don't know when the 
devil and his colleagues rebelled against the Most 
High. Nor does God reveal here just who the "enemy" 
is. In connection with this brief account many ques
tions crowd our minds. Did Adam live for a while 
outside of the garden? How much was told him 
before Eve was created; how much afterward? When 
did some angels fall from "their first estate" and 



thereupon enter the scene of human history as 
tempters? Speculation on these and similar matters 
may seem fascinating; it is, however, futile and may 
well be dangerous to our fellowship with Cod. Here 
we may not doubt Cod's wisdom in providing what 
He deemed necessary for llS to know the way of 
salvation and blessedness . 

vVhat is added at this point, however, is crucial. 
An explanation of the Signifi cance of one of the 

two trees is recorded. Of the tree of the knowledge 
of good and evil man is forbidden to partake. This 
tree is singled out from all the re.~t. A serious threat 
is added by Cod. He is introduced here as exercising 
personal communion with man in the form of in 
telligible words. The notion of fo rbidden access did 
not spring from Adam's mind or even from the ou t
ward appearance of the tree; it was forbidden be
cause Cod said so. 

On the reason for this prohibition the true church 
has always been agreed. Created in Cod's image 
man was called to serve Cod voluntarily. H is worship 
and work were to be in consequence of deliberate 
choice. How different the evolutionary view of a 
creature developing slowly and painfully by a trial
and-error method. By placing man before a clear, 
comprehensible, and deliberate option, Cod enabled 
him to develop a self-awareness in relation to the 
Creator which would not have been possible other
wise. It is the introduction of such choice which en
hances man's d ignity. Without it he would have re
mained on tlle level of an immature "'innocence" 
unworthy of the spiritual and moral and intellectual 
potentials with which he had been adorned by his 
Creator. 

NOTES 
I ) The issue of whether we lmve here a "second account" of 

creation involves that of whcre the "title" in 2:4 is to he 
inserted . Docs it belong here or in 1: 1? The higher crit ics, 
who so often play fast and loose with Scripture by argu
ing for changes in words and transposing phrases and 
sentcnces, in ordcr to fit their thcory of multiple author
ship, argue for placing the "tit le" as a hending for 1: 1. 

E. J. Young in An Introduct ion to 111$ Old Testament 
( pp. 49, SO ) presenl~ a brief but pithy statement of the 
con$Crvative position : 

"This phrase in 2:4, therefore, introduces the ac
count not of the creation of heaven and earth, hut 
rather of the offspring of heaven and earth, namei)', 
man. Man's hody is f~otll the earth, and his soul is of 
heavenly origin, breathed into him by God. Thus, 
from this key pas.~age, we learn that 2 :4fF. docs not 
profess to present an account of ('rcation . Rather. 
the grand themc of 2: 4- 4 :26 is thc fo rmation of Illall 
and the first state of human history." 

2) 	How the "older modern i.~t s" of a half century and more 
ago argucd the depen(lence of the Hehrew (Genesis ) ac
count of the origin of the world on that of the Babylonian 
is dealt with in detail by A. Noordtzij: Gods Woord ell 
ller eeuwen getuigenis ( Kok, 1924 ), pp. 110-116. 

Their argument rests on the notion "that Babel and 
Bible are the result of the same world-view, 'm,it Ol.lt of 
the same ground,' and that it can be said of Israel: 'the 
lit tle village out there rclk><;:ts Baber s temperament, Baber s 
culture, is what it is only oc..:::ause of Babel'" (p. Ill ). 

The estimate of the rclationshi \) of Israe J'.~ views to 
thNc of other nations with thci r "cosmogenies" has 
changed quite radically, in that the critics now see in 
Israel's views a protest agains t the polytheism of surround
ing nations. Thus this record becomes a "confession of 
Israel's faith" which ranges itself polemically against hea

tllen views. Yet the insistence remains that the Biblical ac
count - arising out of the snme cultural milieu - makes 
use of similar literary genres and word-images conditioned 
hy that ancient way of looking at life and the world; 
therefore, it cannot he understood as the Christian church 
has understood it in tIle past. Til is kind of argumentation, 
let it be remembered, fai ls to do justice to the d ivine char
acter and source of the Bihle. 

3) 	This whole issue of how to interpret the opening chapters 
of Genesis, specifically many of the details , has become a 
stann-center of deb.1te in Ulany confessional churches, in
cluding the Reformed . The repercussions of th is reach 
also into the Christian Reformed Church. Seemingly there 
arc two approaches to "understanding" Scripture which 
are becoming more sha rply denned in opposition to each 
other. This is made clear in Report No. 36 to the Synod 
of 1971 (Agenda, Acts, also the blue booklet with its 
preface), to which every member should address himself 
in depth. 

How many who would be rccol,'Ilized as belonging to 
the "neo-evangclical" or "nco-orthodo~" camp of scholars 
approach these chapters in recent years, insisting as they 
do on the "redemptive message" of the Bible while d is· 
missing many of the details as not-factual, Inay be il
lustrated from the well·known and popular hook by Bern
hard W . Anderson : Unl!errtanding tile Old TCltament 
(Prentice-Hall, 1957). Hcre the creation account receives 
attention long after the Exodus material ( regarded as the 
basic "key") is d iscussed. Note what he writes: 

''The stories concerning primeval history, then, can
not be regarded as exact, factual accounts of the sort 
that the m(){lcrn his torian or scientist demands. These 
stories are 'historical' only in tIle sense tlmt, as used by 
the Yahwist (i.e., "J" as one of tIle supposed redactors) 
they communicate the meoning of history" (p. 167 ). 

Speaking of the PMadise account, in this and the ned 
chapter of Genesis, Anderson writes: 

"The story is filled with images . .. which are found 
in ancient folklore." 

They are simply used as Ume-c6nditioned expressions of 
tile faith of tlw ccoenant community. On such a basis 
little remains of a d irect , ~upem..1tural, reliable revelation 
by God to His people, much less of the classic Reformed 
position on Scripture us "verbally inspired." 

4 ) There has been much <liscussion on this mist. How long 
did such a condition prevail on earth? When did ra in 
begin to fall? Most older commentators understood that 
the mist only accounted for what took place in the very 
earliest days, e.g., C. F. Keil : Commentary OJl the Penta· 
teuel, (Vol. I, pp. 70rr. ) concluding: "The mist (vapour, 
which fa lls as rain, Job xuvi. 27) is correctly regarded 
by Deli tzsch as the creative beginning of the rain . . . 
itself, from which we may infer, therefore, that it ra ined 
before the Oood" (p. 78) . 

Tn recent years many have inclim ..-d to think, once a.l(n in, 
tha t the mist prcvailed unti l the days of the Hood. This 
they helieve would account for the longevity of pre-Rood 
man, the huge si7.c of many animals now extinct, etc. Cf. 
Donald W. Patten : "The Pre-Flood Greenhouse Effect" in 
A Symposi!l fII 0 11 Crelltlon II ( Baker Book House, 1970 ), 
pp. 11-41. It deals in detail with the differCllCC between 
the "uniformitarians" and the "catastrophists" in the ir 
radically different interpretat ions of how our present world 
came to be wha t it is. 

Skinner in his commentary ( I.C.C. ) claims the word 
can be translated 110011 (which SeclllS to be his preference) 
as well as mist and SU/Utesls: " If the above explanation be 
correct. there is a confusion of two points of view which 
throws an interesting light on the origin of the story 
\Vhile therefore there may be a Babylonian bas i.~ to the 
myth, it must have taken its present shape in some d rier 
region, presumably in Palestine. To say that it "de.~cribcs ... 
the phenomena wi tnes~d by the first colonists of Babylonia, 
involves more tlmn 'mythic exaggeration.''' Here again 
an c:<ample, be it an older one, of how scholars want to 
rctain the Bible and its message as "meaningful" while 
refusing to take at faee·valull precisely what it says. With 
this methodological apllr03eh, no matter how tamely it is 



used, one can make the Dible say pretty mudl what one 
wants it to say. Whether such a methodology can ever be 
used legitimately DY those who accept the dassie Reformed 
view of the inspiration of Scripture is a highly-debatable 
issuel 

5) 	In connection with the creation of man according to 
Genesis 2 we face two questions which arise time and 
again in the present situation: How old i~ the earth? and 
How old is the human race? Here those who urge creat ion 
in six days "at least comparable to days as we know tllem 
now" hold to both a rdatively young earth and a cre
at ion of man chronologically elose to the creation of 
the animals. Those holding to days interpreted as "pe
riods" would , in the natme of the case, answer both 
questions qu ite differently than the above. This, however, 
does not commit everyone who holds such views to any 
compromise with an evolutionary view, historically under
stood. Cf. John De Vries: Beyond the Atom (Eerdmnns, 
1948) . Much of his argumentation is based on the Carbon 
14 method of dating, which in more recent days is being 
.~eriously questioned and attacked. 

6) 	On the matter of the age of man on the earth much ink 
has been ~pilled, especinlly on the (Iating of fossil remains 
of "early man." It is regrettable that textbooks, articles in 
popular magnzines, and museum d isplays uncritically ac
cept the dates aSSignt.'(1 te such remains by men who 
endorse the cvolutionary theory. It should be stated that 
llmong scientists there is often fa(iical disagreement on 
Illatters which arc palmed off on unSUSIX'Cting people as 
unquestionable proof. 

Cf. C. Allan T urner: "The 1\·lythologiclll Character of 
Evolution," pp. 117-133 in Symposium on Creation II 
( Bnker Book House, 1970). 

Speaking on "primitive man" and fossil dating, Wood 
Jones in Man's Place amon~ the Mammals (Longmans, 
Green Co., 1929 ) writes as 11i~ judgment : 

" I find no occupation less worthy of the science of 
anthropology thnn the now unfashionable business of 
modelling, p,l inting, and drawing those nightm,ue pic
tures of imngination and lending them in the l)rocess 
nn utterly false value of nppnrenl re'llity" (p. 66). 

7 ) On the whole matter of evolution, also in relation to the 
appcarance of man on earth, d. Arthm D. \ViIliams, "The 
Genesis Ac('"Otmt of Creation" in Why not Creation? ed.
Walter E . Lammerts (Baker Book I·louse, 1970), pp. 24-38. 
T his book contains selected nrtieles from the Creat ion 
Research Society Quarterly. 

Cf. also H. G. Cannon of Manchester University in his 
Tile Evolution of U ving Things (Manchester Univ. P ress, 
1958): 

"No experiment has produced progeny that show 
entirely new funct ioning organs. And yet it is the 
appearance of new characters in organisms which marks 
the boundaries of the major steps in the evolutionary 
scales" (p. 92). 

8) 	The signifleancc of the question: Who and what is man? 
remnins pivot,ll fur all thought, pre-theoretical and the
oretical beientiflc ) . What man thinks of himself deter
mines to a large c:.: tent how he will behnve as individual 
and in soddy. On the importanec of basing our views on 
Scripture d. Herman Dooyewccrd: hI the Tu;ilight of 
Western Thought (Craig Prcss, 1968). He warns sternly 
again~t an unbiblical approneh, one "not in the grip of 
the Word of God. T he latter has not become its central 
basic motive, its actual impelling force" ( ll. 191 ). 

He further comments : 
"Tile q uestion: \Vhat is man : \VIlO is he? cannot be 

answered by man himself. Bill it has heen answered 
hy God'.~ Word-revelation, which uncovers the religiou~ 
root and center of hnman nntuTe in its creation, fall 
into sin, and re(lcmption by Jesus Christ. Man lost true 
self-knowledge since he lost the trne knowledge of God 

It is the Word alone, which by its radienl grip can 
bring about a real refurmation of OUT view of man and 
of our view of the temporal world ." (p. 195). 

9) 	The whole qllestion of : \VheTe W,i S Paradise? has {)(.:~;upied 
"ttentioll of Bible readers as well ns scholars. Even Calvin 
in his commentary dcvoks several long pages to the 

question. A latcr discussion may be found in C. F. Keil : 
Commentary on the Pentateuch ( Vol. I , pp. 80-83). 

QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION 
I - Outline in brief the matcrial found in 2: 4 through 

4:26. What is the unifying tlleme in th is section 
which seems to relate so lliany different incidents? 

2 - What is the significance of the name Yaluveh? State 
the meaning of the name. How many names of Cod 
can you find in the Old Testament? Did mao give 
these names to Cod? \Vhat is their importance for a 
believer? Comment on Proverbs 18:10. 

3 - What is the importance of name-giving according to 
the Bible? What kinds of names should we give our 
cbildren? 

4 - What is meant by "anthropomorphic" language? Does 
this reduce what is said to simple figurcs of speech 
which we apply to God and his relation to us? How 
would yOll connect God's speaking to man with cre
at ion in Cod's image? How should language be 
taught in a Christian school, then? 

5 - If time permits, have someone p resent , analyze, and 
comment on the "canopy" and "green-house" theory 
of pre-flood conditions in the world. 

a - Why do you suppose creation in Cod's image isn't 
specillcally mentioned in this chapter? 

7 - Mention and discuss al! the passages dealing with the 
tree of life. Could this possibly be n very real tree here 
and also in the futurc life? 

8 - What do you understand by the "cultural mandate?" 
Is there Biblical proof that we have a eal!ing with 
respect to this also after sin entered the world? 

9 - Is there n sound basis here, and elsewhere in the Bible, 
for the Reformed view of the "covenant of works?" 
Could man ever be saved "by works?" Was there 
"grace" manifes ted to our first parents before the fall? 

10 - Discuss the "probationary command" in its relation
ship to man in Cod's imllge. \Vhy is indolence such a 
gross sin? 

11 -	 Why this close relationship bctween man and earth? 
Evaluate the present -day diseu~sion s on ecology. Why 
do you suppose ~o many existentialists ( but also sincere 
Christians ) st.'Cm to feci like strangers on this earth? 

AS 	A HELP MEET FOR MAN 

(8) 

Scripture: Genesis 2: 18-25 

Few subjects so intrigue Adam's sons as that 
which concerns the "opposite" sex. 

Almost everything that has been said about 
woman-kind has proceeded from the pens of men. 
Alternatel y they have commended and complained, 
have heen fascinated or frus trated by their counter
parts on the scene of human history. To them have 
been ascribed the loftiest sentiments and noblest 
achievements; against them have been levelled the 
basest accusations. Some have put them higher than 
the angels; others as low as the dust under their feet. 
Literature of every kind has devoted pages to what 
always remains a mystery to men. 

F rom this confusion nei ther men nor women will 
be delivered, until both learn to listen to the Word 
of the living God. 

The Bible, seemingly much too simple and straight
forward for our sophisticated age, alone keeps the 
proper bal ance. Its words never grow threadbare. 
Its message alone can bring truth and therefore peace 
and joy and hope. What, therefore, it says about man 
and woman in relation to each other rightly demands 



serious and sober reflection. Only its truth, culminat
ing in our Lord Jesus Christ, can make us free . 

Today we hear much about the women's lihera
tion movement. Let's admit that women have becn 
much sinned against - by men both married and other
wise as well as hy children. Wicked notions ba ve 
forged chains for them from which release in many 
situations seems well-nigh impossible. But haven't 
men and children been sinned against as well, and 
that by women? Nor is today the first age when 
women clamored for freedom. Athens in the days of 
Pericles as well as Rome during the seasons of im
perial rule knew such "liberation" movements . Social
ists and communists during the last century have 
urged that their theories will at long last open the 
doors of hope to women everywhere. \Vhat we need 
today, so many argue, is careers outside of the homc, 
sex at will, abortions wilhout any questions asked, 
divorce upon request, a wiping out of every distinc
tion and differentiation between male and female in 
all aspects of life - the physical alone excluded since 
it can't be easily obliterated I 

How different the witness of God's ·Word. It 
glories in the differentiation which God created, rec
ognizing therein the way to true joy for both man 
and woman. T hat makes this brief passage such a 
pertinent and practical one. It speaks of His wisdom, 
power and love in supplementing the life of man 
wi th that of woman i.n such a way that the two 
experience in their oneness the highest human happi
ness under the smile of Almighty Cod. Not in the 
vapid imaginings or vile experimentations of men but 
in obedience to the Word of the Lord will both men 
and women be able to find their freedom. 

Purpose - Always the Bible calls us to contem
plate how great, how good, how wise is our Cod. 
It's, after all, His story. 

This section apparently records what took place 
quite soon after Adam was created and placed in the 
garden. He had been instructed as to his relation
ship to both the Creator and the created order. At 
the close of verse 17 we recogn ize him as a spiritual 
moral being, on the plane of creaturely perfection, 
called to live in obedient fellowship with God, and 
capable of rich development. In reading the account 
we come with the justifiable question: But whence 
came woman? Is there no significant place for her 
in Cod's plan and purpose? Nor will we understand 
what the next chapter records, unless something is 
said - and that very explicitly - about woman and 
her place in Cod's world. 

Indeed, something had already been said in Gene
sis 1:27. She fully as much as man proceeded from 
the hand of Cod. Both were made in the image of 
God. But now the second chapter, having rchearsed 
not merely the fact but especially the manner of 
man's creation, turns our attention to his countc'1)art. 
Without these verses the account would be incom
pletc. 

T he story here begins with an assertion on God·s 
part. As the covenant Cod, the one who seeks and 
dclights in fellowship, He declares: It is not good that 
man should be alone. As image-bearer called to ser

vice he cannot discharge his responsibilities alonc. 
He is finite. He is also created a "social" being. Only 
in the interplay of personal relationships can he 
truly be and know himself. 

Thus follows the divine decision: 1 will make him 
a help meet for him, that is, "a help answering to 
him" in accordance with both his nature and his 
needs. Do not misunderstand the not good of the 
text as an indication of some imperfection. It is 
rather that of incompleteness. In every normal situa
tion-also after the fall-man needs woman. Her posi 
t ion and calling are defined - a help. The term itself 
in no way demeans woman in relationship to the man. 
She is not his inferior; she is simply different and 
yet perfectly suited to the man. Without woman, 
Adam could not perform his work, neither that of re
plenishing the earth nor that of exercising dominion. 

Preparation - How carefully God prepares the way 
for the creation of woman. She is not created con
tcmporaneously with man, as were the males and 
females of the higher animals. The relationship be
tween male and female among mankind is not to be 
regulated by physical drive or natural instinct. This 
would have been degrading to man as image-bearer, 
as God's son and servant called to live in covenantal 
fellowship wilh his Creator of whieh this new rela
tionship would be a transparent reRection. 

Thus the sacred writer briefly records how Cod 
brings the animals (beasts and birds) to Adam. To 
them he is to respond, which he does by giving them 
their appropriate Ijames or designations. 111is sharply 
sets him off from all other creatures. It is one of the 
first exercises of the powers with which the Creator 
had endowed him in distinction from other creatures. 

"Vhat an entrancing as well as majestic scene! 
Let men laugh at it as naive. It serves to remind 

us of the high intelligence with which Adam was en
dowed. Here is noth ing akin to the brutish or primi 
tive or instinctive, on which level the first humans 
are supposed to have lived according to the various 
evolutionary theories. Anyone who knows and be
lieves Scripture recognizes at once how Significant 
is the giving of a name. It, too, is an aspect of life 
reflecting man's likeness to Cod, who alone is able 
to and does name Himself. 

How long a period elapsed between the creation 
of Adam and the formation of Eve remains hidden 
from us. Much spt.'Culation on this may be found in 
Jcwish writings of old. The Book of Jubilees speaks 
of seven years; Rabbi Eliezer insisted that it was les.~ 
than six hours. In the light of the previous chapt er 
there seems to be li ttle doubt that Eve was fashioned 
on the same day as Adam. 

But why did Cod assign as first task to Adam the 
naming of the animals? The critics, alwa ys seeking 
(be it at times unconsciously) to impugn in some 
fashion the glory and chasteness of the Biblical ac
count, have suggested that Cod was experimenting 
with man in helping to find for him a mate. Some 
go as far as to find the source for this in the CiI
gamesh epic, where the hero consorts promiscllollsly 
with the beasts, until entranced hy some fair being 
he renounces thai low level of life. Simple reading 



of the passage, however, Teads to the conclusion that 
God was dealing with Adam as a responsible being, 
one endowed with intelle<:!tual and moral discrimina
tion from the beginning. Thus the naming of the ani
mals awakened within him the realization of his 
uniqueness. No matter how close his connection with 
the animal world, none of these could serve as a 
satisfactory companion. 

Power -Now, so the writer indicates, God goes 
to work. 

He causes a deep sleep to fall upon the man. Once 
again there is d irect intervention by the covenant 
God in the life of man. Possibly this wasn't the ti me 
for sleep at all . Yet we need not speculate on the 
time or on the length of this sleep. It is sufficien t to 
know that God took fully as many pains to fashion 
woman as he did to create man. 

During this interval God took one of his ribs and 
from it made He a tooman . The process and pro
cedures are not recorded. Likcly we wouldn't under
stand much of this anyway, had God revealed more. 
And for those who accept ""miracles," the direct super
natural intervention of God into His creation, what 
is here re<:!orded remains adequatc. The significance 
of this divine act, however, has always engaged the 
attention of the believing church. Here we are taught 
explicitly the unity of the human race - not simply 
as a noble idea and ideal but as an incontrovertible 
fact. Inescapable also is the aim of God to teach 
man that she who is "other" than he is also "one" 
with him because she is "out of him." 

No clear reason is assigned why God was pleased 
to use a rib. Leupold opines that it was undoubtedlv 
that part of man's physical constitution which could 
best be missed. Believers have generally found here 
a beautiful symbolism, in so far as the God of the 
Scriptures never prescnts Himself as doing anything 
without good reason. No other part of the body cou ld 
so clearly indicate that woman is neither superior nor 
inferior to man; they are intcnded to be colleagues, 
companions, partners. 

Thereupon God brol/pM her unto the man. The 
Creator Himself olJiciated at this 6rst mar.riage. This 
act stam ps monogamous marriage as designed and 
approved by God, a fact to which also our Lord JeslIs 
Christ clearly refers. The Savior apparently didn't 
have any of the difficulties with the "factualness" of 
this story and its details which seem so mueh to 
distress the critics and those who follow them in our 
day. 

Praise - All thi ngs are created, so the Bible con
sis tently informs liS, for the pra ise of God. In the 
garden such praise and thanks sprang spontaneously 
from the l ips of our first father, when he received his 
companion. 

Adam at once recognizes woman as his alter·ego. 
She is the one who can share his li fe and work with 
him. 

In animated language, akin to poetry, he excla im~: 
This is now bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh. 
God's work fill s him with an indescribable delight. 
They two belong together in God's great world . He 
names her W oman, because she IViIS taken out of man. 

How he recognized this fact is not explained. In 
the Hebrew there is a play on words, which some
how has been preserved also in the English language. 
Of course, we don't know what language Adam spoke, 
but it surely was more than stuttering and stammer
ing, and he didn't have to go to school to learn to 
speakl \¥hatever sounds Rowed from his lips su ited 
his desire to communicate something of the awe and 
pleasure which filled his heart. And we can be sure 
that both God (however he may have been present 
there) and the woman understood. 

The next verse is clearly an explanation, a com· 
mentary by the writer of Genesis. It has givcn some 
occasion for sharp difference of opinion. We do not 
doubt that Adam could have said these words, but 
we do not think this likely. They come to us in the 
form of a command rather than a description, even 
though the latter is linguistically possible. Th is seems 
the most plausible interpretation in the light of what 
our Lord affirmed in Matthew 19:5, 6. From the 
beginning God intended that each marriage should 
mark a new beginning. Thus man's life would be 
enriched, the world filled with his descendants, and 
the purposes of God attained. Little seems to be so 
detrimental to the unique nature of the relationship 
between husband and wife as that of having either 
husband or wife cling immaturely to parental tics. 

This brief account closes with an indication of 
the perfect "openness" to cnch other which was 
characteristic of our first paren ts in the state of 
rectitude. They were both flaked. .. and were not 
ashamed. No sense of strangeness, much less of shame 
or fear or estrangement, was aroused in them. The 
perfection of all God's works was richly reflected in 
this love-relationship without restraint. This they re
ceived from God himself. Also this he pronounced 
very good. 

NOTES 
1) 	While the common man ridicules the story of Eve's 

formation, the scholars, except for natur.:llistic evolutionists, 
have s\Leh gre.:lt diffil.'l.,lty with it , that they \Lsually pass 
over the aCCOlLnt with a light touch. This is CSI>ecially 
tme of "theistic" evolutionists of every stripe. On thc 
ba.~i~ of thcir presuppositions it must either be ignored or 
reduced to the status of s,'lga , m)>lh, or legend, or 50 com
pit.'tcly re-interpreted with appeal to the principles of "the 
new hemlcneutic" that all the lacts afC dissolved into a 
"kerugmatic" or "prophctic" proclamation which leaves tiS 

with ideas {lerived from nlfm's understanding without a 
historical, factual basis. While recognizing, perhaps, 50me 
kind of special intervention by Cod in Adam's appearance 
as u a !irst man," they hardly know what to do with Eve, 
since no mention is made of a brc.:lthing into her of the 
breath of life. It has become poplllar to suggest that since 
Adam was taken hy God (perhaps already as a child) 
from the para-Adamic cfcatlLrcs closely rel.:lted 10 what 
mHn was to bc<."Ome, Adam thereupon found among these 
sub-human creature.~ a companion, a kind of highly
specialized ""hominid." But scienlifoc evidence for anything 
like such a class is totally lacking. We wonder if the 
theistic evolutionists will now have 10 fe-introduce the 
old and fruitless search for n kind of "missing link?" 

An example of this kind of reasoning by those pro
fcs.~i ng high respect for the Bible is given by A. E. Wilder 
Smit h : Man's Ori/,Tin, M lIn's Dest iny (Sh.:lw, 1970), who 
calls attention to Professor Freihcrr von Huenc's views 
(d. PI). 38, 40-42 ). 

2) 	In recent years professedly Refonned scholars have at
tempted 10 introduce into the churches and justify such 
views, on the grounds that t.he C<'l rly chapters of Genesis 



contain not "newspaper-reporting" (reportage) hut "fa ith
proclamation:- On such a basis its adherents claim they 
can believe in the "historicity of creation" while at the 
same time feeling free to question and/or reject the tradi
tional Christian insistence on the details as factual. 

A brief, popular presentation is that of Th. Delleman 
Wording van Mcnr en Wcreld (de Graafschap, 1961). 

He comments: '''The creation account gives no pre
history hut revelation of Him, by whose favor we as men 
el( ist and think. And He reveals Himself in this account 
as the One, in whose hand lay the great initiative. This 
account does not give creation-reporting but proclamation 
of Him, who called all things into e:dstence. And this 
proclamation comes through a holy witness, who knew 
God as his Creator and Redcemer and spoke in the 
language of his time. This 'salvation_history' \lllderstanding 
of Genesis 1 is true also for chapters 2 and 3" (p. 25). 

How this r.td ically affects the treatment accorded the 
many details of Chapter 2, soon becomes evident from 
further comments (d. p. 45, especially the appended note, 
for its effects upon an understanding of the Sabbath). 

With respect to Delleman's understanding of Paradise 
we find no clear statement whether or not there ever el(
isted such a garden. Instead the emphasis falls on God's 
creation of "space" or room for man in contrast to what 
the Bible says elsewhere about "the dark places of the 
earth"; also on "dwelling" as "security," intimacy and 
fellowship since "endless space makes life impossihle" (p. 
48). Paradise can only be understood, then, in the light 
of Revelation 21 and 22 as a future towards which we 
are moving: ""This is tlw paradise. The safe. circum
scribed space; the being-together with Go<l, the full life
space" (p. 49). I)(:lIeman admil~ that the Biblical writer 
thought of it as a deflnite locality, hut whether we should 
is debatable since, "The Bible is no manual for geo.u;raphy 
and the bihlical witnesses are in the ir geographical knowl
edge children of their time" (p. 49) . "Proclamation
exegesis concerns itself with this, that the witness decbrCll 
to us: the historicity of the 'state of rect itude' as gift of 
God and the historicity of the fall as transgression, as act 
of man" (p. 49). 

In a similar vein DcUeman then discusses the creation 
of woman. His comments are exceedingly brief and withal 
ambiguous. 'This life (i.e., of man ) as life-in-fellowship 
with Cod became for Illan also life-in-fellowship as man 
and womnn." And with that he creates the impression of 
sharp contrast between 1 :27 and 2: 18-22 without attempt_ 
ing any explanation. For such "salvation-history" e.~positors, 
seemingly, all attempts at comparing and harnlonizing pas
sages arc taboo. He dares to add : "Also here it Is not 
said : thus and thus it happened at the creation of woman. 
Here is the proclamation that humanity consists in man 
and woman, that it is not good that man is alone" (p. 58). 

We ci te this as an example of what is happening in 
Rcform()(i churches and what thus must happen to 
preaching on a pa'lSage ~·uch as this, when this kind of 
"salvation-history" exegesis is allowable. An illustration of 
this may be found in Helmut Thie1icke's How the World 
8egm~ ( Fortre.'iS Press, 1961; pp. 87-10-2) which reproduces 
hb sermon on this section . We mention this beca\Lse of 
the "popularity" which 11Lielicke has been enjoying among 
some who profess adherence to the Rcfonned confessions. 

3) 	11Lat Paul as well as our Lord Jesus takes these passages 
"litemlly" as accounts of what actually happened cannot 
be denied. Cf. ~Ia tt . 19:5, 6; I Cor. 11 :5-10, 12; Romans 
5; 1 Timothy 2 :13. 

Note a lso how Paul clearly insi.~ts on Adam's creation 
as Ilrior to that of Eve chronologically. Cf. protos in 
Arndt-Cingrich: Greek-English Lexicoll of the N.T. (Univ. 
of Chicago Press, 1957 ), pp. 732-733. 

4) Note how one of the older liberals (Skinner: Commentaru 
on Genuts, pp. 67ff.) explains the story: 

"The Creator, taking "ity on the solitude of man, seeks 
to provide him with a suitable companion. TIle naivete 
of the conception is ertraordinary. Not only did Ulan c:'( ist 
before the beasts, but the whole animal creation is the 
result of an unsuccesgful experiment to find a m:ile for hhn" 
(italics ours). 

5) 	On the naming of the beasts, cf. Keil : Commcntaru on 
Genesis (Eerdmans, 1949). 

This namin~ ... "we are not to regard as the mere 
result of reflection, or of abstraction from merely outward 
Jl(.'<:Uliarit ies which affected the st'nses (i.e., of Adam); but 
as a deep and direct mental insight into the nature of the 
animals which penetrated far deeper than such knowledge 
as is the simple result of reflecting and abstracting thought. 
TIlis naming of the animals, therefore, leads to the result, 
that there was not found a help meet for man" (p. 88), 

6) 	On flelp meet for man d. Leupold's Genesis, vol. 1 ( Baker 
Book House, 1950) : 

"Her position is further defined by the expression 'like 
11im: keneg/r,'o, literally, as 'agreeing to him: or 'his 
counterpart: She is the kind of help man needs, agreeing 
with him mentally, physically, spiritually. She is not an 
inferior being" ( p. 130 ). 

7) 	On the deep Ileep Leupold comments: "Tordemah is in
deed a 'deep sleep: not a state of ecstasy, as the Greek 
t ranslators render; nor a 'hypnotic trance' (Sk inner ), for 
trnces of hypnosis arc not to be found in the Scriptures. 
A 'trance' might be pemlissible. The root, however, is that 
of a verb used in reference to Jonah, when he slept soundly 
during the stonn" (po 134) . 

8) 	On the rib Leupold believes that it d id not consist of "the 
bMe bone:' since Adam rejoices in one who is not only 
bone of his bones but also flesh of his flesh (p. 134 ). 

He furthe r seeks to answer the qucstion: Why did God 
employ such n method? He suggests the follOWing: 

( 1 ) 	 to teach \mmistakably the "absolute" unity of the 
human race, a vital Biblical doctrine according to 
Romans 5, etc., 

(2) 	to guarantee the t rue digni ty of womanhood; 
(3) 	to establish the truest kinship between man and 

woman (p. 135). 
9) 	On how theistic evolution demands a complete re-inteT

pretation of this account, as wcll as much of the rest of 
Scripture, cf. Paul A. Zimmennan, "Can we accept Theistic 
Evolution?" in A S!lmpo.rium on Creation, I (Baker Book 
House, 1968): 

"Regardless of the literature form of the Genesis account, 
the message here is loud and clear. Man, Adam, is (iistinct 
from all the animals which he surveyed, and there was 
no one like him. TILls is a completely impossible concept 
under the theory of evolution where Adam would have 
been one of the several anthropoid hominids who were 
approaching the status of homo (man) through a series of 
mutations. 11lcrc would hnve been many other pre-men 
and women like him or at least a !lumber of them. Cer
tainly he would not havc surveyed all of the animal 
kingdom and found no one who would be a helpmeet for 
him" (p. 69). 

10) From all th is it ~holl ld be evident that anyone who em
barks on the l)[lt l 1w~y designnted as "theistic" evolution 
or even "threshold evolution" or "progressive creationhw" 
should be fully aware of what he is cllll()(1 LLl)()n to do. 
Among other things, he places the supposed "findings" of 
science (for which there is little evi{lence that can in any 
way be undebatahly adduced ) ahead of the Bible account; 
he is compellt.-d to deal lightly and/or deny Iliain state
menb of fact in the Genesis account; he must &1.t isfy 
himself witll "idens" concerning the uni ty of the human 
racc apa rt from basis in indisputahle fact ; he elashCll with 
the under.;tanding of this Genesis account by Jesus Ilnd 
Paul; he will have to rewrite his ·'Christian" doctrines in 
the interests of honesty an(1 consbtency. The danger for 
the unsuspectinlo( lies in the "ambigUity" wi th which many 
proponents of thi.~ theory of the origin of Lllankind, in
cluding woman, marriagf", language, etc., of necessi ty speak. 
Usually one doesn't know for Itjre whcther they accept any 
or a ll the purported facts, because they don't spe..1.k clearly 
and forthrightly. They should be coml>ellcd 10 present 
indisputable facts in support of their many changing ideas 
and theories, before the church Ilnd its rnemher.~ ei ther 
tolerate or welcome thei r notions. 

11) At times the question troubles believers why some teachers 
in Christian schools and colleges lean towards (is this 
saying it too COlllllromisingly?) theistic evolution in its 
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various forms. Much of this may be due to the division 
with in the American Scientific Affili ation, which has a 
clear statement on Biblical authority and inerrancy to be 
signed by its memhers lind yet has wi thin two decades 
made innumerable concessions to evolut ionism. Already in 
1955 this d ri ft on the part of some members occasioned 
dissat isfaction an(1 distmst . A detai led account is I!;iven 
by Bolton Davidheiser's Evolution and Christian Faitll 
( Presbyterian and Reformed Publ. , 1969), pp. 114·121. 
Names are ment ioned of those who are thought of as 
evangelical believers but at the same time champion 
evolutionary views. Note how one influential member 
presents his case: 

"As we began seriously, critically, a nd objectively 
to examine the data of evolution, we heeamc Icss and 
less (."Onvim.~ of its refutability." He then proposes 
theist ic evolution and says of the Biblical account: "On 
the other hand, I can say that th is is a bc..1utiful account 
of the birth of mankind - that 'Adam' was not 'a man' 
but 'man,' the spccie~. and that 'woman' is of the 
samc naWre and 'flesh' as man. Again the Adam· 
Eve sequence can he explained as spiritual (sid) . 
\Vhether this is true or a dodge is, of COU I'$C, (In aca· 
demie Qucstion, for is it not the spiri tual meSSlige 
which God seeks most to imp(lrt to us? Then why 
worry abOl1t what passage; are to be interpreted 
literally and whicb figuratively. Look, rather, to God 
to reveal H imself more fully and directly to YOIl from 
each passaJ(e (lccording to YOllr need. Do I sound nco· 
orthodox here? I can't help it ..." (quoted on p. 
U8). 

We might wish that those in Reformed circles would nt 
least speak liS un(lmbigUOlls ly as J. Frank CflSSel. Here 
the "eat comes out of the bag." TIle very woros of God 
don't really count for much, when it oomes to fnct. All 
God is interested in is getting his messnge across. And then 
what is important become; nol what God says but what 
we need in the way of God's speaking. This is the suh· 
jectivism which is always ont: of the deadliest enemies 
of the gospel. /T.-Ieanwhile its adherents revile as "funda· 
mentalists," "pietists," etc., those who hold to the " factu(l l. 
ity" of wh(lt the eMly chaplers of Genesis reoord. 

Lest we he misunderstood, we add: \\le are not at· 
tempting to judge whethe r these men are sincere or 
Christ ian; lhi.~ is known to God nlonel But the ir views 
jeop.1rdizc the reliahility of Scripture, the historic Christian 
fai th, and in time all the " facts" on which our salv;ltion 
hy God in Jes lls Christ rt:.,t.~. [t is their approach, IJresup· 
positions and me thodology which must be ascertained and 
facc<l. 

QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION 
1 - Wherein do men and women (I iffcr? Can you lintl 

Biblical evidence for yom ideas? 
2 - Since the relationship hctw(.'Cn lIlan and woman has 

been radically nffccted by sin's entrance into the 
world , why should we still <:oneern omsclves with th is 
chapter? 

3 - List and exl)lain hriefly the several New Testament 
pass.1!:t1:S which indic(lte th(lt Christ and his apost le.~ 

acccptc<1 as fact the details of th is account. 
4 - What is meant hy "the unity of the human race?" 

Which important Bihlical doct rines are jeopardi7.ed, 
when thi.~ cha pter and its contents arc "spiritualized ?" 

!) - Is it hihlicill 1'0 .1 lfirm that "all men nrc hrothersI''' 
6 - Have SOlll.:one give a hrief .~ urvey of the prcsent·day 

women's liheration movement, mentioning some leaders. 
\-Vhat arc its aims? 

7 - Should all men aod all women aspire to marriage? 

May (should, can) a woman who marrie:; continue in 
her career? Is being a wife and mother a "carecr?" 

8 - May a Chri.~tian marry for "<."Ompanionshil)" only, tllUs 
planning to avoid having children? How do you 
evaluate the present.day warnings against over· 
population? 

9 - Why do you thinle God used (l rib to fashion woman? 
10 - How would you explain the modem trend towards 

"nudity?" Do you think Christians (lTC "afmid of 
tlleir bodies?" \Vlmt nbout the strong emphasis on 
physical culture? Is the bod y of less significance than 
the soul? 

I I - 0 0 you th ink the Christian Reformed Church through 
its Synod should make pronouncement oonceming the 
facll/alneu of the details in Chapter 2? Do you think 
theistic evolution, in one form or anolher, is making 
inroads into our catechism classes, Christian high 
schools, and oolleg(.'S? Is it a legitimate option? 0 0 
Our confC!;sions have II nylhing pointed to say on these 
matters? 
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