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RESUME OF SYNOD 1971 

Following is a digest of the decisions of Synod 
1971. Meetings began on Tuesday morning. 
June 8, and continued until almost midnight on 
Friday, June 18. THE OUTLOOK appreciates the 
kindness of Rev. Leonard T . Schalkwyk, pastor 
of the Christian Reformed Church of St. TIwmas. 
Ontaric, and a synodical. delegate from Classis 
Chatham, in preparing this report for publica
tion. 

Prayer Service - On Monday evening, June 7, the 
delegates assembled for the Synodical Prayer Service. 
While in former years this worship service was held 
in a church building, this year it was convened in the 
Fine Arts Center of Calvin College. Synod later de
cided to make this a rule for the future. Rev. Leonard 
J. Hofman preached on James 4;8: "Draw nigh to 
Cod and He will draw nigh to you," 

Officers elected and Candidates for the Ministry
Synod convened at 9 a. m. Tuesday morning, June S. 
Elected as officers were: 

Rev. George Critter, President 
Rev. Peter M. Jonker, Vice President 
Rev. Arnold Brink, First Clerk 
Rev. Andrew Kuyvenhoven. Second Clerk 

The Board declared forty -five applicants to be 
candidates for the ministry. 

It was strange that Dale J. Cooper. who had ac
cepted a teaching pOSition in a high school, was never
theless declared a candidate for the ministry. This 
was done after considerable debate. 

Frilfemal Delegilte - The moderator of the Re
fanned Presbyterian Church, Rev. Edgar, expressed 
h is concern about Bible criticism in The Netherlands. 
He said that Bible criticism in the Cerefonneerde 
Kerken places the fe llowship in the Reformed Ecu
menical Synod in jeopardy. 

Rev. Bassam M. Madany, of thc Arabic Back to 
Cod H our broadcast was educated in the Seminary 
of the Reformed Presbyterian Church. 

In a personal interview afterwards Rev. Edgar 
said to me that in their church there was no difficulty 
with higher criticism of the Scriptures. But there is 
a growing demand for liberalizing their strict code 
of life. Their Geneva College does not allow smoking, 
drinking, or dancing. They also insist in their 
churches on total abstinence from alcoholic beverages. 

Rev. LeRoy Oliver was the fraterna l delegate from 
the Orthodox Presbyterian Church, a church no 
doubt well-known and well-loved by all of us. Rev. 
Oliver is the O.P. Executive Director of Domestic 
Missions. 

Homosexuality - A book has been published in 
The Netherlands by two ministers. It is caDed: W e 
Too Are Homosexools. 

In Canada there has been a change in the law 
concerning homosexual acts. 

The Council of Christian Reformed Churches in 
Canada has stated the following about this (Acts of 
Synod 1970, Overture 23, p. 540 ): "a. It is not the 
task of the Government to legislate morality" (see 
Article 36 of the Belgic Confession). '0. The new 
provisions change the conditions under which the 
sinful act of homosexuality is deemed to be punish
able by law. They do not express approval of the act 
of homosexuality itself." 

The Council requested Synod 1970 to appoint a 
study committee to prepare a report in which the 
attitude of the CRC toward its homosexual members 
is to be critically examined, and to give proposals for 
setting up counseling services for homosexuals. 

Synod added to this committee Dr. Melvin D. 
Hugen, who replaced Dr. P. Y. De Jong at the 
Seminary. 

Siillilry fOf" Ministen - Synod decided to raise the 
ministers' salary in needy churches from $6500 to 
$7000. The children's allowance is $256 (or each 
child up to the age of 19. The term "Mileage Al
lowance" was changed to "car allowance," since also 
car-depreciation should be included in this amount. 

New Forms for Bilptism - Many remarks were 
made in the Synodical discussion on these new 
formularies. The Holy Spirit is not mentioned in the 
vow. It was pointed out that only the Holy Spirit 
can bring a child to discipleship. Why such stress on 
human responsibility at the expense of God's Sov
ereignty? It was requested that mention be made of 
the recognition of the Holy Spirit's work in the 
parental vows. 

Another complaint was that in the form for adult 
baptism the vows do not mention sin or repentance. 

Rev. Vander Ploeg has written about the defi
ciencies of this fonn in The Banner and an overture 
from the D utton CRC reiterated them. 

Nevertheless Synod decided to offer these fo rms 
to the churches for a three·year trial period. Synod 
also requested the Liturgical Committee to consider 
at its July meeting some changes on the basis of the 
discussion held at Synod. 

Synod gave final approval to the new Fonn for 
the Ordination of Ministers, 

Cillvin College - ·The following overture was sub
mitted by the Dutton Christian Reformed Church: 



The Consistory of the Dutton Christian Reformed 
Church overtures the Synod of 1971 to instruct the 
Calvin College Administration to reverse its present 
permissive policy with respect to campus programs 
and entertainments and student publications which 
leaves what is to be presented on campus or printed 
in the Chimes to student control and to replace such 
matters under faculty control. 

Grounds: 

1. 	 To give the student body decisive power in 
these areas of school activity is an abandon
ment of the biblical principle of the authority 
of parents and elders which must in the long 
run prove detrimental to real Christian educa
tion. 

2. 	 The Church which owns and is responsible for 
the school has the right and duty to insist that 
God-given standards of faith and conduct shall 
be maintained also in the areas of student 
publications and entertainment. 

3. 	 Putting these matters under student control 
has contributed to the loss of confidence in 
the school by membership of the church. Such 
episddes as the "Father Groppi" meeting and 
the publication of "the Bananer" and of favor
able Chimes reviews of objectionable movies 
are prompting an increasing number of our 
members to become reluctant to or to refuse 
to contribute further to the support of the 

(This Overture which was submitted to Classis Crand 
Rapids East and adopted by it in January, and which 
appears in the Agenda as Overture 9, was withdrawn 
by the Classis at its May meeting. Accordingly the 
Dutton Consistory which originally proposed it to the 
Classis now sends it on to Synod as its own overture.) 

The reporter for the Committee on Educational 
Matters, Rev. Tymen E. Hofman, read the following 
Observations and Recommendation: 

Obserootions: 

The overture of the Dutton Church seeks a very 
simplistic solution to what is a very complex and 
difficult matter. The affairs of Calvin College are 
governed by a Board of Trustees' elected by the 
churches, each classis delegating a minister as mem
ber of the Board. The Board of Trustees is responsible 
for the governing of Calvin College, subject to the 
approval of Synod. The task of government is laid 
upon the administration of Calvin College with the 
President of the College bearing the responsibili ty 
of carrying out the mandate of the Board of Trustees . 

THE 

OUTLOOK 
JOURNAL OF BJClI'ORIIlDD PELLOWSBtP. INC. 

fDlTORIAt BOARD - Peter De Jong, t OKlne,d GrlMflwey, John B. 
Hull' , Rein Lentme, John H. Pierame, Henry 
Venden Hawel. 

Se...d .n contribut iON 10 Ma...aglng edItor, John V.mt.r Ploeg, 
6n7 Adria ... $1., S. 1:. , G,.nd Rapids, Mich. "9508 

BOA.D OF TRUSTI!'ES - Thom .. V .... den Heuvel, presidenl ; Jerome 
Julien. secretary; leon.rd Kloet , treeture r and busines, managet ; 
Peler Wobbema. Jr. , ass'l .....:relary·I,euurer ; Leo...ard Greenway, John 
O. Hellinga, John 8. Hula! , William Kok, Rein L""l lma, Marvi ... Mull"r . 
John H. Pi .."ma, BerTon Seva ...,ma, Henry Vanden Hew.1. 

Thl. "",jodicol ;, owned ond publi.hed by Reformed f"llow.hip. Inc .. 
a ....Iioiou. and ,Irictly ..",.pronl pr~<>nizo!ion composed of 0 ~roup of 
Chri.!io" bel ieve" who hold Ip Ih.. Refo.med Foilh . II. p ...oose i. 10 ~iv.. 
.ho",,,r.ed np'e.. ion to Ihi. Foilh, to .limulole Ihe dOd,;",,1 . " " .il;yill... 
of !h(>:le who p,ofe.. Ih!. Foilh. 10 p<omote lhe spiriluol welfore ond 
ou,lty of lhe Chrisllon Rdormed Church (><lrticulorly o"d also of ot..... 
Re formed churches, and o. for o. pO$.ible '0 further lhe inlerest. of all 
Ch ristio" aetion and in.!itulion. of Reformed charocle .. 

The publishers of 11.1. iournol .xp.... , .... , adh.renc. to the CoMIIlrtlc 
c,eed, a. formulmed In I .... 8elgi( Canl.... lan. lhe I-c.ld.lberv Cot«t!!tll'l. 
Ihe Canon. of Ocrl, and the W...lmlruler COnl ..... ion and Colechlsm •. 

"'11 COIllflb",lans "i>fM4InI lhe Dena".,1 vi_. of , .... wrile" alld do not 
noaonorily reflecr , .... ""inlans of the ....mbe.. 01 bfe.med F.llowshlp. Inc. 

.....nd th" Ihre .. componie. blew II.. Irumpel •.. . and held lhe lorc.... 
in IMir I. fl hands. and tfte I""mpeto in lhei, ri~hl MM.. 000 lhey 
cried. The .word of Jehovah and of Gideon" (Judge. 7:20). 

Subst:oiplion Poll"", Sob.criP'ion price. $5,00 por yeor. $9_00 2: yean. Unle.. 
a donni ' .. reoves! lor discontinuonce is '''''ei~ed, II I. o ..umad Ihat , .... 
wb'Cfibe, wi .h~ Ihe oubscrlp!ion 10 eontin.,.. withoul lhe fOfmolily of a 
,enewal order ond he will be b illed lor ,e,,",wol. If you ho~e a ehonq. 
of odd,.,.. , 1'1"0'" notify t .... flu. in ... Oll'iee a. early a. possible' in order 
to avoid II." inco.w. nl.,,,,,, of delo~ dell""ry_ Include your Zip Code, 

EDITORIAL AND CI. CULATION OFFICU 
THe OUTLOOK 

4SS SlarT Slreel. S. E. 
G.ond Rppid •. Mlehfllan "9:506 

T..lephone 949.$4.21 

MoHing Add..... , P.O. flo" 7383 
Grond Rapids. Michigan ..9Sl0 

Second CI" ... postog .. (><lid ot G'ond Rapids. Mi(hi"on. 
Sob.",i",)"n pr ice, $5.00 per \'fiIr, $9.00 for two yeo... 
Gif, .ub,cription ., $3 . .50 por )"i><Ir. 
Publi,hed _Iv. 11_. pet ~r. 

July, 1971, Vol. XXI, No. 7 

Contents: 
,RESUME Of SYNOO 1971 

Leon.rd T. Sch. lkwy!. 
" INROADS OF SUBJECTIVISM"? NO •

Robert Hil"OOftd, 
REV. PETER OE lONG REPliES ............... 1) 

I:OITORIALS .......... , .............. ,, ' 0 
S)'ftod on Iibll(.1 Avthority 
A Biolotty T............ Christi . .. ....... 


John V...d•• ,toe, 
NEWS 	 ....... 12 


h . .. geli .... Conle....... - Y"glnle V.,.. Wy'" 
REFORMED THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY ....... 13 

Simon Kisumak. r 
lEnERS , .................. 1" 

Tak•• Issue with "Tiv Chvn h .nd 
Eu,. ... Rubingh 

....Iy - Shop..... V. Motttm. 
More on "li_hy.lIw"d. .. Sitv. 'ion" - tog.... B.a.tfon:I 
••ply - 0 ....... H. Stout....yer 
Co_ ..d. Artld.. i .. Mioy '- - P.... J. Sigyl 

BOOKS .. 	 .. 16 
The Bible, Netu,.1 SCIe" ce. . .... Evolvrion - .v....n w. MHt.oan 

Compete.. , 10 CounMI - hy I!. ""__ 

n.. Bible. N...... I Sc ience, .nd h olutiool - .......11 W. Me....... 

Biology: A Surch for Orde. i .. Cotnplexlty 


John N. Moore . nd Hltfold S. Stu.hfl 
WHAT ABOUT TONGUE SPEAKING? 


G....." H. StGumo.yer " 


http:949.$4.21


As such, the President and the Board of Tmstees 
arc responsible for the affairs of Calvin College. 

However, in the actual fu nctioning of the College, 
the Administration, the Faculty, and the student body 
all have duties and responsibilities, and all are in~ 
volved in the ordering of the day-to-day student 
activities of the College. The regulations governing 
"campus programs and entertainment and student 
publications" have been drawn up so as to involve 
student and faculty and administration participation 
in a responsible manner; those regulations are so 
formed as to attempt always to maintain significant 
student participation and responsible faculty-admin
istration supervision and are constantly subject to 
study revision and improvement. All significant reg
ulations governing student affairs are approved by 
the Board of Trustees; when experience Indicates 
that a change in regulation would bring forth more 
responsible student participation and administrative 
supervision, such change is made. Any suggestions or 
demand for policy change coming from the churches 
ought therefore to be submitted in good faith to 
the Board of Trustees. 

ConSidering the very sensitive rela tionsh ip be
tween students and administration in the college 
world today, it is indeed remarkable that the occur
rence of "objectionable episodes" has been so limited 
in comparison with colleges in general. 

Recommendation: 
That Synod does not accede to the overture of the 

Dutton Church. 

Grounds: 

1. 	 The "campus programs and entertainment and 
student publications" are not under the types 
of student control as a lleged by the overture. 
They are under the jurisdiction of faculty
student committees, working together as a unit, 
the actions of which can be subject to executive 
veto. Such an administrative arrangement 
ought not to be equated with "permissive 
poHcy." 

2. 	 Approval of the overture would, in essence, 

bring to an end a cooperative student-faculty 
approach to the management of student affairs 
and thus remove from the students the op
portunity to exercise and develop a responsible 
Christian maturity in the ordering of student 
activity. 

3. 	 The Board of Trustees has at its February and 
May meetings this year taken further steps to 
improve the guidelines governing studen t ac
tivities, including film presentation and student 
publications, thereby indicating its keen sen
sitivity to its responsibilities and to the good 
of the College, its students, and the Church it 
serves. 

This recom mendation with its grounds was 
adopted by Synod. 

Synodical Committee - Synod had before it a 
proposal to have a Synodical Committee for the 
coordination of the total denominational effort, to 
receive reports from the agencies of Synod, to be a 
consultant to these agencies, and to evaluate all bud
get requests. 

The creation of such a committee has been 
criticized as a "Super-Board," and as an ongoing 
trend to centralizati on. 

Objections to such a Synodical Committee as 
proposed had been received from The Back to Cod 
Hour Committee, the Board of Foreign Missions and 
the Fund for Needy Churches Committee. 

The rules for this Committee were somewhat re
vised by the Advisory Committee at Synod, but 
remained basically the same. 

This proposal was accepted by Synod. 
It was decided to put the proposed arrangement 

into effect for a period of five years, after which its 
effectiveness would be reviewed. 

Also accepted was a new job description for the 
office of the Stated Clerk of the denomination. 

Publication Committee - Growing centralization 
can be seen in the appointment of no less than three 
new full~time persons on the staff of the Publication 
Committee. 

As Theological Editor Rev. Andrew Kuyvenhoven 

ATTENTION, MEMBERS 

THE ANNUAL MEETING 

of 

REFORMED FELLOWSHIP, INC. 

is to be held, the lord willing, on 

September 24, 1971 

beginning at 9,30 A . M. 

at the 

Grandville Ave. Christian Reformed Church 

in Grand Rapids, Michigan 

of 	Wallaceburg, Ontario, was appointed. 
As Pedagogical Editor Robert Rozema, a teacher 

at one of the Christian High schools in Grand 
Rapids, was appointed. 

A Journalistic Editor is to be proposed for ap
pOintment at next year's Synod. 

Relations w ith the Gereformeerde Kerken in The 
Netherlands - Classis Eastern Canada presented the 
following overtures to Synod 1971: 

A. That Synod, through its Inter-Church Helations 
Committee, carefully test not only theological trends, 
b ut especially the official pronouncements and deci
sions of the Synods of the Gereformeerde Kerken 
with respect to the so-called "new theology," so that 
the Christian Reformed Church can come to a def
inite decision on whether or not to maintain our 
sister relationship with these churches. 

As the 6rst grounds for this proposal the following 



was stated: Our rules for church correspondence re
quire that we take heed mutually lest there be 
deviat ion from Reformed principles in doctrine, 
worship, and discipline (Acts 1970, p. 51). 

B. That Synod instruct its committee on inter
church relations to come with a full report of their 
findings to the Synod of 1972 and with definite advice 
whether or not a change in our relationship with the 
Gereformeerde Kerken is warranted. Among the 
grounds for this proposal are the following: 

1. There is a growing concern in our church about 
recent theological trends in our sister church in The 
Netherlands and about the effect of these trends on 
our relationship with these churches (Acts 1970, p. 
51). 

2. The "New Theology" is causing confusion also 
on this continent, and consistories should know where 
our denomination stands on this issue . 

Background - Synod of 1969 instructed the com
mittee on Inter-Church Relations to consider "whether 
any of the changes which have occurred in the 
Cereformeerde Kerken (Synodical ) would warrant a 
change in our relationship to these churches and to 
advise the next synod of its findings" (Acts 1969, p. 
53, V, B. 2). 

Synod of 1970 authorized the committee on Inter
Church Relations to "continue its inquiry into and 
evaluation of recent theological trends in our sister 
church in The Netherlands, and to advise the next 
synod whether or not such trends warrant a change in 
our relationship to these churches" (Acts 1970, p. 51, 
I , C, 1). In addition, a letter, in the spirit of a con
cerned sister church, was sent to the Cereformeerde 
Kerken (Acts 1970, p. 51, I , C 2 ). 

Thc Synod of Sneek in The Netherlands (Novem
ber, 1970) made several decisions in dealing with a 
report concerning the authority of Scripture and the 
authority of the confession. These sessions were at
tended by our fraternal delegate, Professor H enry 
Zwaanstra, who has reported to our Committee on 
Inter-Church Relations. In addition, the Synod of 
Sneek in a letter dated April 6, 1971, responded to 
the letter sent by our Synod 1970. 

Synod's Decisions - I. Synod decided to reiterate 
its instruction to the Committee on Inter-Church 
Helations to continue its inquiry into and evaluation 
of recent trends in our sister church in The Nether
lands and to advise whether or not such trends war
rant a change in our relat ionship to these churches. 

Grounds: 
a. The Committee could not ful fill its mandate in 

keeping with the decision of Synod 1970. 
b. There is a continuin g concern in our churches 

for the theological developments in a sister church. 
2. That Synod instruct the Com mittee on Inter

Church Relations to include in its inquiry the letter 
received from the Cereformeerde Kerken and offi cial 
pronouncements and decisions of the synods of the 
Gerefonneerde Kerken. 

Grounds: 
a. The letter of April 6, 1971 was received after 

submission of the committee's repolt to Synod and 

too late for proper analysis by the Committee. (This 
letter will be printed in full in the Acts of Synod.) 

b. Since official decisions have now been taken, 
these should be carefully scrutinized . 

3. That Synod instruct the Committee on Inter
Church Relations to submit its recommendations to 
the Synod of 1972. 

Ground: The issue is urgent and has affected the 
life and peace of the church. 

Birth Control Testimony - There was an overture 
at Synod to restudy the church's Birth Control 
Testimony of 1936. 

Synod of 1936 declared: "According to the teach
ing of H oly \Vri t marriage is a creation ordinance 
instituted by God with a twofold purpose: the loving 
companionship of husband and wife in a lifelong 
physico-spiritual union, and the begetting of children 
in and through this marital love life.... In the light 
of this twofold Scriptural principle there can be no 
doubt that it is the duty as well as the privilege of 
normally endowed married people to produce as large 
a number of children as is compatible with the 
physical, mental, and spiritual well-being of the wife 
and mother on the one hand and of the children on 
the other hand. 

"To be sure, the mother may at no time be sacri
ficed to the production of numerous progeny ... but 
it is equally true that her supreme glory as woman 
lies in motherhood. '. Disparaging remarks about 
large families as such should not be heard among 
Christian people." (Dr. Joel Nederhood of the Baek to 
Cod H our stressed this decision recently in a radio 
sermon.) 

It was argued in the overture that due to "over
popul ation and environmental deterioration" the 
church should change its attitude about the blessing 
of having children. 

It was pointed out that some even advocate State 
regulations on the limits of family size. 

Synod decide not to revise its statement on birth 
control. 

Youth Evangelism - On pages 128-139 of the 
Agenda for Synod 1971, one can find an interesting 
report by the Board of H ome Missions on Youth 
Evangelism. 

This report is disturbing, because a shift of em
phasis is seen in certain unexpected statements. 

Consider the following excerpts: "While the Bible 
speaks to the heart of every man, it is largely a book 
ab{}IJt aduIts. While it elicits repentance, faith and 
obedience from persons of all ages and life situations, 
it is more clear as to the specifics of this response 
for adults than it is for children." 

"The biblical dbctrine of the covenant was signif
icantly developed ... But now .. . " (Agenda 1971, 
p. 132). 

As to conversion we find this sentence: '"The goal 
of an evangelistic program is to make children and 
young people aware of God's redeeming love in Jesus 
Christ." Read also the remarks on "pre-evangelism" 
and "pre-conversion." 



Synod rejected the guidelines based on this report. 
This and other decisions made one delegate re

mark: "This was a rather conservative Synod." 

Television - Synod adopted the following Overturc 
of C lassis Sioux Center: Synod encourages our people 
to correspond with the major telcvision broadcasting 
corporations and their sponsors from a biblical and 
Reformed perspective, urging them to present cleaner 
and better programs and objecting to programs that 
are contrary to biblical emphasis. 

Ground: We believe that many programs on televi
sion contribute adversely to the attitudes and actions 
of children , young people, and adults and thus en
courage moral and spiritual decline. 

Ministers from other denominations - A lengthy 
discussion developed on the floor of Synod about 
the need for ministers from other denominations. 

This was occasioned by two matters before Synod: 
1. The admittance by Classis Hudson of Rev. 

Brent Averill as a candidate for the ministry. Rev. 
Averill was a minister of a Congregational Church. 

2. The other matter was the refusal by Synodical 
Examiners to admit Hev. Robert Eggcbeen to sllch 
candidacy at Classis Muskegon. 

Rev. Eggebeen is a minister of the Reformed 
Church in America. 

The question around which the discussion centered 
was: '¥hat is "the need" mentioned in the Church 
Order? 

Is it the desire of the minister who wants to leave 
his denomination? Or is it the need of a congregation 
for a certain pastor with special abilities? (It was 
said that Rev. Averill had a special gift to work with 
"sex- and drug-problems." ) Or is the need prescn t 
only when there are not enough ministers available? 

Synod decided: "That this means that there mllst 
be a very special need in the Christian Reformed 
Church that cannot read ily be met by ministers of 
our denomination." 

Thus the door that was opened wider in a previous 
decade, was put ajar aga in, in view of the many 
cand idates coming from our denominational seminary. 

Abortion - Synod appointed a committee to search 
out and set forth the Scriptural teaching relative to 
( induced) abortion. 

Grounds: 
a. Proposed alteration of various statc laws de

mands a consistent Christian approach in this area. 
b. Such a statement could give moral guida nce 

for our membership in this complex problem. 

Timothy-Lawndale - On the Timothy-Lawndale 
question some of the decisions taken are the fol 
lowing: 

1. Synod declares that Classis Chicago North has 
refused to comply fully with the decision of Synod 
and has not directly appealed these decisions. 

2. Synod urges Classis Chicago North to contin liC 
to insist lIpon a change of policy with respect to the 
admission of black covenant ch ildren to the Cicero 
facility of the Timothy Christian School Society. 

3. Synod admonishes Classis Chicago North with 
respect to its failure to address the Cicero civic and 
social community, reminding it of its obligation to 
obey the law of the land, specifically by not obstruct
ing compliance with the law, or allowing others to 
obstruct compliance with the law. 

4. Synod urges Classis Chicago North to instruct 
its negotiating committee to func tion in harmony 
with the above decisions and the deliverances of 
Synod. 

5. Synod urges the Lawndale consistory to meet 
with the negotiating committee of Classis and to 
aecept its share of the responsibilities necessary to 
bring this delicate problem to a successful conclusion. 

6. Synod encourages Class is Chicago North and 
its churches to continue to use the discipline of the 
Word to effect necessary changes in the situation. 

7. Synod instructs Classis Chicago North to fully 
inform the Synod of 1972 of what it has done to 
bring its policy and practices into harmony with these 
decisions and with the 1968 Declarations on Race. 

Korea - Rev. Kye Suk Hwang, General Secrctary 
of the Hapdong Presbyterian Church of Korea was 
present at Synod. 

The Christian Reformed World Relief Committee 
is working in cooperation with this church and givcs 
agricliitural and medical help. Rev. I'Twang stated 
that their church is a member of the Rcformed 
Ecumenical Synod, but is not a member of the World 
Council of Churches. Rev. Hwang spoke the Korean 
language. His address was translated by a Korean 
who has studied at Westminster Theological Seminary 
of the Orthodox Presbyterian Church. 

Mr. Van Ess, Executive Director of the CRWRC, 
spoke about the bleSSing he had received while visit
ing Korea. Calling this ~a real Maranatha Church" 
he said: VVbile the Lord tarries, let us work together 
showing the love of Christ in word and deed." 

Race Relations _ Synod decided to appoint a 
Comrrtittee on Race Relations, directly answerable to, 
and d irectly funded by, Synod. This committee re
places the Race Commission of the Home Missions 
Board. 

The new committee shall continue for a period of 
three years, at the end of which Synod shall determine 
its future. 

The com mittee will produce materials, plan con
ferences, serve as "agents of reconciliation" and "alert 
the church to existing racial problems." 

Closer Relations with the Orthodox Presbyterian 
Church - For twelve years the Committee for Closer 
Relations with the OPC has been functioning under 
the mandate "to increase its efforts ... that the way 
may be paved for possible eventual union." 

At the OPC General Asscmbly of 1967 the charge 
of liberalism in the Christian Reformed Church came 
to the fore. An entirely new OPC committee was 
formed, with the added mandate of investigating 
alleged liberalism in the CRe. 

Points of discussion have been such matters as 
the special creation of man, the CRC attitude toward 



the WCC, the question of particular atonement, bib
lical infallibility, and faithfulness in discipline. At the 
request of the OPC, the committee d iscussions will 
be continued for another year. 

Synod instructed its committee to report to the 
Synod of 1972 about progress in the discussions for 
union . 

Creeds - Classis Chatham requested Synod to 
declare that it is necessary and desirable to reexpress 
the faith of the church in a new confession which 
will replace the Belgic Confession, the Heidelberg 
Catechism, and the Canons of Dort as a statement 
of truth and as our standard of unity. 

An overture of Classis Alberta North proposed the 
elimination of the phrase "which will replace." Classi.~ 
Central California suggested: "in addition to." 

Synod decided the follOwing: 
1. Synod, recognizing that it is always desirable 

for the church to express its faith in contemporary 
ways, and recognizing that at times it becomes neces
sa ry for the church to augment its confession, appoints 
a committee to stud y: 

a. How the church can confess its fai th in con
temporary ways today. 

b. \-Vhether the churches consider it necessary to 
augment their confess ion at this time. 

c. In what areas the church desires to augment 
its confession. 

2. Synod reques ted this committee, on the basis 
of this study, to present recommendations to the 
Synod of 1972. 

Neo-Pentecostalism - Classis Sioux Center re
quested Synod "'to make a declaration on our church's 
position regarding the special gifts of the Holy Spirit 
( tongue-speaking, healing, prophecy, baptism of the 
Spirit, etc.) especially in the light of Neo-Pentecostal
ism as it is creeping into our denomination." 

Classis Chicago North requested Synod to "ap
pOint a committee to prcpare statements of counsel 
and interpretation regardi ng the gifts of the Holy 
Spirit." 

Synod decided to appoint a committee of seven 
mcmbers to study, in the light of the biblical teaching 
on the Holy Spirit, the doctri nes and practices as
sociated with that which is popularly called "Neo
Pentecostalism" and to explore the reasons for it s 
growing appeal in the Chri stian Reformed Church. 

Gro(tntis: 
a. There is much unrest and confusion concerning 

th is matter in our denomination. 
b. The creeds of the church are not explicit in 

reference to this subject. 
The committee was requested to submit its report 

to the Synod of 1972. 
Synod urges especially ministers and elders to 

give careful attention to the doctrines and practices 
of Neo-Pentecostalism in order to be ready to face 
responsibly the complete issues involved. 

Synod urges those with special competence on the 
subject of Neo-Pentecostalism to serve the church 
with published articles on the subject, evaluating the 
movement from the biblical perspective. 

The Stated Clerk will send a letter on these deci
sions to all consistories. 

Guidelines on Marriage - Classis Toronto pre
sented an overture requesting a study committee to 
draw up new guidelines on marriage and divorce and 
remarriage. This was grant ed, became the Toronto 
study is significantly different than the approach of 
the statement made by the Synod of 1956. The Study 
Committee will report, with recommendations. Gen
erally a study com mittee is given two years for its 
work. 

Biblical Authority - Synod of 1969 appointed a 
committee to study the nature and extent of biblical 
authority. This committee was to study the manner 
of interpreting Scripture, as presently employed by 
some contemporary Reformed scholars. The Gere
formeerde Kerken in The Netherlands and the Re
formed Ecumenical Synod had requested this study. 

On page 268 of the Agenda for Synod 1971 we 
read that in 1970 Synod referred to this committee 
the documents concerning Dr. \Villis De Boer's inter
pretation of the first chapters of Genesis as objected 
to by the Central Avenue consistory of Holland, 
Michigan. 

Synod 1971 now considered this report. The dis
cussion focused mainly on the "pastoral advice" (pp. 
296-303) and on page 294 and 295 of the report. 

On these two pages two approaches to Genesis I 
II are mentioned. 

The report stated on page 269: "The Gereformeer
de Kerken and the other member churches of the 
Reformed Ecumenical Synod have a basic commit
ment to the inspiration and authority of the Scripture 
as an absolute and infallible rule for faith and life." 

Now we give some excerpts from pages 294 and 
295, some of which is in italics. This italics is ours, 
to indicate key sentences. 

On page 293/4 we read about Genesis 1-11 that 
the confessional statements "affirm that these chapters 
are historical, but they do not resolve questions con
cerning the kind of historical reporting contained in 
them." 

"'Must these chapters be interpreted literally, thus 
implying that they arc for the most part literal de
scriptions of past events?" 

" an affirmation of basic historicity does not 
necessarily commit one /0 tile view that the narrative 
is It literal description of an event." 

'There arc in the Reformed com munity several 
approaches to this question , each having numerolls 
adherents who themselves d isagree with one another 
concerning specific questions." 

"Although granting the essential historicity of 
these clUipters, one point of view argues tlUlt they 
[Genesis 1-11] should not be interpreted as a literal 
description of events." 

"Scientific evidence i.s only the occasion for re
examining the kind of historical reporting contained 
in these chapters." 

"We know that revelation is given in words, COn

cepts and symbols known and used by the rt..>cipients 
of that revelation. TIlliS in these early chnpters C od 



makes use of such words, concepts and symbols in 
revealing to Abrahnm or to Moses this earll] history." 

"Within this view it is possible to suggest, for 
example, that although Genesis 3 communicates an 
event, i.e., the fall of f1Uln at the beginning of human 
histon}, it does so making use of concepts or srpnbols 
fam iliar to Abraham and to the world of that time. 
This position therefore makes a distinction between 
the event being reported and the form in which that 
report comes to us." 

"The other pOint of view is nwre closely related 
to the traditional interpretation of these clwpters." 

"... basically it argues that these chapters as 
histOrical records are not essentially different from 
the rest of Genesis." 

"This view comes much closer to interpreting 
these chapters as literal descriptions of events." 

Then the report continues: 
"We have not given all of the arguments for either 

of these pos itions, since it is 1Iot our purpose to iudge 
the correctness of eitller.'" 

"Both positions preserve the irUent of the confes
sional statements, both function on the basis of prin
ciples considered acceptable in the interpretation of 
Scripture." 

Thus, if this report would be accepted, it would 
give freedom to interpret certain Paradise situations 
in a non-literal way - for instance, that the snake 
was not a real snake or that we can take God's making 
of the coats of skin or the breathing into Adam's 
nostrils as symbolic. 

A long discussion developed on the Boor of Synod. 
Everyone sensed thc importance of the hour. 

Finally it was decided not to take a decision about 
the report at this Synod in accepting or rejecting, but 
to refer the report and its recommendations to the 
churches for study and reactions. 

The study committee was continued, so as to be 
able to receive the comments from the churches. 

The com mittee was asked to evaluate these re
actions, and structure the discussion as it deems best, 
with a view to presenting a report in 1972. 

Synod will make this Report 1971 available to the 
churches in booklet form. 

Society Control of Calvin College - There was an 
overture from the Niekerk Christian Reformed 
Church, Holland, Michigan (and a few other over
tures), requesting that Calvin College be not owned 
and operated by the church as an Institute, but by 
an association of believers. 

Synod decided not to accede to this request. 
Two of the grounds listed, are: "No synod has 

ever asserted that maintaining a college is part of the 
primary task of the church, but synods have held that 
the church may exercise this right for the welfare 
of the church and the Kingdom, which right it exer
cises in a number of enterprises." 

"Synod has defi ned very explicitly the conditions 
that must exist before the church may cease to own 
and ope rate Calvin College (sec Acts of Synod 1957, 
p. 49 ). These conditions do not in any way prevail 
today." 

"INROADS OF 

SUBJECTIVISM"? 

NO 

In the January 1971 issue of Outlook, Rev. Peter 
De Jong wrote an article entitled, The Inroads of 
Sub;ectivism. In this article Rev. De Jong accuses 
De Craaff, Schrotenboer, and others who are vitali}' 
connected with the AACS [Association for the Ad
vancement of Christian Scholarship] of subjectivism. 
Rev. De Jong correctly defines a subjectivist as one 
who "'makes the starting point in his thought and life 
not the Word of God and its authority but ... one's 
self and his own experience." If subjectivism were ' 
making inroads among those who are seeking to give 
Christian direction in our troubled times, there cer
tai nl}' would be cause for alarm. I think, however, 
that the article of Rev. De Jong gives reason for all 
those who love the Chri stian Reformed Church to be 
truJy alanned . Not because Seerveld, De Gma£f, and 
others arc subjectivists ( they are not ) but because 
they are bei ng fundamentally misunderstooJ by min
isters in the Christian Reformed Church. 

Rev. De Jong feels that in DeGraaffs writings he 
can detect subjectivism at work. One immediately 
suspects that there must be a misunderstanding here 
if one realizes that De Craall follows in the line of 
thought of Calvin, Kuyper, and Dooyeweerd. The 
philosophy of Dooyeweerd is known as the philos
ophy of the Law Idea. The very name of this philos
ophy means that all of creation is sub;ect to the Law
Word of God. Let us look for a moment at what 
Dooyewecrd says. 

According to Dooyeweerd the key of knowledge 
is tho central meaning of the creation, fall, and re
demption in Jesus Christ. True knowledge of God 
and true self-knowledge are dependent on neither 
philosophy nor theology.' True knowledge of God 
and self arc the presuppositions of biblical theology 
and philosophy. Theology is not sacred while philos
ophy is secular. In fact, theology as a science is de
pendent on philosophy. 1beology in its scientific 
sense is dependent on certain philosophical funda
mentals which are dependent on the "central religious 
motive" of thought. According to Dooyeweerd : 
"Christi an philosophy does not have the task and 
competence to go into the dogmatic and exegetical 
problems of theology except insofar as the philo
sophical and central religious fundamentals of theol
ogy as a theoretical science are at issue.'" 



Man is dependent on neither philosophy nor 
theology for his salvation. If we understand this we 
begin to see why De GraafI makes the statements 
that he does. W hen Dc GraaG says that the Scrip
tures do not contain any "rational, general theological 
statements about Cod and his crcation,"a he is attack
ing the view that Scripture contains theological
scientifi c truth . The Bible docs not contain any 
logical-scientiflc statements (propositions) about God 
from which we can deduce truths. Bather, the Scrip
turcs speak d irectly to the heart of man demanding 
his total allegiance. 

De CraaH also attacks a misuse of Scriprure that 
he calls moralizing. The Bible, he says, does not 
contain any moral Jessons. It docs not teach human 
virtues as such. Rev. De Jong cannot understand why 
De GraaH says that it is plain falsehood to moralize 
the story of Joseph as meaning that "industriousness 
and honesty are the surest way to succeed...• Accord
ing to De Jong this moralizing view is inadequate but 
surely not false. Rev. De Jong seems to be saying, 
why not read this passage and from it teach our 
children that honesty and industriousness are good?" 
De GraaH says because the point of the story is that, 
"The Lord was with Joseph," not that Joseph was 
good, pious, and with the Lord. Oe Graaff says; 

in 	 that impossible situation when all seemed 
lost, God was present, revealing his faithfulness, 
busily work ing on the coming of his kingdom. 
If we so listen to this story, we hear the amaze
ment and the surprise in this exclamation : "Yah
weh was with Joseph l" not as a foregone (.'On
clusion, but as a proclamation. And that good 
news can build our faith today and give us hope 
for tomorrow.& 

The story of Joseph is not a story abou t a pious, in
dustrious man bu t about Cod keeping Covenant with 
his people. To focus on the virtues of Joseph is to 
miss the thrust of the story. 

After cri ticizing De Graaff's view that Scripture 
does not contain propositional truth, Rev. De Jong 
sh ifts to the concl usion of D e CraaWs The Educatiorwl 
Ministry of th€ Church. In his conclusion Dr. De 
Craaff tried to give some perspective on theology. 
Abraham Kuyper tried to derive every theological 
discipline from Scriph lre. D e Graaff criticizes the 
view that theology should be solely derived from 
Scriphlre. He here refers to J. M. Spier's articles in 
the Phil. Ref. in 1950 and 1951. The theologian can
not limit h imself exclusively to SCriphlre because the 
Word-Revelat ion cannot be separated from the rev
elation of creation. They are not two separate 
sources of revelation but are one. Scripture does 
reveal to liS, as De GraafI says, "the norm for our 
fa ith, it proclaims to Whom we oug ht to direct our
selves in our believing, and it tells liS how man has 
responded to this revelation.'" This is not, however, 
a theoretical or scienti llc account of these norms. Dc 
Craaff looks to Christian philosophy for a th€oretical 
account of the law-structure of creation . 

At this paint it might bc good to remind ourselves 
again that theology is not sacred and philosophy sec
ular. A Christian theology, accord ing to D ooyeweerd, 
cannot be had without certain Christian philosophical 

assumptions. Rev. De Jong criticizes De Craaff here 
for appealing to creational ordinances discovered by 
the "superior light" of D ooyeweerd's philosophy. 
Rev. De Jong seemingly wants to drive a wedge be
tween the Word-Revela tion and the revelation of 
creation. F rom Scripture itself we know that Cod 
does not reveal himself solely in the Bible. We all 
confess th is in Article 2 of the Belgic Confession. Dr. 
De Craaff and others of the AACS are not trying to 
"attack" Scripture but are t rying to wake Christians 
up so they will allow their whole lives to be led by 
the Word of Cod . 

llo BERT H ILLEGONDS 

South Holland, Illinois 

1, 2. Dooyeweerd, Hennan. Tn the Twilight of Western 
Thovght. The Craig Press. Nutley, New Jersey, 1965. p. 
120, 148. 

3, 4, 5. Dc Cranff and Seerveld. Understcmding the Scrip
tures. p. 2jf 24. 

6. 	 De GraR , Arnold. The Educational Ministrv ()( tile 
Church. -n le Craig Press, 1968. p. 156. 

REV. PETER DE JONG REPLIES 
I appreciate Mr. Hillegonds' effort to clear lip 

what he believes is my "misunderstanding" of the 
view of some of the AACS leaders. I wish that char
acterizing their view especially of the Bible as a kind 
of subjectivism were a misunderstanding. Mr. H ille
gonds' explanation, however, instead of removing the 
criticism reinforces it. H is explanation is just another 
demonstration of the way the "philosophy of the Law 
Idea" is thrust in between us and the Bible. 

The intricacies of the argument as he summarizes 
it are interesting. While "true knowledge of God and 
true self-knowledge" are said to be "dependent on 
neither philosophy nor theology," the "key of knowl
edge" is said to be the "central meaning of the crea
tion, fa ll, and redemption in Jesus Christ," which 
Dooyeweerd makes the basic idea of his philosophy. 
"Theology as a science is depe ndent on philosoph y." 
And this "Christian philosophy does not have the task 
and competence to go into the dogmatic and exege
tical problems of theology except insofar as the 
philosophical and central religious fundamentals of 
theology as a theoretical science arc at issue." 

In other words, this philosophy, which is admit
ted ly not generally competent to study and explain 
(exegete) the Scriptures carefully must be made the 
basis of Christian theologyl See how careful syste
matic study of the Scriptures is shoved into the back
ground with such a construction? And this is not 
mere theory. This is exactly what is wrong with 
what these writers too often are doing in practice. 
And if one points it out he is apt to be brushed alI as 
a "biblicist" or "Fundamentalist." 

On the basis of idoliZing this philosophy, De 
Craaff makes the same claim as the modern ex
istentialists or Barthians that the Scriptures do not 
contain a ny "rational, general theological statements 
about Cod and h is creation ." Dr. Machen in his Whnt 
is Faith? (p . 47, 48) answered the attack of the lib
erals of his time against "propositional truth" by 
citing Hebrews 11:6: "he that cometh to Cod must 
believe that he is, and that he is a rewarder of them 



that diligently seek him.'" As Dr. Machen points out: 
"faith is here declared to involve acceptance of a 
proposition." "The words, 'Cod is,' or 'Cod exists' ... 
constitute a proposition; yet they are here placed as 
nece~sary to th.at :upposedly non-intellectual thing 
that IS called faith. Confidence in a person is more 
than intellectual assent to a series of propositions 
a.b?ut the person, but it always involves those propo
sItions and becomes impossible the moment they are 
dcnied." "One cannot trust a God whom one holds 
with the mind to be ... non-existent. .. . " 

If the AACS men only say that the Bible is much 
more than a collection of propositions and that our 
faith must be far more than assent to propositions we 
heartily agree; when they, however, deny that the 
Bible teaches any propositions which must be be
lieved, we must regretfully but insistently pOint out 
that they are contradicting the Scriptures; and, 
whether they intend this or not, they are supporting 
the current existentialist attack on the Christian fai th 
as the Scriptures teach it. 

The, same principle applies to the moral teachings 
of God s Word. If Dr. De Graaff and his defenders 
merely want to say that to see the story of Joseph as 
~mbodying the lesson that industry will be rewarded 
IS to do much less than justice to what the Word of 
Cod is teaching, we heartily agree. If, however, they 
say that it tells liS nothing about how Cod's people 
arc to face temptation and affli ction as far as their 
behavior is concerned, we must just as heartily dis
agree. Just because "the Lord was with Joscph" he 
was enabled to stand up against the demoralizing 
atmosphere of Egypt as one "diligent in his business" 
and to face temptation with the answer, "How can J 
do this great wickedness, and sin against Cod?" To 
~ail to see this in the story is to miss something very 
unportant in it and to do less than justice to the way 
in which Cod's grace operates within as well as to
wards his people. The philosophical approach to the 
story which singles out one dominating thought in it 
and then dismisses everything else is a good example 
of the wayan idolized philosophical idea can blind 
one to the riches of God's Word. 

I recognize, of cou rse, that we must take account 
of Cod's revelation in creation as well as in Scripture, 
but the critical question is which of these two we 
follow as our authoritative guide. The Lord and His 
prophets and apostles tcach us to receive the Scrip
tures as such a· guide, and doing this has been 
ch.aracteristic of cvangelical Christianity. The cre
ation was to be understood in the light of the Scrip
tures. When one turns th is around and makes 
creation, or really one's philosophical reflections on 
the creation, the rea l authority by which Scriptures 
are to be "interpreted" or criticized, it becomes in
creasingly plain that the Scriptures are really being 
set as ide in the in terest of men's opinions. 

The results of such downgrading of the Scriptures 
must be disastrolls for the Christian church and its 
faith. Let us pray that the Lord may help us all see 
that danger and save us from it. 

(REv.) P ET ER DE JONG 
Dutton, Michigan 

EDITORIALS 


SYNOD ON BIBLICAL AUTHORITY _ 

and now what? 

JOHN VANDER PLOEG 

That the high regard of a bygone day for the 
authority of Scripture is on skids in our time, es
pecially in educated circles, should be painfully ob
vious to anyone who has his ear to the ground. Take 
note, for example, of the follOWing taken from Chris. 
tian News, June 21, 1971: 

"A poll taken by Nationn! Review on tw"elvc rep
resentative American Campuses (Sarah Lawrence 
College, Williams College, Yale University, Marquettc 
University, Boston University, Indiana University, The 
University of South Carolina, Howard University, 
Reed College, Davidson College, Brandeis University, 
and Stanford Univcrsity ) during the 1969-70 academic 
year reveals a sharp decline in religious orthodoxy. 
Results of the poll were published in the June IS, 
1971 Natiotw! Review. 

"National Review said; 
"Asked their conceptions of the Deitl, only 17% 

of our students took the position that Cod is omnis
cient, omnipotent, three-personed, and maintains 'an 
active concern for human affairs.''' 

"Of those professing 'some form of Christianity,' 
only 20% said they believed in the 'li teral truth of 
the Apostles' Creed'; 28% in the 1iteral truth of the 
Gospel account of J eSliS' resurrection: and 28% in the 
'idea of Cod becoming flesh.' ... 

"The practical applications of belief are similarly 
latitudinarian: At only two colleges do more than half 
the believers in Cod disapprove of anything because 
of their reli gious beliefs ( Marquette and South Caro
lina... .r 

That the repercussions of this appalling and 
widespread disregard for the authority of the Bible 
should be felt also in Rcfonned circles ought not be 
unexpCcted. This is an evil from which none can be 
isolated but over against which Scriptural insulation 
is desperately needed. It is not at all surprising 
therefore that this year's Synod of the Christian Re
fonned Church was directly confronted with the 
crucial issue of the nature and the extent of the 
authority of the Bible. 

Whillt Synod did - We could wish that it might be 
reported tha t the recent Synod of the Christian Re
formed Church had gone on record with a ringing, 
forthright aHirmation of the historicity of the opening 



chapters of Genesis and an overdue denunciation of 
the efforts of those who persist in chipping away at 
the authority of the whole Bible as the inerrant Word 
of Cod. H owever, instead of having a showdown on 
this crucial issue at this time, Synod resorted to post
ponement. Motivation for this action may have been 
the fear of division, uncertainty about the issue, a 
desire to evade a most difficult responsibility, or the 
hope that further consideration and discussion may, 
with the Lord's sorely needed guidance, hopefully 
lead to greatcr clarity and a meeting of the minds 
now at variance on the matter. 

Our last month's editorial dealt at some length 
with the 37-page Report 36 on 'The Nature and Ex
tent of Biblical Authority," found in the Agenda on 
pages 268-304. Concerning this report, the editorial 
said, among other things, the following: 

"The adoption of the recommendations of this 
report will leave us with a set of conclusions about 
the authority of Scripture but with nothing concrete 
being recommended to implement or to apply these 
conclusions with respect to specific persons and their 
teachings .... 

"'Nhen Scripture is under attack, the situation is 
urgent; and a report that does not hesitate to be 
concrete about personal views expressed is sorely 
needed.... 

"There is at least an apparent ambiguity in Report 
36 that could lead to more compromise in the church 
rather than clear-cut, forthright and unified convic
tions. It is for this reason that both sides in the 
dispute about the opening chapters of Genesis may 
think they can 6nd cover under the umbrella of this 
report. There is nothing we need less as we face this 
crucial issue than a both-and instead of an either-or 
position... 

'lt is our fervent hope and prayer that every dele
gate to Synod may take a long, hard look at this 
inclusive or both-and position and really count the 
cost before he becomes responsible for its adoption!" 

That the majority of the delegates to Synod did 
give Report 36 agonizing consideration became ob
vious in the discussion and debate as well as in the 
final decision. Although Synod's advisory comm ittee 
was unanimous in recommending favorab le action on 
this report, we are indeed grateful to report that 
their advice did not prevail. Instead, after prolonged 
discussion, the officers of Synod made the following 
proposal that was adopted: 1) To recommit the report 
to the study committee for its further consideration. 
2) To submit the report to the churches to get their 
reactions. 3) To submit the report also to the RefOImed 
Ecumenical Synod to get its reactions. 4) To have 
the shldy committee take these reactions and the 
discussion at Synod into consideration and then re
port again to Synod. 

In view of the fact that the Reformed Ecumenical 
Synod will not meet until August 1972, it probably 
will take another two years before a further report 
can be expected . It is regrettable indeed if, now for 
another two years, this crucial issue must remain un
resolved and our positi on one that will probably be 
regarded as open-ended , 

And now what'? - As matters stand now Synod 
has instructed its committee to solicit the reactions of 
the churches to this report on the nature and the 
extent of the authority of the Bible - and that means 
you and me. Right now, it's up to us! 

Disturbing conditions in the church are often like 
the weather, of which some wit has said that every
body talks about it but nobody does anything about 
it. Well, we could not change the weather even if 
we tried, but that is not necessarily true about con
ditions in the church. At least, we now have a 
definite opportunity to try. Unless we speak up now, 
we forfeit our opportunity to do so later. 

Let no one make the mistake of thinking that this 
matter is the responsibility only of the ministers and 
professors, and that the rest of us are nobodies. Even 
the humblest among us are prophets, priests, and 
kings - and , as such, not only privileged but also 
obligated to let our voice be heard. 

While I was at Synod to hear the debate on this 
Report 36 (and I heard most of it) not one of our 
professors present had one word to say in opposition. 
Professors A. Bandstra, D . Holwerda, F. Klooster, M. 
Woudstra, and G. Spykman are members of the com
mittee who signed this report. Dr. B. Van Elderen, 
as faculty advisor to Synod's advisory committee on 
this matter, spoke in its defense. These are the men 
who arc teaching our youth and future ministers 
which means that the church can ill afford the delay 
in resolving this crucial issue. There is a dire need 
for knowing just where we stand. 

Those who spoke up and prevented the adoption 
of Report 36 at this time were elders and ministers to 
whom we would like to pay personal tribute here but 
refrain from doing so lest we would mention only 
some and forget others equally deserving. Although 
no one knows just who voted how, it seems safe to 
assume that the elders played a decisive role in 
Synod's decision not to take favorable action on 
Report 36. May our consistories and the whole rank 
and file of our membership now become increasingly 
conscious of their responsibility for the future of our 
church and also increasingly active and vocal to do 
their part in holding fast that which we have, even 
as Christ commands His church to do. 

Consistories would now do well to devote a special 
meeting to a discussion of Report 36 on "The Nature 
and Extent of Biblical Authority," to be found in the 
Agenda on pages 268-304. Especially the elders have 
been charged "to maintain the purity of the Word," 
a duty that devolves upon them not only with respect 
to the local congregation but this extends also to the 
denomination of which we are a part. 

It is gratifying to learn from a minister who spoke 
forcefully at Synod in opposition to Report 36 about 
the elders who came to him later to thank and com
mend him for what he said . However, it was not en
couraging to this minister delegate that he heard so 
little from his fellow ministers along this line. 

Elders and deacons would probably find that such 
a special meeting could be one of the most instructive 
and profitable they ever attended. But to make it 



so, every member should prepare himself by reading 
and rereading this Report 36 so as to be able to 
discuss it intelligently. Then, if some consensus could 
be reached, a committee could be appointed to 
formulate a document for later approval to be sent 
to Synod's study committee as the consistory's reac
tion. 

No doubt, an announcement will be forthcoming 
as to where such reactions are to be sent. H not, then 
address such reactions to the reporter for the study 
committee. Dr. Gordon J. Spykman, 1715 Griggs, S.E., 
Grand Rapids, Michigan 49506. 

Not only consistories, bu t also others who are 
concerned shou ld send their carefully prepared reac
tions to the study committee. Silence on the part of 
those concerned wiU mean that they will have no one 
but themselves to blame if the denomination takes 
the wrong tu rn in this important matter of the author
ity of Scripture. 

It has been said that this was '"a conservative 
Synod." Let's be grateful for whatever evidence 
there was that this may have been so. However, con
servatives must realize that merely delaying certain 
actions proposed (or preventing the appointment of 
certain persons to teach at Calvin) is Dot the kind of 
achievement or victory that is adequate to do the 
job. Merely to gain time is DO substitute for positively 
conservative decisions and appointments if confidence 
is to be restored in the future of "onze school" and 
our denomination so dependent on the favor and 
blessings of the God of truth. 

A BIOLOGY TEXTBOOK FOR 
CHRISTIAN SCHOOLS 

JOHN VANDER PLOEG 

E lsewhere in th is issue the reader will find an 
extensive and obviously expert review by Dr. Aaldert 
Mennega of an exciting and most welcome publica
tion, Biology. A Search for Order in Complexity , 
"designed for use as a textbook for high school 
biolo!,,),." This wcll-written and discerning review is 
dennitcly deserving of the special attention of our 
educators, Christian school board members, and of 
all pare nts of high school chi ldren exposed to the 
widespread teachin g of evolution. 

In the Preface, Dr. Henry M. Morris, President of 
the Creation Rcsearch Society whose Textbook Com
mittee prepa red this volume, has the following to say 
about it: 

"Evcry effort has been exerted to make it both 
readable and teachable, as well as factually accurate 
and comprehensive. Evidences fo r cvolution as a 
theory of origins are accurately presented and con
sidered . At the same time, it is explicit throughout 
the text that thc most reasonable explanation for the 
actual facts of biology as they are known scientifically 
is that of Biblica l creationism. 

"We hope this approach will commend itself first 
of all to the many private schools seeking to maintain 
an educational philosophy and methodology consistent 
wi th traditional Christian perspectives. We trust it 
will also be of interest to public school systems desir

ing to develop a genuine scientific attitude in their 
students, rather than an artificially-induced evolu
tionary world-view" (p. XX). 

May "God the Father, Almighty, Maker of heaven 
and earth," be pleased to grant that this textbook, so 
definitely committed to the creationist position, may 
be an answer to the prayers of those deeply con
cerned about the inroads the God-dishonoring and 
soul-destroying theory of evolution is making in our 
time. 

Biology, a Search for Order in Complexity, is pub
lished by Zondervan Publishing House, Grand Rapids. 
Michigan. Price is $7.95. The book is profusely il
lustrated and numbers 548 pages. It is certainly to be 
hoped that those in charge will give this book the 
most carefu l consideration for usc in our Christian 
high schools. Parents of high-school children will do 
well if they provide their sons and daughters as well 
as themselves with this book to counteract the teach
ing and influence of evolution so prevalent in our 
time. 

NEWS 

EVANGELISM CONFERENCE 
VIRGINIA VAN WYHE 

A spirit of joyous fe llowship and serious purpose 
marked the 45th annual Evangelism Conference of 
the Christian Reformed Churches held the second 
week in May in Green Lake, Wisconsin. 

Bible study sessions were conducted each morning 
by Dr. P. Y. De Jong, pastor of the First Christian 
Reformed Church of Sioux Center, Iowa, who spoke 
on the book of Jude. • 

Daily workshops were conducted by Albert Byt
work, Evangelist Pastor of Charlotte, Mich. , l'eter 
Vanderkamp, Evangelist Pastor of Saugatuck, Mich ., 
and Henry Boehm, Evangelist Pastor of Marion, 
Mich. 

Kenneth Navis, Evangelist Pastor of Wyom ing, 
Mich., addressed a mass meeting on the subject; 
"Missionary or Mission Field." 

Rev. G. H. Stoutmeyer, pastor of the Christian 
Hefonned Church of E lmhurst, Ill., was the speaker 
at the closing banquet. His theme was "Evangelism 
Sideline or L ifeline." 

Many of our Christian Reformed people are not 
aware that the annual Evangelism Conference is not 
(or members of any organization, or onl y for those 
working full -time in evangelism, but rather for any
one interested in witnessing for Christ. Each of us is 
- or should be - an evangelist. The inspiration to be 
gained from such a period of study and prayer 
would be invaluable for anyone interested in the 
work of the Kingdom. 

Each year attendance at the conference grows. 
Thi s year there were abou t 125 registered. and many 
more attended one or more of the sessions as day 
guests. Next ycar, the Lord willing, perhaps even 
more will hear of the conference, through the ex
perience of others, and be able to benent from the 
insight gained through attending. 



REFORMED THEOLOGICAL 

SEMINARY 


SIMON KISTEMAKER 

Dr. Simon Kistemaker was bom in The 
Netherwruls, came to Canada in 1948, graduated 
from Calvin College in 1954 and from Calvin 
Seminary in 1957. After one year of teaching 
Classical Languages at Calvin College, he went 
to tile Free University of Amsterdam where he 
received the 'fh.D. degree in the area of the 
New Testament in 1961. He served the Chris
tian Reformed Church of Vernon, B.C., as a 
home missionary until 1963, and since then Jws 
been Professor of Bible at Dordt College in 
Sioux Center, Iowa. He recently accepted an 
appointment to Reformed Theological Seminary 
as Associate Professor of New Testament The
ology. The Bethel Christian Reformed Church 
of Sioux Center as his calling church is loaning 
him to the seminary. 

The prayer of righteous men has a powerful effect. 
This slightly paraphrased verse taken from the letter 
of James has added meaning for many people who 
have prayed for a theological seminary of Reformed 
persuasion . In the summer of 1963, a number of 
Christians belonging to the Presbyterian Church in 
the United States came together for prayer. They 
prayed earnestly that Cod would open the way to 
institute a theological seminary thoroughly committed 
to the Reformed faith. They did not expect at that 
time that the Lord would answer their prayer im
mediately and fully. 

The seminary opened its doors in September 1966 
with five professors and seventeen students. Four 
years later eighty-four students enrolled and the 
faculty had increased to eight professors. All indica
tions are that the enrollment will increase; for that 
reason the Board of Trustees of Reformed Theolog
ical Seminary has appointed still more professors so 
that by next September the faculty will consist of 
eleven members. Prayer has a powerful effect. 

History - A prayer group formed the begi nn ing 
of Reformed Theological Seminary. When this prayer 
group met during the summer of 1963, the members 
decided to appoin t two committees. One committee 
was charged to look into the possibility of establish
ing a theological seminary; the other was given the 
task of laying tbe groundwork for a Bible institute. 

The Bible-inst itute committee put faith into prac
tice by drafti ng a charter of incorporation. This 
charter was approved by the State of Mississippi on 
April 13, 1964. Under this charter the Reformed 
Theological Institute was opened - classes were 
taught and courses were conducted in several places. 
Within a year, the committee now known as the 
Board of Trustees became aware of the rapid ex
pansion. Again they acted in fa ith. They changed 
the name of the institute to Reformed Theological 
Seminary. 

The doors of this seminary were opened on Sep

tember 6, 1966 when the first convocation was held. 
Students taking the regular seminary curriculum are 
able to graduate after three years with a Bachelor 
of Divinity degree. And since June 1970, Reformed 
Theological Seminary is on the candidate list to be a 
fully-accredited, degree-granting institution. 

The seminary is located in the southwestern part 
of the city of Jackson, Mississippi. That means, the 
seminary is geographically remote from theological 
schools true to the Refonned faith. Thus it fiUs a 
pressing need in serving churches desiring the Re
formed interpretation of the Scriptures. During their 
seminary training students fill the pulpits of vacant 
churches in the vicinity of Jackson. And upon grad
uation they accept calls to serve such vacant con
gregations. In the last two years, graduates of Re
formed Theological Seminary have accepted calls in 
nine states, ten presbyteries, and other fields. 

Purpose - Though the founders of Reformed 
Theological Seminary belong to the Presbyterian 
Church in the United States (Southern), the seminary 
is independent. That is, students from other denom
inations may apply for admission and receive min
isterial training which is truly Reformed. As an 
independent seminary, the school has been founded 
with a specific purpose, and this purpose is stated in 
its perpetual charter. It reads as follows: 

To establish , control and develop an institute 
of theological studies established upon the au
thority of the Word of Cod standing written 
in the sixty-six books of the Holy Bible, all 
therein being verbally inspired by Almighty Cod 
and therefore without error, and committed to 
the Reformed Faith as set forth in the West
minster Confession of Faith and the Larger and 
Shorter Catechisms as originally adopted by the 
Presbyterian Church in the United States. 

That statement of purpose is the basis on which 
the seminary is built; the framework of the seminary 
is to t rain ministers in the Reformed faith. As is 
evident from the brief history of the seminary, the 
work of training ministers proceeds positively and 
constructively. The reason for this is the convictions 
to which the seminary is committed. Set forth with 
clarity, these convictions pertain to the inerrancy of 
the Bible, Reformed Theology of the Westminster 
Standards, the Biblical form of church government, 
and the Evangelical mission of the church. For ex
ample, the seminary's view on Scripture and Confes
sional Standards is formulated in these words: 

Believing the Bible to be the "Word of Cod, the 
OTlly infallible rule of faith and practice," the 
Heformed Theological Seminary rejects vigor
ously any usurpation of Biblical authority, com
ing either in the form of church tradition or in 
the form of current decisions of church courts. 
The Reformed Theological Seminary asserts the 
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priority of Scripture alone over the life of the 
Church. We, therefore, believe that a "loyal and 
reverent approach to the study of the Bible rec
ognizes and affinns its plenary, verbal inspira
tion and its absolute inerrancy as the divinely 
revealed and authoritative Word of Cod. 
The Reformed Theological Seminary does not 
regard the subject matter of theology to be 
primarily philosophical or historical but Bib
lical. Both the form and content of theological 
studies should reflect faith fu lly the perspective 
of Scripture itself. The Reformed Theological 
Seminary regards the sovereignty of God as a 
central tenet of Biblical faith, along with the 
related doctrines of absolute predestination and 
unconditional election. Strict creedal subscrip
tion to the whole Reformed faith is the position 
of this Seminary. 

Maintaining an institution of academic excellence, 

the Board of Trustees and the faculty are striving for 
the dynamic union of the doctrinal strength of the 
Reformed faith with the warmth of evangelistic pas
sion. The members of the Board of Trustces and 
faculty of Reformed Theological Seminary have the 
express desire to contribute constructively to the life 
and work of the Church of Jesus Christ. 

Conclusion - Because Reformed Theological Sem
inary has been founded as an independent academic 
institution, no ecclesiastical denomination can exer
cise control. Members of the Board of Trustees, min
isterial advisors, faculty members, and students of the 
seminary belong to various Presbyterian and Re
formed denominations. Thus Reformed Theological 
Seminary seeks to serve all branches of evangelical 
Christianity, but especially churches of the Presbyte
rian and Reformed family. 

TAKES ISSUE WITH ''TIV CHURCH 

AND WHITE PATERNALISM" 


ARTICLE 


EUGENE RUBINGH 

Dr. Stephen Monsma's article, 
The Tiv Church of Christ and 
White Patemnlism, is a signif
icant contribution but I believe 
it needs some correction. The 
correction is not, in my opinion, 
with regard to the viability of the 
Reformed seminary sponsored by 
the Tiv ChtlJ"ch . I have said pub
licly and in my book, Sons of Tiv, 
that the demand for a Reformed 
seminary cannot be denied, and 
that the Nigerian church itself 
must chart its destiny, as a fully 
autonomous church, under God. 

Dr. Monsma's article needs cor
rection, rather, in its main thesis, 
viz. that our missionaries act out 
of an attitude of paternalism. This 
proposition gets its support from 
arguments such as; a. The Banner 
was seen more in missionary homes 
than the Lagos Times. b. Stewards 

were called "boys." c. Missionaries 
rode in the 6rst class section of the 
train, etc., etc. 

Dr. Monsma noted such points 
several years ago on a trip to Ni
geria. Undoubtedly he noted them 
in the missionaries who were for 
the Tiv seminary as well as in 
those who were against it. On the 
one hand it is apparently paternal
ism, but not on the other. Or are 
the supporters of the Reformed 
seminary also paternalistic? 

The answer is that D r. Monsma 
on one short trip was unable to 
sense that paternalism is an atti
tude which a Nigerian can spot a 
mile away. As far as the items 
mentioned above are concerned, it 
would have been instructive for 
Dr. Monsma to have observed his 
Nigerian peers. It is truly Nigerian, 
truly authentic, to act according to 
your station. On Dr. Monsma's 
train ride, where were the Nigerian 
university graduates, the professor~, 
the business men? In the first-class 
section, you may be sure. A Ni
gerian spots someone who wants 
to be condescending at once, and 
condescension includes acting as 
someone you aren't. Missionaries 
who play poor Nigerians today are 
spotted at once, and pegged as 
false and unreaL 

Of course, missionaries want to 
bridge the artificial walls that sep
arate men. H as Dr. Monsma not 
seen Nigerian and American nurses 
working together up to their el
bows in 61th? D oes he not know 
of missionaries and Nigerians 
tramping through miles of mud to 
reach a remote village? The touch

stone of such sweat is humility and 
that's an attitu.de, a state of the 
heart. Such missionaries may in
deed never have time to get to 
Port Harcourt and the other big 
cit ies ( neither did I in nine years), 
because they were too busy living 
into the pulsebeat of the tribe they 
served. 

The mISSIonary, rather, must 
walk the line between an in
authentic intimacy on the one hand 
and an uncaring aloofness on the 
other. Between those poles is the 
land where the missionary must 
pour out his love for the Nigerian, 
embraCing them in their joys and 
sorrows, and being sensitive to the 
culture which formed them long 
before he came. That, I want it 
known, is not paternalism. 

Dr. Eugene Rubingh is Nigerio Secretary 
fo r the Christian Reformed Board of 
F01"eign Missions. 

REPLY 

STEPHEN V. MONSMA 

I am afraid that I did not make 
my main thesis sufficiently clear. 
It is not that missionaries to the 
Tiv "act out of an attitude of 
paternalism," as Dr. Rubingh puts 
it. It is, rather, that ' the refusal 
by some missionaries and official 
Christian Refonned bodies to ac
cept and to defer to the Tiv 
church's decision to establish their 
own seminary is paternalistic. The 
evidence of this paternalism does 
not lie in the observations I made 
to which Dr. Rubingh makes ref
erence, but in the assumption that 
the Christian Refonned Church 
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and its bodies have a right to deter
mine the best way of meeting the 
Tiv Church's theological training 
needs. 

My observations to which Dr. 
Rubingh makes reference were 
used to illustrate my belief that 
the missionaries to the Tiv have, 
to a significant degree, "'failed to 
enter into the political, social, and 
cultural life of Nigeria." This con
tention, in turn, was used to argue 
that the missionaries' judgments of 
the best means of training Tiv 
theological students is not neces
sarily superior to that of the Tiv 
leaders' judgments. 

Dr. Rubi ngh's comments have 
led me to conclude, however, that 
perhaps I did not sufficiently stress 
the difficulties inherent in white 
Americans attempting to enter into 
the life and culture of Nigeria. I 
agree, as Dr. Rubingh states in his 
last paragraph, that the missionary 
must steer between an uncaring 
aloofness and an unauthentic in
timacy. A foreign missionary at
tempting to out-Nigerianize the 
Nigerians and to live fully as they 
do would, I agree, be phony and 
immediately recognized as such by 
the Nigerians. 

But this very fact strengthens the 
contention that foreign mission
aries do not possess a competence 
superior to the Tiv in evaluating 
the theological training needs of 
the Tiv. For the missionaries can
not-as Dr. Rubingh himsclf points 
out - enter fully into Nigerian life. 
Thus when the Christian Refonned 
Church's Board of Foreign Mis
sions or the Christian Refonned 
Synod must make decisions con
cerning theological training in the 
Tiv Church of Christ, they should 
remember that even the veteran 
missionary to the Tiv has not been 
able to enter into Tiv life fully 
enough to possess the same in
timacy of knowledge and expe
rience that Tiv church leaders 
themselves posscss. To me the 
conclusion is inescapable; we 
should defer to the judgment of 
the Tiv church leaders in regard 
to theological t ra ining in their 
church. 

Dr. Steplum V. Monsma is Chaimum of 
the Political Science Deportment at 
Colvin College. 

MORE ON "THE TIMOTHY· 

LAWNDALE SITUATION" 


EUGENE BRADFORD 

The article by the Rev. Carrett 
H. Stoutmeyer entitled "The Tim
othy-Lawndale Situation" in the 
May 1971 issue of THE OUTLOOK 
calls for a response with respect 
to some specific items. 

1. Rev. Stoutmeyer states that 
"the 1968 Declarations on Race got 
to Synod in a most irregular man
ner which completely violated the 
regulations of the Church Order 
of the Christian Refonned Church, 
and so Synod acknowledgedl" (THE 
OUTLOOK, May 1971, p. 21). (Note ; 
"completely violated the regula
tions of the Church Order" is the 
rhetoric of Rev. Stoutmeyer, not 
Synod. ) It is true the overture 
that resulted in the 1968 Declara
tions came to Synod directly from 
a consistory. This is so because it 
was framed too late to go by way 
of c1assis. However, the preface 
to the overtu re made explicit ref
erence to the extreme urgency of 
race problems at that time. What 
is more, Ciassis Chicago North it
self, after lengthy discussion, en
dorsed, v.--ith relatively minor 
amendments, the very same over
ture and so informed Synod (Acts, 
1968, pp. 588f.). After noting that 
the overture did not follow the 
prescribed route, Synod judged 
that "this matter is of extreme 
spiritual and moral importance," 
and, as pcrmitted under the Rules 
for Synodical Procedure, V, 1, ac
cepted the overture and then pro· 
ceeded to approve it (Acts, 1968, 
Art. 36, p. 18 ) . Rev. Stoutmeyer's 
lightly-veiled suggestion that Synod 
acted illegally is wrong. The fact 
that neither he nor any other per
son or assembly challenged the 
legality of the action is very signif
icant. I t should also be remem
bered that both in 1969 and 1970 
the Synods took action which, in 
effect, reaffirmed the 1968 Declara
tions. 

2. In two places (pages 20 and 
21 ) Rev. Stoutmeyer interprets the 
1968 Declarations as calling for 
diSCipline of non-ecclesiastical or
ganizations. Clearly they do not. 
Synod declared that "if members 
of the Christian Reformed Church" 
advocate denial, by whatever 
means, of full Christian fellowship 

for reasons of race or color, "they 
must be reckoned as disobedient to 
Christ and be dealt with according 
to the provisions of the Church 
Order regarding Admonition and 
Discipline" (Acts, 1968, p. 19). One 
can easily imagine the necessity 
for admonition andlor discipline 
of Christian school board members 
who knowingly vote to retain a 
proven heretical teacher on the 
faculty. Church members who 
vote for or advocate un-Christian 
actions in any organization are 
subject to the provisions contained 
in the Bible, the Church Order, or 
the decisions of church assemblies 
for dcaling with offenses. 

3. Rev. Stoutmeyer has not de
tected that "the Synod desires to 
assume the necessary role of 'medi
ator'" ( p. 21 ). Synod could not 
assume the role of mediator in the 
sense of seeking a compromise be
tween the black Christians and the 
Timothy School Society simply be
calise it took the poSition in both 
1969 and 1970 that the black Chris
tian child ren should not be barred 
from the Cicero Timothy schools. 
It saw no middle ground. But 
Synod did declare "'the Church 
ready and willing to offer total 
support to Classis Chicago North 
and its constituency should it ac
tually e.xperience spiritual or phys
ical distress in the fulfilment of its 
obligations to the black covenant 
children of its communities" (Acts, 
1970, Mt. 119, pp. 641.). 

In addition, the Race Commis
sion, as a sub-committee respon
sible to Synod, has put forth what. 
ever efforts it could to bring 
righteous peace in this matter. 

Rev. Eugene Bradford is pastor of the 
Cilr. Ref. Church QI Franklin LAkes, N. J. 

REPLY 
GARREn H. STOUTMEYER 

The response of Rev. Bradford 
to my article was both expected 
and welcome. I did not originally 
intend to respond to anyone. But 
to keep the matter before us clear, 
just a brief rcsponse to the three 
points raised by the brother; 

1 ) It is simply not true that the 
Berwyn Overture came to Synod 
directly from that Consistory "BE
CAUSE IT WAS FRAMED TOO 
LATE TO GO BY WAY OF 
CLASSTS." Tf the Berwyn Over
ture, which later became the 1968 
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D eclarations on Race, could meet 
the February deadline fo r inclusion 
in the Synodical Agenda, then 
pray tell why couldn't it meet the 
April deadline for inclusion in the 
C lassical Agenda via the regularly 
p rescr ibed rules for Synodical 
procedure? The fact is, of course, 
that it was included in the Clas
sical Agenda too, but ONLY after 
it had been forwarded to Synod 
and published. It is an undeniable 
fact that many, many Overtures 
come to Synod Al<""TER the May 
mr:etin gs of the various classes. 
These are not printed in the 
Agenda but IIrc given the same 
consideration as those that are in
cluded in the published Agenda. 
As J sec it, the only rcason for by
passing the Classis with the Ber
wyn Overture was to gain the wide 
pre-Synodical publicity which it 
achieved by publishing i t in the 
printed Agenda. 

I t is also not true that no protest 
came to Synod questioni.ng the 
"legality of the action." What is 
s igni6cant is that Rev. Bradford 
has apparently forgotten Overture 
48 from the Elmhurst Consistory 
printed on page 590 of the Acts of 
Synod 1968. T he Overture, by the: 
way, which Synod acknowledged 
to be correct, namely, "did npt fu l
fill the stipu lation for Synodical 
Procedure of Hule V , B. before it 
was forwarded to Synod" ( Acts 
1968, pg. 18, IV, B. 1 ). 

2 ) J will do nothing more than 
take the liberty of quoting the re
marks of Rev. Bradford addressed 
to a motion to d ele te the reference 
to "t-elated organizations." Tn the 
published record of the debate that 
appeared in the September, 1968, 
T OIIOI AND TRUMPET, Rev. Brad
ford is quoted as saying: ''We 
need to spell things out today on 
this subject . We say a lot more in 
this declaration than we do in the 
previous one. T here is an id ea 
abroad that our institutions are our 
own little eultic possesSions. W e 
must say that if we call them 
Christian institutions, then Lhey'd 
better be Christian with an open 
Christian policy." 

3) II is t rue that Synod "saw no 
middle grou nd ." It is not true, how
ever, that no middle ground exists! 

Reo. G<lrrett H . StoutmeliCT is pUiOl' of 
the Chr. Ref. Church of Elmhurst, lU. 

COMMENDS ARTICLES IN 

MAY ISSUE 


Dear Mr. Editor: 
T IlE OUTLOOK for the month of 

May 1971, carried many lively and 
splendid ar ticles. 

I especially want to cxpress my 
sincere appreciation to Rev. Garrett 
H. Stouhneyer for his very artic
ulate treahnent given to "the Tim
othy-Lawndale situation." W hen 1 
6rst learned of this grave situation, 
via The Banner, I was d ismayed and 
wanted to shout: "Shame, Shame, 
Shamel" However, it wasn't until 
I read Rev. Benjamin Essenburg's 
letter in "Voices" [The Banner] 
that I had a change of attitude. 

I am of the opinion that our 
Synods, at times, act more like a 
people's court than like an eccle
siastical body. Synod 1970, I feel, 
had absolutely no jurisdiction ovcr 
a school board which is not con
trolled by the church . Christian 
school boards receive their author
ity fi rst of all from God, secondly, 
they receive their authority from 9. 

parent-controlled organi7..ation, and 
not from any synod of the church. 
The C hristian Reformed Church as 
such does not own p rivately-run 
schools. Calvin College, with its 
Board made np of ministers from 
each c1assis and lay members fro m 
church distric ts, is a d ifferent case. 

T, too, was dismayed by Synod's 
reprimand of C lassis Chicago 
North of the CRC. Especially by 
its use of the words: "Con tempt 
of synod." The race problem is not 
limited to Chicago; it exists far 
beyond the environs of Chicago. 

Dr. Stephen Monsma, discussing 
"The Tiv Church . .," gave llS a 
very knowledgeable presentation 
of the situation wh ich exists among 
our Tiv b rethren. 

J a lso delighted in reading the 
sound views of D r. R. O. De Croot, 
whose keen intellect is in evidence 
in the article; "Synod Faces 'New 
Theology' of Amsterdam." 

I also want to add my Amen! to 
the article about "Schism: Another 
Point of View," by Rev. C. 1. Van 
Schouwen . May sound preaching 
be restored and elevated to its 
righ tfu l place. 

Keep up the good work, Mr. 
Editor. The great care and the ex
pertise th at go inlo p ublishing a 
very readable and profitable pc

riodical is stupendous, but such is 
not without its rewards. 

P~I""ER J. S1.uys 
912 Jamcs Street 
Kalamazoo. Michigan 49001 

THE BIBLE, NATURAL SCI
ENCE, AN D EVOLUTION, by 
Russell W . Maatman . Reformed 
Fel lowship, Inc., Grand Rapids, 
Michi gan 49510. 1970, pp. 165, 
paperback, $3.50. Reviewed by 
Professor Johannes G. Vos, Geneva 
College, Beaver Falls, Pennsyl
vania. 

Th e author is p rofessor of chem
istry and chairman of the division 
of natural science a t D ord t Col
lege, Sioux Center, Iowa. In what 
he has written he shows the utmost 
fidelity to the inspiration, infa l
libili ty, and inerrancy of Holy 
Scriptu re. He is ~tTongly critical 
of evolutionary theories on both 
Biblical and scientific grounds. The 
hypothetical nature of evolutionary 
views is strongly brought out and 
repeatedly emph asized . The al
leged evidences for biological 
evolution are shown to be circum
stantial in nature, not amounting 
to valid proof. Anatomical similar
itiES do not prove gene tic relation
ship, though they may suggest it 
to scientists who are already com
mitted to the evolut ionary view. 

Dr. Maatman is critical of those 
who advocate the idea of a "young 
earth" and who insist upon a literal 
Usolar day" interpretation of the 
first chapter of Genesis. On the 
other hand, he insists that the Bible 
does teach tmths which come with
in the category of science, and he 
shows how Bible-b elieving Chris
tians knew some things by divine 
revelation which became known 
by scientific research much later. 
He insists on the priority of Scrip
hue for . forming our concepts of 
both cosmic and human origins, 
and rejects the idea of interpreting 
Scripture in terms of some idea or 
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principle derived from outside the 
Bible. 

A chapter entitled " In Defense 
of Science" seeks to defend science 
and scientists against various 
charges based upon misunderstand
ing, improper jumping to conclu
sions, and what might be called 
heresy by association. The author 
shows how zealous Christians have 
sometimes damagcd their own 
cause by the use of ignorant or 
fallacious arguments against evolu
tion. 

The humanistic world-view is 
constantly contrasted with the Bib
lical or Christian world-view, and 
it is shown that the "natural man" 
must inevitably fTame a man-cen
tered world-view, a view which 
affirms that the universe is fu lly 
comprehensible, at least in prin
ciple, and which denies the reality 
of a transcendent Cod outside of or 
beyond the universc who created 
and sustains it, and whose revela
tion is necessary for a truly valid 
understanding of the universe. 

The natural man rejects creation 
ex nihilo - the concept of a uni
verse fin ite in both space and ti me 
- because he cannot avoid doing 
so. Non-Christian scientific thought 
"desperately needs the concept of 
no beginning" (p. 83). The non
Christian thinker must hold the 
idea that the universe is cternal if 
he is to avoid admi tting the idea 
of divine creation. But the concept 
of no beginning, which the nat
ural man holds so tenaciously, is 
an irrational idea involving a 
breakdown in human reasoning, 
and is therefore actually destruc
tive of the idea of complete com
prehension. 

Dr. Maatman defends the reli
ability of calculations of the age of 
the earth based upon radioactivity 
of rocks, the speed of light, and 
other considerations. He grants 
that anyone of these alone might 
be suspect, but holds that the dif
ferent methods check each other, 
thus confirming the reliability of 
the conclusion. He adds that the 
rad iocarbon or Carbon~14 method 
of dating is applicable to organic 
remains only, and therefore cannot 
be relevant for determining the 
age of the earth. 

With regard to the "apparent 

age" problem, Dr. r-,'iaatman con
cedes that it is possible that Cod 
could have created a universe with 
a built-in apparent age. At the 
t ime of creation, were trees in· 
stantly created which nevertheless 
contained growth rings seeming to 
indicate a past growth process reo 
quiring many years of time? While 
conceding the possibility, Dr. 
Maatman adds that "the Christian 
should admit freely that Cod cre
ated a large number of clues, all 
pointing to about the sa me con
clusion. The many independently
determined conclusions agrec. The 
different methods (lo not give 
random answers, with some in
dicating a very young age of the 
earth and stars, others a great 
age, and still others an intennediate 
age" ( pp. l OS-9 ). "If Cod created 
the univcrse with a built-in ap
parently great age, no correct 
scientific evidence could indicate 
anything other than a great age" 
(p. 109). For this reason, "the ap
parent-age questions must be eval· 
uated theologically, not scientif. 
ically ... the best answer that· man 
can obtain to this question must be 
the answer developed carefully by 
theologians who are faithfu l to the 
Bible" (ibid.). 

The author strongly stresses the 
real uniqueness of the human 
body. "Nothing else in creation is 
like the body of man" (p. 148). 
Anatomical sim il arities between 
man and animals do not prove 
genetic relationship. Mankind was 
originally death less, and human 
death came only as the conse
quence of sin. Animal death must 
have existed before man's fall into 
sin, else how could Adam and Eve 
have understood the statement, 
"In the day that thou eatest there
of, thou shalt surely die"? But ir 
the theistic evolutionists are cor
rect, the fi l"st humans had animal 
parents that were subject to death, 
and how could these mortal ani
mals beget humans possessing im
mortality? From the standpoint of 
theistic evolution, it would be 
necessary to suppose that man 
came from mortal animals, was 
thereupon granted a "temporary 
immortality," which immortality in 
turn was lost when man fell into 
sin. The author rejects this notion 
in the following manner: ·' Perhaps 

the temporary immortality idea is 
such a bizarre idea, that showing it 
to be the logical outgrowth of the
istic evolution will help some to 
understand that there is no Chris
tian alternative to the idea that the 
'dust' from wh ich man was made 
was non-living matter" (p. 153). The 
author re jects theistic evolution as 
an unsatisfactory makeshift to 
bridge the gaps between differing 
forms of life. 

Dr. Maatman's en tire presenta
tion is epistemologically oriented. 
"The Christian can be a Christian 
only insofar as he adopts com
pletely the Christian position. He 
can show the natural man that the 
correct starting point, the only 
structuring assumption which cor
responds to this universe, is that 
there is a Cod outside the uni
verse he has created, and that he 
has revealed himself in his Bible. 
As the Christian removes from his 
thinking that which impedes his 
understanding of the Bible, he can 
remove clements of the natural 
man's thinking from his thoughts. 
As he allows the Bible to speak to 
him of creation, of the un iverse, of 
man, of Cod incarnate, our Lord 
Jesus Christ, and of whatever else 
Cod chooses to teach man through 
the Bible, the Christian will be 
brought closer to Cod. The witness 
of the Chr istian to all men will 
have unbelievable power because 
his witness will be true" (p. 165). 

This book is a notable contribu
tion to scholarly literature that is 
critical of the evolutionary world
view. It should be widely circu
lated, and will certainly be inHuen
tial, especially in circles where the 
Bible is regarded as the infallible 
Word of Cod while at the same 
time the teaching of science has 
gravita ted toward the untenable 
compromise-view of theistic evolu
tion. 

COMPETENT TO COUNSEL 
by Jay E. Adams. Presbyterian 
and ncfonned Publishing Co., 
Nutley, N.J., 1970; 313 pp.; $4.50. 
Subject and Scripture Indexes. He
viewed by Rev. Peter De Jong, 
pastor of the Christian Refonned 
Church of Dutton, Michigan. 

This book strikes one like a 
breath of fresh air in a room that 
badly needs some ventilation. In 



plain and forthright style, Dr. Jay 
E. Adams, professor of Practical 
Theology at Westminster Sem
inary, describes how as a pastor 
he blundered into the problems of 
pastoral counselling, tried to get 
what help he could from books on 
the subject , most of which ad
vocated the methods of Rogers or 
the principles of Freud, and found 
them frustrating and practically 
worthless. 

Tempted to follow the advice of 
mental health propaganda to refer 
all serious prob lems to psychiatrists 
or state mental institutions, Adams 
found that people so counselled 
frequentl y became worse instead 
of better and were given counsel 
no Christian could accept. In his 
disillusionment with the profes
sionals and their advice, he began 
as a Christian just to try to apply 
scriptural exhortations to the prob
lems in hand, with gratifying re
sults . Later, faced with the 
responsibility of teaching practical 
theology he began more systematic 
study of Biblical materials, observ
ing that much of what is today 
excused as "mental illness" the 
Bible designates and treats as "sin." 
In this connection he also studied 
and gives credit to O. Hobart 
:"Iowrer, who "challenged the very 
existence of institutionalized psy
chiatry," stating that "he believed 
the current psychiatric dogmas 
were false," and that "psychiatry 
had largely failed." 

Central to Mowrer's methods 
was an emphasis on personal re
sponsibility; Mowrer criticized 
current treatment of "mental ill
ness" for removing responsibili ty 
fr?m the counselee and searching 
into the past "to nnd others 
(parents, the church, society, 
grandmother) on whom to place 
the blame." He said that the 
counselee "must stop blaming 
others and accept responsibility for 
his own poor behavior. Problems 
may be solved , not by ventilation 
of feelings, but rather by confes
sion of sin ." Although Dr. Adams 
re jects Mowrer's own system as 
humanistic, he states: "Christians 
may th ank God that in his prov
idence he has used Mowrer and 
others to awaken us to the fact 
that the 'mentally ill' can be 
helped. But Christians must turn 
to the Scriptures to discover how 

God (not Mowrer) says to do it." 
His own starting point he states 
plainly: "All concepts, terms and 
methods used in counseling need 
to be reexamined biblically. Not 
one thing can be accepted from 
the past (or the present) without 
biblical warrant." 

After this introduction Dr. 
Adams gets into the body of his 
work by describing the present 
confusion and disillusionment of 
the psychiatrists, the way in which 
F reudian thinking has destroyed 
mora l standards, and the need for 
Christians to challenge and oppose 
the dogmas that have too long 
been accepted in this area and to 
begin to give Christian counsel in
stead of referring and deferring to 
counsellors who undermine the 
Christian faith. 

Real counselling, Adams points 
out, is the work of the H oly Spirit 
by means of the Word of God. In 
most cases the "mentally ill ," he 
feels, need to be recognized and 
treated as sinners to be helped 
with the gospel. (Hom osexuality, 
for example, is really a sin rather 
than a sickness.) 

The method of counselling Dr. 
Adams proposes he calls "nou
thetic" from the Greek word used 
in the New Testament for "admon
ishing" (Col. 3: 16; Rom. 15:14). 
Such counselling, recognizing that 
something is wrong, aims "to effect 
personality and behavioral change," 
and so to help the one being coun
selled. This Christian approach to 
counselling pits one squarely 
against the common ideas of 
Rogers th at counselling must be 
non-directive, non-judgmental, con
cerned with feelings rather than 
actions, detached . Effective coun
selling, Christian counselling must 
be directed by the Word of God 
and give such direction. It may not 
"accept" sin but must oppose it, it 
must be concerned with actions, 
and it must involve the counsellor 
if he is really to establish a helpful 
relationship with the one he is 
trying to help. Sins must be re
moved by confession, not excused; 
the Christian counsellor must re
flect hope, not the uncertainty of 
too many professionals. 

The author fee ls that there is a 
place for group counselling but 
only with those involved in a 
problem, not with others. He 

devotes some attention to appli
cation of this method in marriage 
problems and in the strategic 
field of Christian teaching. 

How is one to evaluate this 
book? It is likely to arouse some 
sharp criticism because of its rad
ical departures from so much of 
common psychiatric theory and 
practice. Yet the author's view
point is as convincing as it is re
freshing to one who is concerned 
about trying to view and deal with 
these difficult matters from a dis
tinctly Christian starting point. 
The criticisms and conclusions of 
some psychiatrists regarding past 
practice seem also to support Dr. 
Adams' critical observations. I re
call one psychiatrist, evidently not 
a Christian, telling a group of us 
ministers that (in contrast with the 
"non-directive" ideas of one of the 
group) he personally fel t that many 
patien ts needed some direction. 
He also observed that much of 
what he and his colleagues were 
doing the ministers "ought to be 
doing." 

Among the excellent features of 
the book are its evidence of care
ful and extensive study and use of 
the Bible, the wide background of 
experience in which its conclusions 
are set, and the readable and 
sometimes racy style with which 
the writer makes his points. How 
often doe~ one meet with a writer 
who tosses in such a parenthesis as 
this? "One can endure anything 
(even this book) if he knows that 
it has an end." 

Or consider the summary of the 
various viewpoints introduced by 
the illustration of a man sitt ing on 
a tack, to be confronted in turn by 
the doctor who prescribes tran
quilizers, the surgeon who wants 
to block the nerves, the F reudian 
who seeks a sexual explanation in 
childhood experiences, and Rogers 
who gives no direction at all! 
Adams' kind of counsellor will tell 
the poor fellow: "Get off that tack. 
Now that you're up, sit down on a 
chair over here and we'll talk 
about how you can avoid sitting on 
tacks in the futu re." 

It may be worth our while to 
compare this book with that of 
G. Brillenburg Wurth, Christial1 
Counseling in the Light of Modem 
Psychology, published in 1962. 
Both are designed to be practical 



and popular rather than academic. 
Brillenburg Wurth's begins with a 
comprehensive historical review uf 
the ' subject and then makes a 
survey of the fi eld with its modern 
problems. Only after this extensive 
introduction does his book deal 
systematically with the principles 
of pastoral care and some of its 
practical applications. His book is 
more of a systematic introduction 
to the whole field than this new 
book of Dr. Adams. Usually his 
introduction to various writers and 
movements expresses both appreci 
ation and criticism. And that 
criticism, he wants to base not on 
a supposed ncutral position but on 
the unique grou nd which a Chris
tian must take on the Word of 
God . On this starting point he and 
Dr. Adams agree - which is the 
outstanding virtue of both books. 

Dr. Adams, writing later, out of 
the peculiar situation of the Amer
ican pastor and Christian today, 
takes aim more sharply and crit
ically at current psychiatric theory 
and practice. His aim is in this 
respect both narrower and more 
pointed. 1n a way, I believe that 
the two books tend to complement 
each other. If you are interested in 
a forthrightly Christian, provoc
ative, sometimes sparkling new 
book on a subject on which we 
badly need the light of the gospel, 
don't miss Dr. Adams' COnl1}etell t 
to COllnsel. 

THE BIBLE, NATURAL SCI
E~CE, AND EVOLUTION by 
Russell W. Maatman. Publishcd 
by Reformed Fellowship, Inc. 
Grand Rapids, Mich. 1970. $3.50. 
(Order from Reformed Fellowship, 
Sioux Center, Iowa 51250.) Re
viewed by Dr. John W. Klot-.l, pro
fessor of science at Concordia Col
lege, Hiver Forest, Illinois. 

Here's an excellent book by a 
man who knows science and knows 
Christianity, a man who is a com
mitted practicing Christian and a 
committed practicing scientist. He 
knows that you can't ignore or 
denigrate modern science, because 
he knows it grew up in a Christian 
environment and that the gifts it 
bri ngs are Goo's gifts to His chil
dren. So he's as harsh on those 
who improperly criticize science as 
he is on those who improperly re
ject the Scriptures. 

The book begins by laying ca re
fully the foundation for the d iscus
sion. Maatman distinguishes sharp
ly between the position of the 
natural man and that of the Chris+ 
tian. He insists quite properly that 
there is only one Christian position 
to be taken when there is a dis
cussion of the relation between 
science and theology, and that is 
accepting the Biblical account at 
face value. Professor Maabnan 
points out that modern science 
originated in a Christian environ
ment and that non-Christian coun
tries have made progress only by 
copying the science that grew up 
in the western, Christian-oriented 
world. 

Professor Maatman discusses 
miracles and has no problem in 
accepting them as reports of ac
tual events. Indeed he believes 
that the Christian has less problem 
in dealing with natural laws than 
does the natural man because he 
accepts miracles. He lists a num
ber of problems which the na tural 
man faces, such as finite or infini te 
age of the universe, fi nite or infinite 
size, cause and effect, and believes 
these are very difficult problems 
for the natural man because he 
has real difficulties at the "edges" 
of science. 

The last half of the book is spen t 
in discussing the problem of evolu
tion under five different topics: 
the eternity of matter, the age of 
the universe, the origin of life, the 
evolution of life, and the origin 
of man. The author insists that 
answers first be sought in Scripture 
and only then should confirmation 
be sought in sciencc. He believes 
that matter was created by God's 
almighty power, that life originated 
by God's almighty power, that 
while change has takcn place, this 
change has taken place only within 
the limits of the "kinds" of crea
tion, and that man was specially 
created. He rejects theistic evolu
tion. He does, however, believe 
that the earth may be very old and 
rejects the literal interpre tation of 
the creation days. There is a good 
discussion on the non-biological 
consequences and implications of 
the theory of evolution. 

There are some minor points 
with which this reviewer would 
like to take issue. This reviewer 

believes that scientific ideas change 
more frequently than Professor 
Maatman believes they do. Maat
man does not believe that evolu
tion violates the second law of 
thermodynamics: this reviewer be
lieves it does. Maatman believes 
that it would be sinful to partic
ipate in a search for the dead 
body of Christ, since Scripture 
tells us He is risen: this reviewer 
does not believe it would be 
sinful. The Christian would know 
in advance that the body would 
not be found: he might participate 
in order to bring negative evidence 
for the truth of the Biblical ac
count. 

My major objection is Maatmau's 
unwillingness to accept the crea
tion days as solar days, for thereby 
he spoils an otherwise excellent 
book and weakens his whole argu
ment. There is no doubt that he 
is seeking to solve a troublesome 
problem: the many evidences that 
the eartl1 is old. While thiS re
viewer does not accept the idea 
that the earth is billions of years 
old, he recognizes that it is older 
than the age suggested by the 
Ussher chronology and he also rec
ognizes that his point of view is 
based on deductions from Scrip
ture and not on direct statements 
of Scripture, 

Yet this reviewer believes that 
Genesis is clear in stating that the 
creation days were solar days. (He 
believes there may be more time 
between Adam and Noah and be
tween Noah and Abraham than 
regarding the genealogies as chro
nologies would suggest: for that 
reason he believes the age of the 
earth cannot be clearly estab
lished.) 

Maatman makes much of the 
resting of God which he properly 
believes continues: he reasons that 
the day of God's resting cannot be 
an ordinary solar day, and there
fo re the other days need not be 
regarded as solar days. 

Yet one is impressed with the 
repetition of evening and morning 
in the account of the six days. In 
discussing biological evolution 
Maatman says that the repetition of 
"after his (or their) kind" seems to 
indicate that God is communicat
ing something of special impor
tance and therefore rejects it. This 



reviewer believes that the repeti
tion of "evening and morning" in 
Cenesis 1 indicates that Cod wishes 
to com municate something of spe
cial importance - that these arc 
ordinary days. Moreover, it is in
teresting in connection with Maal
man's argument about Cod's resting 
lhat "evening and morning" do 
not occur in Scripture in connec
tion with the seventh day. 

There is little doubt, either, that 
the Jews understood these as 
ordinary days: Cod was com· 

municating to them as well as to 
us. Exodus 20:8-11 seems to this 
reviewer to make it quite clear 
that creation was aceomplished in 
six solar days, and Maahnan's ar
gument that there were sabbatical 
years as well as a weekly sabbath 
doesn't seem very meaningful. 

There arc many excellent things 
in the book. It is written in an 
easily understood style and should 
be helpful particularly to those 
of limited scientific background . 
Maatman weakens his position 

• 


though by rejecting the idea that 
the creation days were solar days. 
This reviewer is reminded of Bry
an's experience at Dayton, Tennes
see. It was when Darrow got hi m 
to admit that the days of Cenesis 
1 might not be solar days that 
he found himself in trouble: it was 
then that Darrow hammered away 
with the question of why he in
sisted on taking the rest of the ac
count in a literal way if he be
lieved the days need not be 
interpreted literally. 

A BIG STEP IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION 


AALDERT MEN NEGA 

For the Christian Biology teacher 
it is very difficult to choose a text
book for his c1a...ses for the simple 
reason that no textbook has been 
available which presents the scien
tific data from a Christian per
spectivc. It appears that in the 
past the best one could do was to 
pick the least dogmatica lly evoJu
tionistic textbook, and glean the 
"objective" facts from its pages. 
Now, for the first time in Our 
American history, there is a real 
breakthrough (or Biology in the 
form of a textbook written by the 
Creation Research Society, in 1970, 
under the ti t le Biology: A Search 
for Order in Complexity. The book 
was written as a high school text 
for biological studies, with the ex
plicit aim of presenting the factual 
material in a Biblical, creationist 
framework, as an alternative to the 
evolutionary approach of other 
textbooks. 

The title o( the book captures 
quite accurately the attitude of 
the writers who, in contrast with 
the usual attempt at bringing order 
into Biology by superimposing the 
concept of evolu tion on each topic, 
recognize the world of living things 
as creatures of Cod, and seek to 
discover the order which Cod cre
ated in the extremely complex 
world of living organisms. As a 
Biologist I know that this is cer
tain�y no easy task to fu lfill, and 

the authors and editors of the book 
deserve to be commended for mak
ing this publication available to the 
Christian commu nity. 

Right from the beginning, it is 
made clear that the study of 
origins of li ving things is, strictly 
speaking, not a matter of scientific 
verification, and as such lies outside 
the realm of science. The actual 
phenomena of Biology can usually 
be agreed on, but their interpreta
tion depends to a very large exten t 
on the perspective and basic com
mitment of the investigator. That 
"special creation provides a more 
reasonable and satisfying philos
ophy of origins than evolution" is 
a point well worth stressing, and 
should m: more readily recogni7..ed 
by the Christian community at 
large. 

The material of the book is di
vided into ten units, each dealing 
with a major sector of the domain 
of Biology. Unit 1 dea ls with the 
bas ic approach to scicnce and thus 
concerns itself with the topics of 
science, the scientist, scien tific 
methods and the limitat ions of 
science, as well as the application 
of biological principles to the life 
situations of modern sOciety. The 
first chapter gives a good perspec
tive to the entire book, and shows 
clear, fresh insights. The authors 
are aware of the shortcomings of 
the past, bu t a lso realize the limita
tions of the scientist of today. and 
the challenge of dealing with the 
problems of tomorrow. Although 

the defin ition of 1ife" needs im
provement and clarification, the 
emphasis on the fact that life is 
more than the Slim of the physical 
and chemical properties of matter 
is a real advancement over the 
usual d istracting, mechanistic pre
suppositions of most modern text
books. 

Unit 2 deals with the chemical 
perspectives in Biology, and lays 
the foundation for an understand
ing of molecular Biology. 11 gives 
good insight into the composition 
of matter and of the structural or
ganiza tion of compounds. It also 
shows an appreciation for the tre
mendous complexity and incon
ceivable numbers and sizes of 
atoms and molecules. A simple but 
clear picture is pain ted of the 
nature and structure of biologically 
important compounds snch as, e.g., 
sucrose and adenosine triphos
phate. 

The continuity of life is the 
topic of unit 3, in which the prop
erties of protoplasm are demon
strated, and the more striking basic 
principles and processes of living 
cells arc explored. The under
standing of the origin of living 
organisms is treated in the light of 
a historical perspective of the con
cept of spontaneous generation. 
Both classical genetics and molec
ular genetics are presented in 
well-balanced proportion, with the 
use of good illustrations, up-to
date materials, and current issues. 
The major topics of the fie ld are 



"'ell covered. Embryology is dealt 
\\;th rather briefl y, hut covers the 
main stages of development and 
ties in wilh some of the more im
portant contemporary issues. The 
authors would have done well 10 
say something about huma n or 
mammalian development, or at 
least how it relates to the starfi sh, 
frog and chick development with 
which the chapter deals. 

Unit 4 consists of a short chapter 
on the class ification of organis ms, 
dealing with the history and sys
tematics of classifica tion as well as 
some of its limitations. 

In Uni t 5 we fi nd a survey of 
the better known small plants and 
animals, divided into chapters 
dealing with the (ungi; viruses, 
bacteria, and othcr microorgan
isms; algae; and protozoans. Tn 
each category some of the rcp
resentatives of the group and their 
outstanding characteristics are 
listed, as well as the importance of 
:x'rtain groups or individuals for 
[,veryday life. 

The following unit gives a su r
vey of the most important or the 
multicellular invertebrate phyla 
in a fairly long chapter, in which 
each group receives adequate 
treatment, followed by a short 
chapter on chordate ani mals, which 
are briefly placed in perspective. 
The section on amphibians is sur
priSingly poor, in contrast with the 
rest of the unit. 

Chapters 16 and 17 make up 
Unit 7, and are concemed with the 
Biology of man. Apparently these 
chapters were written by two dif
rerent authors. In my opinion, 
chapter 16, dealing with the form 
and motion of the human body, is 
by far the weakest part of the 
whole book. A number of inac
curacies, wrong labels, inconsist
encies, coupled with poor style and 
incorrect d rawings and diagrams 
make this chapter quite una(.'(.'Cpt
able, and do much to mar this 
othcrwise well-done publication. 

1n con trast with the foregoing, 
the chapter on the maintenance of 
of the human body is very good 
and needs only a few minor ad just
ments. In view of the fact that 
some systcms of the body are dealt 
with very briefly, it would seem 
advisable to shorten the animal 
behavior section considerably. 

The di fferent groups of plants, 
and their structure and function, 
as well as their relation to our 
economy and living conditions are 
covered in the eighth unit. 

Unit 9 deals with theories of Bi
ological change. Chapter 21 is en
ti tled "Weaknesses of Geologic 
Evidence," and raises some valid 
questions about the basic presup
positions of the uniformitarian 
position, and cites good elUlmples 
of con temporary conditions which 
have a bearing on the problem. 
Furthermore, it gives a positive 
a lternative position. In Chapter 
22, evidences from similarities are 
considered. The approach the 
allthor takes to the problem is cor
rect, in my estimation, but the 
section on developmental similar
ities needs extensive revision, be
cause of internal inconsistencies 
and contradictions, poor organi:w 
tion and minor inaccuracies. 

The chapter on early man briefl y 
sketches the problems we face 
when trying to reconstruct the 
early history of man from paleon
tological givens. 

Chapter 24 is called "Problems 
for Evolu tionists," in which dle 
matters of a mechanism for evolu
tion, the origin of life on mechan
istic grounds, lack of transitions 
between groups of organisms, and 
the uniqueness of man are pointed 
out. The statement on the unique
ness of man should be refi ned or 
enlarged, but this may not be 
easily feas ible because this is a 
high school text. In the las t chap
ter of this uni t, limited variation is 
contrasted with the concept of 
li n limited change. Genetic varia
tion due to mu tation, genetic drift, 
polyplOidy, and natural selection 
are examined and placed in a 
proper perspective. Near the end, 
the author makes the point that 
"creationism and evolution (not 
science) arc incom patible," which 
is a point well made. 

The last unit, on ecology and 
conservation, deals with the inter
relationships of li ving thi ngs, the 
balance of nature, biogeography, 
and applied ecology. Many of the 
basic ecologic principles are eluci
dated nnd man's responsibili~ies in 
the light of the modern environ
mental crisis are emphasized. 

An appendix gives a summary 

classification and description of 
the kingdoms of Protista, Plantae 
and Animalia. The index at the 
end of the book is rather short and 
should be expanded. The table of 
contents is quite extensive, cover
ing 10 pages. 

The book, which contains 548 
pages of text, is edited by Dr. John 
N. Moore, Professor of Natura l 
Science at Michigan State Uni
versity and Harold S. Slusher, Pro
fesso r of Geophysics and Astron
omy at the University of Texas at 
E1 Paso. 

The textbook Committee of the 
Creati on Research Society set itself 
to a gigantic task when it decided 
to publish a textbook for Biology 
writtcn from a Christian perspec
tive. Now that the first edition is 
available, can we say that the goal 
has been reached? Has the ob
jective been achieved? Do we 
really have a Biology textbook 
which we can use in our Christian 
schools, without having to apolo
gize for its content? Docs it really 
present the material factually and 
from a Biblical, Christian point of 
view? The answer to all these 
questions should be a confident 
Yes. 

] do not mean to imply that the 
book is perfect, by any means. But 
this effort to produce a textbook 
with a perspective so different 
from any of those presently avail
able must be judged to be a real 
success, in spite of some of the 
shortcomings which are bound to 
appear when so great a task is first 
attempted. 

1 recommend that all Christian 
Biology teachers adopt this text
book for thei.r classes, that they 
work with it, discllss the problems 
among each other, and that they 
communicate their evaluations, 
their positive criticisms, and their 
suggestions fo r improvement to the 
textbook com mittee, so that, 
through concerted effort on the 
part of all Christians, the second 
edition of this book may be a still 
greater help in our classroom, and 
a better testimony to the world of 
the hope that is within us, through 
Christ our Lord. 

Dr. AaIdcrt McrlllCll:1I is Chairman and 
Asrocillfe Professor of the Bi%ll:Y De
partment (It Dordt College. SI01lx CeT/let', 
TOW II. 



WHAT ABOUT 

TONGUE SPEAKING? 


GARRm H. STOUTMEYER 

The "Age of Aquarius" is also rapidly becoming 
known as the "Age of Charisma" - that is, the age 
of renewed and revived inte rest in the total ministry 
of the Holy Spirit and a most welcome renewal of 
concern about the Spirit's ministry in the church and 
in her members. And certainly the church in her 
present weakened condition should do everything in 
her power to encourage this interest! For not a few 
church members arc greatly and justifiably disturbed 
by her weakness, her growing worldliness, and her 
diminishing influence. 

In view of the growing interest, therefore, in the 
matter of "glossolalia" or tongue-speaking within the 
traditional churches, both Roman Catholic and Prot
estant, it is the part of wisdom to adopt the ancient 
but wise counsel of Gamaliel. In seeking to restrain 
the Sanhedrin from rash action against the apostles, 
this doctor of the law counseled that body by saying:
"u this counsel or this work be of men, it win be 
overthrown: but if it is of God, ye will not be able 
to overthrow them; lest haply ye be found even to 
be fighting against God" (Acts 5:38b-39). 

" Baptism of the Spirit"- We are sincerely grateful 
that certain members of our local Christian Reformed 
churches have reported increased spirituality in them 
selves, and in their families through the "baptism of 
the Spirit." 1 am not convinced, however, that the 
New Testament knows anything of this so-called 
"baptism of the Spirit." 

The Special Committee on the Work of the Holy 
Spirit, appointed by the United Presbyterian Church 
Genera l Assembly, in its report to the 1970 Ceneral 
Assembly observed: "In the light of current claims 
that glossolalia is a proof of having received the so
called 'baptism of the Spirit,' it is necessary to note 
that, while the verb to baptize is used by Scripture 
in connection with the Spirit, the noun baptism is 
never used in the form 'baptism of the Spirit.' The 
elaboration of the doctrine containing this 'baptism 
of the Spirit' seems to be a sectarian overinterpreta
tion, and to contrast it to baptism with water is con
trary to the apostolic teaching that .there is but one 
baptism. Since 'by one Spirit we were all baptized 
into one body,' it is unwarranted to tea'ch that speak
ing in tongues is an indispensable sign of -having re
ceived the Spirit.''' ' Moreover, this is quite contrary 
to our accepted creeds! The Belgic Confession of 
Faith, Article 34, declares that we recognize one and 
only one baptism. "We believe, therefore, that every 
man who is earnestly studious of obtaining life eter
nal ought to be baptized but once with this only 
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baptism, without ever repeating the same, since we 
cannot be born twice. Neither does this baptism 
avaiJ us only at the time when the water is poured 
upon us and received by us, but also through the 
whole course of our life" (Belgic Confession, Article 
34, 4th Paragraph). Therefore, the changes that are 
reportedly attributable to a new infusion of the Holy 
Spirit's power and presence, are, I believe, the result 
of a greater openness to the Holy Spirit after years 
of "quenching the Holy Spirit'" by low.level Christian 
living and practice. 

Mentioned in New Testament? - Glossolalia or 
"'tongue-speaking is mentioned in only four places 
in the New Testamentl The first three instances are 
all found in the book of the Acts of the Apostles, 
namely: 

1. According to Acts 2, at Jerusalem on the day of 
Pentecost when the Spirit fell on the 120 disciples 
gathered in the Upper Room, they began to speak 
in tongues. It is noted , however, that they spoke in 
known, not unknown languages! But on t1lat same 
day when the 3000 converts had been baptized fol
lowing the preaching of Peter it is not said that t1lese 
in turn spoke in tongues. 

2. According to Acts 10, the second instance was 
at Caesarea when Peter was sent to the household of 
the Roman centurion, Cornelius. 

3. Acts 19 tells of the strange case of the twelve 
disciples of John the Baptist at Ephesus. 

4. Aside from these three instances, the only other 
place in the entire New Testament which mentions 
this strange phenomenon is Paul's extended treat
ment of it in I Corinthians, chapters 12-14. I t is not 
the purpose of this brief study to impassionately 
defend or to cautiously downgrade the practice of 
"tongue-speaking," but rather to list the plain facts 
as they are found in this passage from I Corinthians. 
It is our double purpose; first to attempt to discover 
what God had in mind when He originally gave the 
gift of tongues; and second ly, to keep the admonish. 
ment of the Apostle John constantly before us, when 
he warned us, saying: "Beloved" believe not every 
spirit, but try the spirits whether they are of God: 
because many fal se prophets are gone out into the 
world" (I John 4:1). 1 shall limit the discussion to 
the following considerations: 

5. The Obvious Problem - In writing to the con
gregation at Corinth, Paul wrote in T Corinthians 
14:5: "I would have you all speak with tongues." 
However, Paul immediately added a "BUT ' to his 
wish! Why? Why? Because the church of Corinth 
was having serious trouble about the use and abuse 
of tongue-speaking, and Paul was wrestling with the 
problem. 

The Corinthian Church, as someone has said, 
gave the Apostle more headaches and heartaches than 
any other church he served. The church was tom by 
factionalism and contentiousness, immorality, and 
idolatry. It was an immoral; carnal church in an im
moral cityl And it immediately becomes evident 
from chapters 12-14 that the Corinthians, while en
dowed with the Spirit's gift of tongues, were abusing 



that gift by their personal pride and excesses. Uses and 
abuses 1uu:l hopelessly divided the church! Tongue· 
speaking to this day continues to be a very divisive 
force in the Christian Church in general, and within 
our own denomination also as is demonstrated on the 
local, classical, and denominational levels. 

John Sherrill, Neo·pentecostal author of the pop
ular book, They Speak with Other Tongues, in the 
Epilogue to his book, calls attention to the same when 
he writes: "Then there is a curious problem created 
by the fact that the Pentecostal really is an effective 
Christian. While his enthusiasm scares some, it at
tracts others and soon there is a division within the 
church between those who are pro-Pentecostal and 
those who are not.'" And that danger is most cer
tainly present also in our own circles and churches 
when certain individuals who lay claim to this Spirit
baptism esteem other Christian believers who have 
not had like experiences less, and awaken serious 
doubts in them as to whether they have ever really 
become children of God. "This is totally unscriptural; 
to demand the gift of tongues as an evidence of the 
fulness of the Spirit has no basis whatever in the 
Word of God.'" 

6. A far more serious matter, however, is that 
tongue-speaking is Biblically a very, very rare phe
nomenon! Dr. William A. Criswell, in his excellent 
book, The Holy Spirit in TodDy's World, brings to-
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gether the following indisputable facts as culled 
from Scripture: 

a. Tongue-speaking is not once seen in the life 
and experience of our Lord Jesus! "VVe know, how· 
ever, from Luke 4: 1 and other related passages that 
Christ was "filled with the Holy Spirit," but it is 
never recorded that our blessed Savior ever spoke in 
an unknown tongue. 

b. The phenomenon of tongue-speaking is never 
mentioned in any of the Gospels! 

c. With the exception of the passage in I Corin
thians, the gift is never referred to in any of the 
other and later epistles of Paul. Nor, for that matter, 
in the letters of Peter, James, John, or Jude! Nor in 
Hebrews or Revelation! 

d. The carnal church of Corinth is the only 
church of the New Testament age where this phenom
enon was found. Isn't it strange that it was absent 
in the churches of MacedOnia, Achaia, Judea, Samaria, 
Asia, Rome, and so forth?' 

e. Paul wrote in I Corinthians 13:8: "Whether 
there be tongues they shall cease." Could this ex
plain why from the time of the infancy of the church 
until the dawn of this century, tongue-speaking dis
appeared almost completely from the church? The 
great church-fathers like Augustine, Luther, Calvin, 
and all the others did not find tongue-speaking among 
the normal gifts God permanently bestowed upon His 

't:hurch" 	 And never have I found in my personal re
search one instance of any great preacher of the 
Gospel, whether Chrysostom, Wesley, Moody, Fin
ney, Spurgeon, Torrey or Billy Graham who spoke 
or speaks in tongues. 

f. Is it not highly significant that the ability to 
speak in tongues is never mentioned amonk the quali
fications for ministers, elders or deacons?' A careful 
study of I Timothy 3: 1-13 and Titus 1:5-9 demon
strates that Paul did not include this as a qualification 
for such offices or officers, etc. 

7. The Scriptural Place - Though the Corinthians 
obviously valued the gift of tongues above all the 
other gifts of the Spirit, Paul placed it last among 
the gifts of the Spirit in the lists found in Chapter 12, 
verses 8-10, and verse 28. Is this placement of the 
gift of tongues last just coincidental or intentional? 
Drs. Hoekema and Criswell and others judge that the 
position is intentional: The Corinthians were guilty 
of emphasizing the least and the lowest gift of the 
Spirit to the loss and deprecation of the far more use
fu l gifts of prophecy - generosity or kindness or other 
gifts such as the well reported Ephesians possessed, 
namely, faith and love (Eph. 1:15 ). Therefore, Paul 
meeting that emergency in Corinth, listed the Spirit's 
gift of wisdom first and the gift of tongues last! John 
Calvin in his Commentary on 1 Corinthians puts it 
well : ''Paul disapproves of nothing that was useful 
while he cxhorts them to prefer what was of primary 
imJ.Xlrtance.'" The Rev. Larry Christenson, Lutheran 
pastor and new·Pentecostal author of the widely-read 
book, Speaking in Tongues, uses a very helpful ex
pression in any Biblical attempt to correctly assess 
the place of "tongues" in the order of the Spirit's gifts. 
Rev. Christenson call~ the gift of "tongues" the "little 
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finger" that is often greatly overemphasized .- It is 
not the hand! Nor is it the index finger! It is the 
littlest finger! 

8, Its Biblical Practice - We must immediately 
grant the point that Paul does not forbid "tongue
.~peaking" ! Any attempt to prove that he did would 
prove both useless and futile! However, it is also 
emphatic.'llly true that not once did Paul encourage 
his readers to seek the gift of tongues. "The discus
sion of Paul is not a list of exhortations to speak in 
tongues, but a long enumeration of resl:rictions against 
the practice. The Apostle is nOl encouraging the 
Corinthians to exercise thc gift but to refrain from its 
lise. H e is not presenting a set of rules to glorify the 
congregation in tongue-speaking, but he is rather 
laying down stringent regulations to restrain this thing 
that has broken out in the church. Paul is hedging 
the gift on every side."'" In I Corinthians 14 he g ives. 
a long list of restrictions against its use or abuse and 
its p ractice. For example: 

- verse 4: "He that spealceth in a tongue edifieth 
himself; but he that prophesieth edifieth the church." 
The choice: either to edify oneself Or to edify the 
church. Isn't the alternative quite obviolls? 

- verse 5: "I would that you all spoke with tongues 
but . . .r BUT introduces once again the better alter
native which is to prophesy or preach . 

- verse 18: Paul acknowledges that he has this gift 
but there is no record that he ever used the gift! 1f 
the gift was used by the Apostle it must have been 
used in complete privacy, in his personal devotional 
life, and not as the custom seems to be today in 
groups or assemblies. 

- verses 34-35: und er no condition is any tVomiln 
to speak in an unknown tongue in the church! And 
that interdiction still stands unremoved! 

9. Its Preferences- First, in verse 19 of chapter 
14 the Apostle says: "I had rather speak five words 
with my understandi ng that 1 might instruct others 
than ten thousand in a tongue." Think of itl Half 
of len lor others' edifical.ion rather thnn a thousand 
limes ten of an unknown and not understood tongue! 
Those odds are to say the least quite staggering, aren't 
they? Especia lly when we think of what fi ve well
chosen, inspir<...cJ words can conveyl Dr. Alan Redpath, 
in his book, The Royal Route To Heaven, suggests 
that we think, for example, of the words found in 
Romans 8:34: ''It is Christ that died!"" Five words 
that poi ntedly direct sinners to the Lord Jesus Christ. 
Five words that direct men to the cross. Five words 
that declare the "good news" that Christ died for 
sinners. Five words to proclaim to lost sinners the 

way of salvation in our crueified and risen Lord. Ob
viously, to speak fi ve words stich as these in a known 
tongue that others can understand is to be preferred, 
says Paul, to ten thousand words in a tongue that 
neither the speaker nor the hearer can possibly under
stand . 

FurthermOl'e, in chapter 12, verse 31, the Apostle 
writes: "Covet earnestly the greater gifts," and he 
continues on into Chapter 13 to develop this idea 
of the "greater gift s." Chapter 13 can be remembered 
by the Christian church as the great chapter all "'ave" 
but it must also be remembered that, in its context , 
chapter 13 is not an interlude between the d iscussion 
of the gifts of the Spirit in chapter 12 and the con
tinuation of that subject in chaptcr 14. CluzpteT 13 
is an interli'lk between chapters 12 and 14!'" 

Paul makes it very implicit that a far greater gift 
that the Spirit can bring to our life, and that we 
should earnestly covet or desire, is the greatest gift
love. The law of love would suggest that we should 
be far more eager and desirous to engage in any and 
all works of love which benefit both the congregation 
and the community than that which is of benefit only 
to oneself. U The surest proof of being filled with the 
Holy Spirit is to abound in Christian love toward 
others! Love is the fuJ£llment of our heavenly pur
pose, the remedy for every excess, and the protection 
agai nst error. To be sure, we are to covet carnestly 
all the gifts of the Spirit, but to covet love first and 
foremost! 

If the discuss ion of this very controversial and 
potentially d ivisive matter can only be carried on in 
a spirit of genuine Christian love and respect for the 
opinions of others, then our discussion will be helpful 
in achieving a greater understanding of the Scripture 
and the guidance of the Holy Spirit. 
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