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EDITORIAL 


THAT AWESOME OFFICE 

JOHN VANDER PLOEG 

So, you arc in the consistory now. "VeIl , con
gratulations! But 6rst .... 

To anyone else this may be nothing morc than 
personal piHlc. But to this day i t still becomes in
creasingly pointed and precious to me as the memory 
of it remains undimmed. 

As children we loved to "play church," Since then 
we have observed that youngsters whose parents take 
them to the theater "play show," Well, we "pla yed 
church," that's all we knew. A neighborhood shed 
served well as our sanctuary. Our imaginary orga n 
was all lhat one could ask for. But - to stand on OUf 

soapbox makeshift pulpit and preach away at our 
imaginary congregation - that was really something, 
nothing less than the pinnacle of achievement and 
glamorl 

So, it was not strange that one day, probably 
bursting with self-confidence, I should tell my mother : 
"I want to be a minister." And would you believe it, 
she came right back and said : "I wouldn't dare be 
a minister." ""Vhy notT 1 wanted to know. "Because," 
she told me with far more sense than I gave her any 
credit fo r at the time, "because the responsibility is 
too great." 

Well, my folks had some queer notions like that. 
They belonged to the old school, and not all of their 
nine youngsters always agreed with everything they 
said. 1 suppose that's par for the course. Please bear 
with me then as, even now, by this personal recollec
tion, 1 would rise up to call them blessed. 

"The responsibility is too great ." 
To recapture this awareness is what the church 

needs so sorely in our time. The church is in grave 
peril because by and large this has become a lost 
chord, a missing note in Christendom today. 

That awesome office! This is the office of those 
who are charged with the government, the nurture, 
and the care of the church of thc Lord Jesus Christ. 
This is the offi ce of the elders. Of course, this also 
includes the ministers; for, according to Scripture, 
they too are elders, teaching elders. 

Verti c.a l reference - \"'hat someone recently told 
me about an officer in the e RC was a dubious com
plimen t indeed. The report making the rounds about 
this man, my informant said, was that his policy is: 
:\'ow abideth faith , hope, and diplomacy; and the 
greatest of these is diplomacy. 

Of course, Christian diplomacy can be a great 
asset in the work of an officcr in the church; but, 
when given priority over that which is true and right, 
then diplomacy becomes a curse. 

Elders and deacons (also ministers) have just 
recently been inducted into their sacred offi ces. This 
is a good time for them to sea rch their souls lest 
th'ey get their priorities confused and fail to set their 

sights on the awcsome appointment that now is theirs. 
It is of the utmost importance that they be governed 
not by the horizontal but by the vertical reference. 

Elders controlled by the vertical reference in rul 
ing the church are mcn of Cod: 

- men who keep their eyes on the Lord , rather 
than their car to the ground; 

- men who want nothing of the weak-kneed policy 
of just go along in order to get along; 

- men who refuse to sit on the fence until they 
see on which side the majority is found, or to 
first hold up a finger to feel which way the 
wind is blowing; 

- men who resolutely re ject the Latin dictum: Vox 
populi, vox Dei (The voice of the people is the 
voice of God). 

Cod grant then that every elder ("bishop" or "over
seer) may be or become such as to answer to the 
req uirement spelled out by Paul in writing to Titus: 
"For the bishop must be. . holding to the faithful 
word which is according to the teaching, that he may 
be able both to exhort in the sound doctrine, and to 
convict the gainsayers" (Tit. 1:7, 9). 

E lders who have some knowledge and apprecia
tion of the vertical reference know that theirs is an 
awesome office. Elders worthy of their position arc 
deeply imbued with the realization that theirs is an 
office instituted by their Lord, one to which they 
have been called fi rst of all by the Lord, and one 
in which they are responsible above all to the Lord . 

Such elders are in line with what the Bible 
teaches about their office. Such elders are the need 
of the hour. By C od's mercy, may their tribe increase! 

Sec.ular climate - The awesomeness of the rulinp
office in Christ's church is accentuated by this in
escapable predicament: he who occupies it must safe
guard and champion all that is sacred in a climate 
that is woefully secular, a milieu that is hostile to 
all that is from above. This world, in which the cus
todian of Christ's church m ust serve is not a friend 
to grace. 

In a d iscuss ion on the author of "The Hound of 
Heaven," a participant once made this observation: 
Hit was the tragedy of Francis Thompson's li fe that 
he never felt at home in this world." To this another 
replied: "It is our tragedy that we do." For custodians 
of Christ's church, this word to the wise should be 
sufficient. 

W atchmen on the walls of Zion must constantly 
strive to make us dissatisfied and homesick in our 
secular climate. As co-workers with Christ, they 
must agonize to keep intact the enmity Cod has put 
between the secd of the serpent and the seed of the 
woman. In season and out of season, these custodians 
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of a sacred trust are to strive to do the impossible 
except for this, with God all things are possible! 

By day and by night, these officers in the church 
are to do all in their God-given power to get us (and 
by all means, others, too!) to break step with a secular 
society; to march to a different drumbeat; and to 
breathe the pure, fresh air of the kingdom of heaven. 

To illustrate. 1 can still see him, glaring at me, 
angry, defiant, ab out to divorce his wife with no good 
cause. "The consistory," he snarled, "better mind their 
own business." Confrontations like that can be ex
pected to increase in this day of quick and easy 
divorce. 'Veak-kneed acquiescence and tolerance at 
such a time must be anathema. Custodians of Christ's 
cause and church unwilling to show "profil es in cour
age" when it comes to a showdown are unworthy of 
their office. And, it may be added , that by Cod's 
grace our defiant member, bound h eadlong for a 
divorce that day, was brought to his senses and his 
marriage was saved. By God's infinite mercy the im
possible was made possible. 

No-fault divorce, abortion on request, pre-marihll 
sex, th e Sodom-and-Gomorrah morals of the homo
sexual, shacking up, situation e thics, the new morality, 
and the whole brood of debauchery and hanky-panky 
that Satan has spawned - you know, don't you that 
these are all to be tolerated now in respectable so
ciety? Well, if you think anything of the kind, with 
God's help either change your thinking drastically 
and immediately or else get out of that awesome 
office that you are now degrading as a Benedict 
Arnold or a trai tor in the "holy, catholic Church" of 
our Lord Jesus Christ. 

Price of leade rship - Dr. Samuel Volbeda, of 
blessed memory, our professor of practical theology 
at Ca lvin Seminary in a bygone day, urged us as 
would-be leaders in the church to remember that 
the price of leadership is loneliness. 

One veteran pastor in the eRC once went so far 
as to say in Dutch: ;·"-ees getrouw, maar vertrouw 
niemand" (Be trustworthy. but don't trust anybody). 
Too cynical, you say. Of course. that was too cynica l. 
But obviously the man had learned from bitter ex
periences that try a man·s soul, that as a leader in 
Christ's church \\"e so often mllst dare to be a D aniel 
and dare to stand alone. 

That the custodians of Christ's church have fa Jlen 
upon evil days calling for the utmost in courage has 
been said so ,,·ell by D. ~[artyn Lloyd Jones in his 
Studies i1~ The Sermon on tile Mount that we quote 
him here as follows: 

"\Ve are li\ing in an age when definitions are at 
a discount, an age which dislikes thought and hates 
theology and doctrine and dogma. 

'H'
OUTLOOK 

~ 
JOURNAL OF REFORMED FELLOWSHIP, INC. 

(OITORIAl COMMITTEE: 	Peler De Jon9, leon~rd Greenway, John B. 
Hulsl, Jerome Jvl ie", Marvi" Mulle., John H. 
Piersma, leonard T. Schalkwyk. Henry Vanden 
Heuvel , Thomas Vanden Hevve!. 

Send all contribvlion, 10 Managing Editor, John Yander Ploeg, 
6727 Adrian SI ., S. E., Grand Rapid s, Mith. ~9508 

BOARO OF TRUSTEES - Thom~. Vanden Hevvel, pre.ident; Jerome 
Juli en, lecre ta ry; leonard Kl oet , treuure. and businets mllnege.; 
PeTe. Wobbemll, Jr., ass't set retary.treuvre r; Leonard Greenway, John 
D. Hellinga , John B. Hulst, Marvin Muller, John H. Piersma, Leonard 
T. Schlllkwyk. Ber ton $even$ma, Henry Yanden Heuvel , Ron ald J . Van 
Pvtlen , Gerald P. Ve ll engll, Sidney DeYoung. 

Thi. periodical is ow""d ond publhhed by Reformed FGllowohip, Inc ., 
o re ligious ond "'iCity non·prof,1 orgonizollon ~ompo,ed of {l g'<>IIp of 
o,ri .!ion bel iever> who hold 10 the R~fo'med foi.h. tI. purp<»a i. to give 
.horpe....d e ~pre .. ion 10 .h i. Fo·th. 10 stimulote the d~"inol sen.itivities 
of those who orole.. Ihi. foith. '0 promo'" the spirituol welfofe and 
puritv of the o,r i.I<on Rdormed Chu'ch porti~ulorly and also of other 
Relormed churche •• ond os fOf o. pos,ble 10 fUrlh er !he iMere." of all 
Chri.lion oction ond in,titution> 01 Relo,med chorocter. 

The pub lish ... of this {ou,na l expr.ss ,hei' odherence to ,h. Corvlnt.!tc 
creed. o. formu leti!<l in ,he llelg ic ConfeSSion••he Heidelberg Cotechl.m. 
the Conons of DOr!, and 'he WeSlminSler Confession ond Cotechism •. 

All conlrib ution. repre.ent Ihe peroonal view. of the wrilers ond do not 
",,,..,,orily '''hct Ihe opinion. of the membe" of Re lotmed fellowship. Inc:. 

"And 'he 'h ree componi.,. b lew the trumpets. . and he ld 1M lorch•• 
in their leI! hond., ond the t,um pe" in their ' i;hl hands and they 
"ied. The .word of Jehcvoh end of Gideon'· (Judgu 7,20) . 

Sub,<riplion P"lky, Sub.cr;pl ion price, $5 .00 pe r yeor. $9 .00 2 years . Unle.. 
a de~nite rcq",," for d ••con1Onuance i. re<:eived. it il o..umed ,hat 'he 
sub,cnbe' wi.he. the subscription to conlinue withov, Ihe fo rmality of 0 
,,,newel ord.r ond he will be billed fo ' renewol . 11 you hove a chonQe 
of addrns. p leo.e nolify ,he Su. ine.. Office os .orly a s po.. ibl", In order 
to ovo,d ,he inco nven ience of ooloyed deli.ery. Includ. your Zip Code. 

EDITORIAl AND CIRCULATION OFFICES 
THE OUTlOOK 

.a55 Storr Street. S. E. 
Grond Ropids, Mkh i""n 49506 

Telephone 949-5~21 

Moiling Addr~ .. , P.O. 60~ 7383 
Grend Rapid., Mlchlgon ~9SIO 

Second CI" .. poolo;e paid 0' Grond Ropid •. Mi<higon. 
Sub"';ptio n prica, $5.00 per yeor. $9.00 for IWO yeors. 
Gil! subsuiprl"n., $3.50 per """,r. 
Publi , hed 'w.lve time. per yeo,. 

J_nu_ry, 1972, Vol. XXII, No.1 

Contents: 

EDITORIAL 2 

That Aw.so.... Office 
J ohn V. lld • • Ploeg 

WHERE IS LEVER HEADED? 	 5 
A. lde " Mllnn.g_ ,'·HAPPINESS IS • 
hurie Vanden He uvel 

A tOOK AT BOOKS 
God in thll Oock - C. S. Lawis " 

M.n.nn. Rldius 
The New Bilsle Commenillry - Guthrie, e l . 1. 

John J . Byker 

REFOR MED EVANGELISM IN THE SOUTH 12 
Jon.th. n O. MIle 

CONFRONTATION AT CATHOLIC U 	 IS 

THE TIMOTHY·lAWNDAlE SITUATION (2) 16 
GIr.-.tt H. Stout....yu 

STUDIES IN GENESIS I-XI 
Pe h'r Y. De JonS " 

http:GIr.-.tt


• • • • 

"It is an age which is characterized by a love of 
ease and compromise - 'anything for a quiet life,' as 
the expression goes . It is an age of appeasement. 
That term is no longer popular in a political and in
ternational sense, but the mentality that delights in 
it persists. It is an age that dislikes strong men be
cause, it says, they always cause dishlrbance. It dis
likes a man who knows what he believes and really 
believes it. It dismisses him as a difficult person who 
is 'impossible to get on with' 

"There have been ages in the history of the 
Church when men were praised because they stood 
for their principles at all costs. But this is not so 
today. Such mcn today are regarded as being dif
ficu lt, self-assertive, non-cooperative and so on. The 
man who is now glorified is the man who can be 
described as being in 'the middle of the road,' not at 
one extreme or the other, a pleasant man, who does 
not create difficulties and problems because of his 
views. 

"Life, we are told, is sufficiently difficult and in
volved as it is, without our taking a stand on partic
ular dCK:trines. That surely is the mentali ty today, 
and it is not unfair to say that it is the controll ing 
mentality. It is very natural in a sense, because we 
have experienced so much trouble, so many problems 
and disasters. 

"It is only natural, also, that people should be 
ready to turn away from men with principles who 
know where they stand, and should seek peace and 
ease. Just cast your minds back to the twenties and 
the thirties of this century in the political and inter
national spheres and you will see exactly what I am 
describing. The cry was for tranqu illity and ease ; and 
evasion of problems followed naturally and inevitably. 
Eventually, peace at almost any price, even that in
volving the humiliation and betrayal of others, be
came the controlling idea" (Vol. Two, pp. 159, 160. 
Quoted by permission of the Wm. B. Eerdmans Pub
lishing Co., Crand Rapids, Mich.). 

Elders and ministers as custodians of Christ's 
church must indeed be peacemakers, but fi e on them 
if they are willing to settle for a phony peace at the 
expense of whatever is true and right and holy. "Ja 
broeders" in the consistory are dead weight or even 
worse. It is true also in the church that sycophants 
who, come what may, kowtow to the establishment 
are a disgrace to their office. Opportunists and un
principled men who believe the end justifies the 
means are an abomination to the Lord . The slogan 
My church, may she ever be right:; but, right or wrong, 
my church! is satanic, and may God be gracious to 
deliver us from it. 

What Ralph Waldo Emerson once wrote of the 
nation, if properly app lied, may be said also of the 
church. We take the liberty of adapting his poetic 
lines from "A Nation's Strength" to suit our present 
purpose: 

"Not gold but only men can make 
A people great and strong; 
Men who for truth and honer's sake 
Stand fast and suDer long. 

"Brave men who work while others sleep, 
Who dare while others fly 
They build a nation's pi/kITS deep 
And lift them to the sky." 

Sacred Trust - To be President of the United 
States or Prime Minister of Canada - what an awe
some responsibility that must be! Or to be a jet
plane pilot at the controls while fl ying over the ocean 
or crossing the Alps with hundreds of preciolls lives 
aboard! Or to be a surgeon in the midst of a most 
delica te operation with life hanging by a thread! We 
marvel at the courage and skill Cod gives to men to 
enable them to assume responsibility as great as that. 

But, when you and I see those custodians of 
Christ's church at worship next Sunday and when 
they come to our homes on the business of the church , 
let's not th ink for a moment that their responsibility 
is one whit less. Fact is, it's even greater. If we fail 
to remember these our spiritual leaders in constant 
prayer, we too will surely be called to account if 
they shou ld fail to meet the test. 

Next to His own honor, there is nothing so pre
cious to our Lord as His blood-bought church. An 
the cattle on a thousand hills and all the treasures 
and wealth of the whole universe would not have been 
enough to pay what it cost to redeem lost sinners and 
make them Christ's church. Paul was so deeply im
bued with that realization as he made clear in what 
he sought to bind upon the hearts of the elders of 
Ephesus. This is what we read: 

"And from Miletus he sen t to Ephesus, and called 
to him the elders of the church. And when they were 
come to him, he said unto them, Take heed unto 
yourselves, and to all the flock, in which the H oly 
Spirit hath made you b ishops [overseers], to feed the 
church of the Lord which he purchased with his own 
blood" (Acts 20:28). 

To come close to home: you elders, the fu ture of 
the CRC is in jeopardy; and , under God , it's up to 
you what's going to happen. Whether the glory of 
this church is to be or not to be is in your hands as 
those who have been appointed to be responsible for it. 

No, this does not excuse the rest of us. Every 
Christian occupies the awesome offices of prophet, 
priest, and king. Without exception, we too will be 
called to give account. But you elders are the official 
custodians responsible for the well-being and fu ture 
of Christ's church, and therefore your responsibility 
surpasses that of others. 

That awesome office I - it is one in which Christ 
calls you to feed , to nurture, to guide, to govern, to 
discipline, and always to watch over His church. 

The responsibility is great enough to make one 
tremble. But we are praying for you and our God 
will supply your every need as you carryon and look 
to Him. To be derelict in this duty is a thought to 
make one shudder. To be fou nd fai thful is a glorious 
and thrilling contemplation. 

Think of what it will mean one day to hear our 
Lord say: "Well done, good and fait hful servant; 
thou hast been faithful over a few things, 1 will set 
thee over many things; enter thou into the joy of thy 
Lord." What more could you possibly want! 



WHERE IS 

LEVER HEADED? 


AALDERT MENNEGA 

With a healthy appetite I set myself 
squarely on my chair and was ready for 
his nine-course banquet. But what a let
down it turned out to be! 

What a le tdow n! - There is nothing like a good 
appetizer before a good meal. \Vhen I picked up Jan 
Lever's little book, Where Are W e Headed,o I looked 
at the outside and found seve ral intriguing things 
which whetted my appetite. 

Who, as a b iologist, would not be interested in 
a "Christian perspective on evolution"? And the back 
cover tells liS that Lever's message is crucial for the 
power of the Gospel to be realized. Truly a promis
ing menu! Wi th a healthy appetite I set myself 
squarely on my chair and was ready for his nine
course banquet. But what a letdown it turned out 
to be! 

What is this little booklet which was deemed im
portant enough to be translated from the Dutch into 
our English language? Before going into the different 
chapters I would like to spend a little time putting 
it into perspective so that we know where we are 
going in this review. According to the Preface of 
the original Dutch version , the booklet is a collection 
of radio talks given in 1968 as an attempt to acquaint 
the radio· audience with the relationship between the 
Christian faith and modcrn natural science; to clear 
up some misunderstandings; and to present the view 
that both the Christian faith and natural science are 
essential for the p rogress of humanity. 

A misleading titl e - The major title of the booklet 
indicates that there is a question of direction. Where 
is mankind headed and what is going to happen to 
liS in the future? The English subtitle suggests that 
Lever is going to answer these questions by present
ing a Christian perspective on evolution, while the 
Dutch subtitle announces that the author is going to 
speak on the subjcct of the origin of the world as a 
biologist. 

I submit that Lever has clone neither of the two, 
and in that respect the title misrepresents the con
tents of the booklet. The back cover of the book gives 
us some idea of this failure when it speaks of man as 
having come to stand more and more in the perspec
tive of evolutionary development, and that the con
comitant ethica l and ideological problems will be 
solved by man's courage and wisdom, and that this 
will determine man's future on earth. This, as YOll 

/Jr. Au/den i1fennel'u is C/wirmnn of and Associnte Pr"f...<os01" 
in the Department of Biology at Oordt College, Sioux Calter, 
Iowa. Dr. Jan Lever is Professor of ZoolOgy at the l'ree 
University at Amsterdam. 

°Wm . B. Eerdmans Publishing Co., Grand Rapids, Michigan. 
59 pp. $1.65. 1970. 

see, is neither speaking as a biologist, nor glvmg a 
Christian perspective on the problems of mankind. 

Fails to speak as a bio log ist - From the Dutch 
subtitle, "A Biologist Speaks About the Origin of T his 
Earthly Reality," as well as from his text, we get the 
definite impression that Lever wants to speak with 
authority from the scientific basis of biological fac 
tuality. As a fellow-bio logist I appreciate Lever's 
eagerness to speak out on the important issues of the 
day, but as a biologist I fai l to see where he speaks 
as a biologist . 

Whatever authority Lever may want to claim, it 
is not as a biologist that he can claim it. For h is 
perspective and his answers to the problems are not a 
biological perspective and biological answers at all. 
Bathers, what Lever is giving liS here is a confession 
of his faith, and a view of what faith means for his 
biology and for his ch urch life. 

By faith, here, I mean Lever's basic commitment in 
life. Jt is very clear that in principle it is impossible 
for him to speak as a biologist abou t the origin of the 
world and of li fe, because this is not at all within the 
domain of investigation of biology. Biology concerns 
itself with living organisms a nd all their many dif
ferent aspects, b ut does not properly concern itself 
with the question of origins. 

Lever's d isa ppointing pe rspective - The question 
of origins is discussed very frequently today, as it 
has been in the past many centuries. And history can 
teach us a lesson here, if we are willing to learn it . 
There are two basic answers to the question of 
origins. On the one hand, there is the revealed ac
count as God gave it to us in Genesis, wTitten down 
by Moses to whom God spoke on the mountain as to 
a friend. On the other hand, there are the many 
alternatives in all their variety, from mythical anti
quity through modern unbelief, which all have in 
common the one factor that they reject God's revela
tion about the origin of things. 

Contemporary scientists pretend to be able to give 
us a valid alternative to the Creation account, and 
want to give us a revelation based on the scientific 
method, claiming to be completely reli ab le and irre
futable. The choice between these two "revelations" 
is a choice one can make only on the basis of one's 
life commitment , and most basic loyalty. When the 
English sub title announces that we arc about to read 
a Christian perspective on the problcm of evolution 
we must be prepared to be disappointed, becanse the 

Mayall the treasures of the Reformed 

faith now flood our minds and hearts with 

courage and assurance also for the un

knotvn tooy ahead. "If God is for us, who 

is aga.illst us?" Best wishes for a truly 

blessed 1972{ 



perspective which we find in the ensuing pages is 
indistinguishable from that of the unbeliever. 

It would be much more honest and accurate to 
change the subtitle to read, "The Secular Perspective 
On Evolution As Held By A Christian." Whether 
Lever is a Christian we may, of course, not judge, 
for he confesses it with his mouth. But that his per
spective, as displayed in this booklet, is uniquely 
Christian, is certainly debatable. 

Lever takes sides - So far we have only looked 
on the outside of the book, but it is time to take a 
look at the substance of what it says. I prefer to do 
this one chapter at a time, in the order ill which the 
author presents them. 

Tn the first chapter the author deals with "Two 
Related Questions" which are 1) "Genesis and Sci
ence," and 2) "The Gospel and the Future of Man
kind." Since these questions involve interpretation of 
the Bible, the author feels it an advantage to be able 
to speak as a biologist, rather than a theologian, since 
the Bible "was written especially for common, or
dinary people like you and me" (p. 7). 

That the Bible was written for ordinary people, 
and not primarily for thcologians or scientists is well 
said, but it also needs to be said that we, therefore, 
do not need any special insights from anyone as a 
biologist, in order to be able to understand properl y 
what Scripture has to say about origins. That some 
people are "frightened" and have a "fear [of] a new in
terpre tation" may be true enough, but two things 
must be borne in mind here. 

First of all, it is because of pronouncements of 
churchgoing scientists that these people become con
cerned about the direction of the new developments. 
And secondly, lay people, as non-scientists, who read 
their Bible obedient1 y, may be able to understand 
Scripture more clearl y just because they have no other 
perspective or viewpoint outside of Scripture to inter· 
fere with the correct understanding of Scripture. For 
them there is no need to adjust Scripture to current 
scientists' ways of looking at lire. 

Whe n Lever spells out who the people are that 
are concerned, he lists "those who do not come into 
contact with the natural sciences in their daily oc· 
cupation" (p. 8), and others who are scientists and 
Christians, who on the basis of their scientific dis
coveries "can come to only one conclusion, namely, 
that certain views regarding the origin of the world 
that have long been held in the Christian community 
must be wrong [ . .. and] that another interpretation 
is necessary" (p. 8). He then clearly sides with the 
latter group. 

Still another group - I feel that it is very impor
tant that the author, and also his readers, be aware 
of the fact that there is still another group of people 
who should be mentioned in this context, namely, 
those who are Christi ans, and at the same time are 
fu ll-fledged scien tists who know what the facts of 
science are, but who do not feel compelled to accept 
the generally held interpretation of the scientifi c facts 
and who, instead, interpret the same facts from a 
Scripturally oriented perspective. 

The author does not appear to be aware of the 

fact that there are a large number of these people 
who are convinced that "the [mechanistic] scientific 
view" is neither scientific nor biblical. I number my
self among the latter group and find that without the 
new interpretation I have fu ll freedom to explore 
nature, to unlock some of its secrets, to get a better 
unders tanding of how God's creation works, and how 
to apply this knowledge in the enrichment of the 
li ves of fellow men. 

liberating experi ence? - '¥hen the author, there
fore, speaks of a liberating experience, in rejecting 
the "conservative position" and embracing "the scien
tific view," I can hardly see this as a liberation. The 
author is shackling himself to a position which very 
much limits free exploration and interpretation of the 
natural phenomena. Of course, from the booklet one 
cannot deduce from exactly which position the author 
has been liberated. 

That Lever wa nts to deliver the reader from un
certainties and fears is indeed noble, but he should 
first of all detennine unto what he is delivering them, 
and not just take the first solution offered as tile one 
solution. 

Although one might suspect scholastic tendencies 
on the part of the author when the book speaks of 
"personal religious life, with in the confines of the 
church" (p. 9), the translator is wholly at fault, for 
the original version does not at all warrant such 
suspicion. The author is presumably well enough ac
quainted with the pitfalls of scholasticism, and indeed 
shows that there must be expression of one's religious 
life in dealing with "the great problems of our times 
and . . the future of mankind" (p. 9). 

Straw people to be knocked down - The second 
question of this chapter first of all points up the well
know problem of Western civilization regarding pol
lution, overpopulation , and the like, and the author 
senses the urgency of doing something about these 
problems, and indicates that the Christian, too, must 
be involved in answering these problems, and that if 
t11e Gospel of Christ has anything to say for today's 
life, the Christian has to convey it to the world. 

In this critical situation the author sees the church 
people as not only ignorant of what is going on in 
natural science today, bu t also fearful of the scientific 
knowledge explosion, and unwilling to be bothered 
about new ideas stemming from the science world. 

After making a caricature of this group of people 
(who probably exist only as straw people to be 
knocked down), the author states that it is particularly 
to these people that he wa nts to address himself in 
the rest of the book. Not wanting to fi t into the 
caricature category naturally makes every reader want 
to be on the autllOr's good side. But it is very well 
possible that not only the problema tics of the book 
are stated incorrectly, but that also the solution to the 
problem may not be the only one or even the correct 
one. 

Sinc."e "our entire life and a great share of our 
thinking, imagination , and fantasy are increasingly 
being penneated by the results, the ideas, and the 
methods of the natura l sciences" (p. 10 ), it is just pos
sible that we have to look to a source other than 



natural science for solving these problems, and for a 
true perspective on what is really going on. Let us 
see what bearing Science has on Genesis (or should it 
be the other way around?) and what the Gospel has 
to do with the Future of Mankind, in the following 
chapters. 

Three categories of readers - In the second chap
ler the author, before dealing with the newly-coined 
term of concept of "picture of reality," defines more 
clearly whom he has in mind in his audience. 1 will 
take his three categories of readers in reverse order. 

The third group consists of all "those who choose 
to be known as non-Christians" (p. 13). The second 
and first kinds of people, then, are confessing Chris
tians. Group two "includes Christians who arc in
formed and knowlcdgeable about rcccnt developments 
in the natural sciences and who have come to the 
conclusion that a litera list reading of the Bible cannot 
be maintained" (p. 13). And in the first group of 
readers are "those Christians who believe that the 
entire Bible, every word of it, including the first chap
ters of Genesis, must be taken literall y. Thus when 
one of the sciences sets fo rth views that conflict with 
the ones these Christians think they can deduce from 
certain words in the Bible, they conclude that this 
science must be wrong" (p. 13). Apparently, group 1 
must consist of those people who are not scientists 
hecause it is contrasted with group 2 where the 
knowledgeable, well-i nformed scientists are. 

Now it is not quite true that among Christians 
there are only those who are non-scientists who try 
to deduce certain views from Scripture, and those 
who are scientists and are in the know about the true 
situation. In all fa irness the large group of Christians 
who are "informed and knowledgeable about recent 
developments in the natural sciences" but who do not 
accept the mechanistic interpretation of reality, but 
instead see all things in the light of a Scriptural per
spective, must also be acknowledged . 

The true perspective - \-Ye must also entertain 
seriously the possibility that there may be a conflict 
between what some Christians know the Bible tells 
us about beginnings and that which certain scientists 
believe they can deduce from their observations of 
certain natural phenomena. 

The issue is not whether Scripture is a textbook of 
science, for to my knowledge there is not a person 
in the world who claims that it is. No one goes to 
Scripture to deduce scientific theories from any partie. 
ular passage or groups of passages. But there are 
certain things which we can know from Scripture by 
spiritual understanding, and these things can be 
known only from Scripture because there is no other 
way of getting at them. Only from Scripture can we 
know who man is, what his relationship to the world. 
to other men, and to God, is. Only by knowing that 
in Christ we are redeemed sinners, and by living in 
obedience to God 's ' -Yord can we learn the true per
spective on life, both present and past; and this must 
be our starting pOint and focal point in all our activ
ities, including those in science. 

Lever makes a very good point when he says that 
all three groups, as he lists them, must continue to 

listen to each other, and I would like to add that all 
three groups could also benefit by listening to the 
fourth group which 1 pointed out above. 

Picture of reality - A picture of reality is defined 
as "the picture that we fDlm of reality - of our world 
on the basis of Olir knowledge and insights. Our p ic
ture of reality has reference, for example, to such 
questions as: Is the earth round or flat? Can animal 
species change? and the like. 

"Thus, the concept 'picture of reality' is much more 
objective than the concept 'life and world view'" (p. 
16). In other words, how we think of the world around 
us depends to a large extent on what we see of it, 
and how we experience it. It is then, of course, ob
vious that our forefathers, throughout the ages, have 
had different views of looking at things, because the 
circumstances have always been different, at least 
historically. 

The question in the author's mind is, at this crucial 
point, whether the picture of reality which we th ink 
we can deduce from the Bible is an acceptable picture 
for our days and age. He makes it very clear that 
he does not think it is, because the "entire Bible was 
written within the framework of existing notions 
about nature" (P. 17). 

I feel that, at this point the value of the new term, 
picture of reality, becomes dubious, for Scripture is 
not merely a hum an document, but is the Word of 
God to man, and only by being keenly attuned to 
God's message can our religious perspective on reality 
be true. That means that we cannot merely go to the 
present day scientist to ask what reality is all about; 
but in finding out all kinds of different things abou t 
reality, we must carefully ask what all these things 
mean in the light of God's Word. It appears that the 
author lacks the realization that our basic commit
ments to the authority of Cod's Word, and an obe
dient listening to what it says, have very much to do 
with the formation of our picture of reality, in what
ever era in history, and therefore Lever can say, 
"How can a non-Christian put any trust in the Chris
tian faith if Christians deny the clear and plain find
ings of the natural sciences?" Apparently Levcr is 
not aware of, or does not agree with, Abraham 
Kuyper who so clearly pointed out that there is a 
common work area for the natural scientists, but that 
as soon as interpretation of the facts starts, two 
distinctly separate sciences must and do appear, viz., 
a Christian and an apostate science. It is imperative 
that we distinguish the facts of science from the in· 
terpretations of these facts, and that we distinguish 
Christian interpretations from aposta te interpretations. 

The problematics, on which the following chapters 
are based, are then a false problematics, and not 
until a Christian interpretation of the clear and plain 
findings of the natural sciences is incorporated into 
the discussion can there be any hope of approaching 
a satisfactory answer to the problems raised. The mis
conceptions which have been held throughout history 
about the nature of the world around us, which Lever 
attributes to a wrong interpretation of the Bible, will 
then also come to stand in a different light. 

(To be continued) 



• • • 
""HAPPINESS IS 

LAURIE VANDEN HEUVEl 

"Happiness is ..." the craving of ellery human heurt 
currently or fo rmerly alive . 

"H appiness is .. . " something that everyone seeks 
and very few find. 

"Happiness is ..." according to the advertisers, every
thing from "razor blades that give a s-m-o-o-t-h-e-r 
shave" to toothpaste producing greater "sex ap
pea'" to dctergcllt that "erases those wash-day 
blues," 

"Happiness is ..." according to the United States Bill 
of Righ ts, the legal r igh t of its pursuit by every 
citizen of this country. 

"Happiness is .. ," according to a cardinal con fes
sion of the Christian church, the Heidelberg Cate
chism: 

To know: 
F irst, how great my sins and miseries arc. 
Second, how I may be delivered from my 

sins and miseries . 
Third, how 1 may express my gratitude to 

God for such deliverance. 
( Lord's D ay 1, QA 2) 

As we survey the gamut of these definitions by 
the world and by the church, we cnnnot avoid being 
impressed by the startling contrasts. The contrasts 
cnn be reduced to a simple fonnula - the world lives 
for self, God's people live for H im. 

Paul's Choice - Once there was a magnificent 
man - a specimen of crcation worthy of admiration 
by all : strong, educated, utterly sincere, tender, in
tcnse, passionately zealous. Tragically all these vir
tues were directed toward the wrong goal - the 
persecution of the church of Jesus Christ - until 
Christ Himself stmek him down one day and that 
proud persec·utar worshipped the persecuted Savior, 
crying with smitten soul, "Lord , what wilt ThOll have 
me to do?" 10at moment was the "spiritual birthday" 
of Saul of Tarsus, who then became our be loved 
apostle Paul, the most powerfu l pastor and p reacher 
the world has ever known. This dynamic man was 
turned by the Spirit of Christ from the service of sin 
to the servfcc of the Savior so that he wrote in his 
beautiful love-le tter to the church of Philippi : "For 
mc to live is Christ and to die is gain." "Happiness 
was ..." the Lord for Paul. 

Laurie Vanden Heuvel it the wife of Rev Thom{J.J C. Vanden 
Heuvel, postor of the Cenl rlll Avenue Chrlst,um Hefonned 
Church in H ollmul , M ichigan. 

In this verse Paul set forth in grand simplicity the 
happiness of life in Christ. Jesus Christ was for Paul: 
his Source, his Sustainer, his Standard, his Summit, 
his Sanctifier. 

Christ - the Source - "Life began on the Damas
cus Road" for Paul. It was in that tra umatic ex
perience and at that dramatic moment that the ar
rogant Saul of Tarsus took the crown off his own head 
and returned it to the righ tful Owner "whose we are 
and whom we serve." In Galatians 2:20 Paul says: 
"1 am crucified with Christ: nevertheless 1 live ; yet 
not I, but Christ liceth in me; and the life which I 
live in the flesh I live by the fa ith of the Son of God, 
who loved me, and gave Himself for me." That faith 
led Paul to prison, La suffer pe rils on land and sea , to 
endure persecution of body and soul and Snally to 
pay the price of life itself. 

Christ - the Susta iner - Not only d id Christ begin 
this new life in Paul, H e con tinued to sustain him on 
the Christian pilgrimage. Paul comforted the church 
at Philipp i with th is same tru th when he said, "I am 
sure that He who began a good work in yOll will bring 
it to completion at the day of Jesus Christ." To the 
church at Galatia Puul wrote: "And because YOll are 
sons, God has sent the Spirit of His Son into our 
hearts crying, 'Abba Father...• And as a humble con
fession of his own personal helplessness and com
plete reliance upon Jesus Christ, Paul exclaimed, "I 
can do aU things through Cllrist who strengthens 
me!" ( Ph il. 4:13) 

Christ - the Standard - But basic to Christ's being 
the Sustainer, the Summit and the Sanctifier of Paul's 
life, was the requisite that Christ be the Storulord of 
Paul's life. Christ had said , '1f you love me, keep my 
commandments." Paul realized the justice of Christ's 
demand but confessed his tota l inability to fulfill it 
when he cried: ''The good that 1 would, I do not, and 
the evil that I would not, that 1 do. Oh! Wretched 
man that T am! Who will deliver me from the body 
of this death?" 

There is pathos and despair in those words but 
victory in these: 

"'Thanks be to God, [I am delivered] thrOtlgh Jesu~ 
Christ OUi' Lord!" 

Did not Christ Himself set His people straight in 
His Sermon on the Mount when He said : "I came not 
to destroy the law but to fulflll if'? 

Paul develops this teachin g of Christ more full y 



when he writes to the Romans. Evidently there was 
as much confusion in the minds of those people in 
that day as there is in the minds of many today 
concerning the place of the law. Cod's standard. in 
our lives. Paul writes: 

1. 	 "For no human bcing will be justified in h is 
sight by works of the law" (Rom. 3:20a). 

2. 	 "For we hold that a man is justified by fai th 
apart from the works of the law" ( Rom. 3:28). 

3. 	 "Therefore. since we are justified by fai th, we 
have peace with Cod throu.gh our Lord Jes1/s 
Christ. Through Him we have obtained access 
to this grace in which we stand. and we rejoice 
in our hope of sharing the glory of Cod" ( Rom. 
5, 1, 2). 

4. 	 ''Do we then overthrow the law by this faith? 
By no means! On the contrary we uphold the 
law" (Rom. 3:31 ). 

5. 	 "For it is not the hearers of the law who arc 
righteous before Cod but the doers of the law 
who will be justified" ( Rom. 2:13 ). 

Notice carefull y the intricate progression of thought 
here. Paul asks: "Are we declared righteous by keep
ing a set of rules?" 

"No!" 
"We are justified by fai th in the Savior who kept 

the law perfectly for I/S!" 

"Does that mean then that we no longer have to 
obey the law?" 

"No!" 
"We must obey the law but not as a means to at

taiu heaven but out of love for our Savior who has 
Hi mself obeyed it fo r US; who having done this now 
turns lovingly to us H is ch ildren and says: 'Do you 
really love me? Show me. Obey my command
ments.' " 

Th is is the voice of the Bridegroom tenderly call
ing the Bride to fellowship, not a fe llowship of coer
cion. for that is no fellowship at all. It is a fellowship 
of mutu.al surrender. The Bridegroom has given Hi s 
aU for His loved one, H is very life's blood; and now 
He yearns for the yielding response of complete sur
render by the Bride. As it is in marriage, so it is 
between Christ and His church. When we His Bride, 
respond to Him in love, yielding and surrendcring 
all that we have and all that we are in loving obe
dience to H im, we have "joy unspeakable!" 

That's what happiness is all about! 

Chri st - Our Summit - The word "summit" auto
matically suggests to our mind's eye a mountaintop. 
One's conception of that moun tain summit depends 
on where he i8 standing in relationship to it. 

L 	 If one is in the valley, journeying tQward the 
mountain summit, his f(''eling is one of "com
pulsion," of "striving,'" of "pressiug on." 

2. 	 If olle is standing on top of the summit, hi s 
feeling is one of "achievement," of "victory," of 
"confidence." 

For the apostle Paul , the summit of the mountain 
of life was Christ and Paul stood in both relationships 
to that mountaintop at va rious times in hi s Christian 
experience. 

1. 	 In Homans 8:38 and 39 he is standing ON the 

mountain summit. vVith feet anchored on the 
Summit, Jeslls Christ, he looks around at the 
vast p.'lnorama of trials and temptations which 
try to rob him of his devotion to Christ, and his 
song is one of victory, of confidence. Listen 
as he sings it l 

"For I am persuaded that neither death, nor 
life, nor angels, nor principalities, nor 
powers, nor things p resent, nor things to 
come, nor height, nor depth, nor any otller 
creature, shall be able to separate us from 
the love of Cod, which is in Christ Jesus 
our Lordi" 

2. 	 In Ph ilippians 3: 13 and 14 Paul is in thc valley, 
working his way, by the power of the Spirit, 
to the summit which is Jesus Christ. H is feelif!,3 
is one of "stri ving," of "compulsion." 

"Brethren ... forgetting those things which 
are behind, and reaching forth unto those 
things which are before, 1 press on toward 
the mark for the prize of the high calling 
of Cod in Christ Jesus." 

These two positions of 1) ''Victory'' in Christ, and 
2) "Pressing on" toward Christ are the concurrent ex
periences of evcry Christian . What believer is there 
among tiS who has never had "valleys" as well as 
"'mountains?" It is true also in nature, that the depth 
of the valley accentuates the height of the mountain, 
and conversely. 

What is true in the natural realm is more em
phatica lly true in the spiri tual realm. It is the depth 
of the valleys of sorrow, pain , loss, loneliness, d isap
poi ntment, temptation, unfu lfi lled d reams and desires 
that heighten and strengthen the beauty of the moun
ta intop of victory over these valleys. What a glOriOUS 
day it will be when : 

"Faith shall he made sight." 

"Every valley shall be filled 

And every mountain and hill be made low, 

The uneven ground shall be made level 

And the rough places a plain. 

And the glory of the Lord shall be revealed 

And all Oesh shall see it together, 

For the mouth of the Lord hath spoken it!" 


(I sa. 4OA, 5 ) 
This will be happiness in perfection! 

Christ - the Sanctifier - Not only was Christ the 
Source of Paul's new life; not only was He the SU8
tainer. the Stllndard and the Summit of it ; but all 
praise to the Lord , He was also the Sanctifier of it. 
Christ did not g ive Paul the "new life" and leave it 
up to him to work out that "new life" by himself. 
Christ Himself took that p iece of clay named Paul, 
and molded and shaped him into a beautifu l vessel, 
"fit for the Master's use." He changed pride to humil
ity, arrogance to meekness, attraction fo r sin to re
pulsion of it, rashness to temperance and self-denial, 
impatience to patience, spite to kindness, weakness 
to boldness. 

The gloriolls assurance for Cod's child is thi s that 
Christ Himself promises to perfect the faith of each 
of His children, not by their own might, nor by their 
own power, but "by my Spirit says the Lord ." He is 

http:throu.gh


not only the"Author" but also the "Finisher" of our 
faith. This is happiness indeed! 

If for Paul to live "was Christ," his Source, Sus
tainer, Standard, Summit, and Sancti6er, then cer
tainly to "die was gain," for that is the perfection in 
eternity of a work begun on this earth. "Now we 
see through a glass darkly, but then face to face'" 
"Now we know in part, but then we shall know 
fully. .. 

Gain-Profit on Previous Investment - "Gain" is a 
term borrowed from the field of economics and im
plies the idea of "profit on previous investment." Th is 
is a very important concept in the business world ~ 

but it is far more important in the spiritual world 
since it carries with it eternal consequences. If we 
can testify with Paul: 

That Christ is our Source - that He has tru ly im
planted a new life within US ; 

That Christ is our Sustainer - that in Him "we 
live and move and have our being," and that 
"apart from Him we can do nothing" (John 
15:5), and that "we have no good apart from 
Thee" (Psalm 16: 2); 

That Christ is our Stllluiard - that to do His will 
and obey His commandments is our highest 
joy; 

That Christ is our Summit - the goal toward which 
we press, the ''Rock'' upon which we plant our 
fcct ; 

That Christ is our Sanctifier - the One who molds 
our thoughts, our speech, our lives into vessels 
of praise; 

Then and only ~ then can we say "to die is gain ." 
If "life" for us is not invested totally in Christ, then 
death for us is loss. Who of us can stand? Not one. 
But through the power of the Spirit, we can attain. 
'Ve have but to "seek and we shall findl" 

Self-Examination - 'Ve must ask ourselves if we 
are truly investing our lives in Christ. 

- If we are employers, are we giving our em
ployees a fa ir day's wage for a fu ll day's work? 

- If we are employees, arc we rendering a fair 
day's work for a full day's pay? 

- If we are mothers or fathers, are we "nurturing 
our children in the Lord?" Or are we allowing 
TV, or the deafening "rock" of the radio, or 
the imprint of a secular classroom to mold OUl' 

children's lives and bend their minds? 
- If we are husbands, are we loving our wives "as 

our own bodies'? Do we provide for them the 
opportunil:ies for relaxation which we enjoy? 
Do we lend the helping hand lovingly and 
cheerfully when the going p;ets rough? 

- If we are wives, do we render to our husbands 
that which is their "due," which rightfully be
longs to them, out of love? In a day in which 
the pressures of a competitive business world, 
the humdrum of a mechanized SOCiety, the ten
sions of a rebellious academic community drain 
the strength of our men, are we there to take a 
keen interest in their work and encourage them 
on their way? 

- If we claim to be a "friend" of someone, do we 

travel the road of sorrow, disapPOintment, and 
loss with him as well as the road of fame and 
success? Or are we a "fairweather friend"? The 
Bible says; "A friend loveth at all times." 

- If we are housewives, tenders of the home, do 
we see our families and homes as "gifts" from 
God for us to tend and nourish according to 
His will? 

- H we are Christian teachers, arc we developing 
in each child an awareness of his identity and 
his Kingdom privileges and responsibilities? 
Are we "builders of faith" or "promoters of 
doubt" in the classroom? 

- If we are artists, are we expressing the realities 
of God's truths in our various arts, bringing 
praise through it to His name? 

- If we are students, are we putting out maximum 
effort to develop our latent powers for the 
purpose of extending Goas Kingdom? 

- If we are citizens of a great land, are we exer
cising our God-given task to cause righteous
ness, Cod's Word, and His will to rule in this 
land? 

We could go on endlessly. If, by Cod's indispens
able grace, we are persevering in God's ways, then 
to "die is gain." It is truly "profit on previous invest
ment." 

BUT
H for you to live is money, to die is to lose 

every pen ny. 
If for you to live is pleasure, to die is to go to 

the place of horror where "the worm dieth 
not and the fire is not quenched ." 

If for you to live is fame or popularity, to die 
is to have a large stone erected over your 
grave, with your name carved in tall letters 
only to be gradually erased by the storms of 
time, the world remembering you no more. 

Christian living is not o1Jiibnnl for eternal bliss. 
It is a command. Paul's "estimate of life" gave him 
assurance in death. Paul's "estimate of life" is the 
only one that brings happiness in this life, and hope 
for the life to come. 

Today's World - This is precisely why there are 
so few "happy" people in todny's world. Millions are 
living unashamedly for self in one form or another. 
Others are trying to fi nd "happiness" in a "spirituar 
wa y bu t are looking in the wrong places. They seek 
"exotic" or "miraculous" experiences as a foundation 
for their faith. They engage in "freakish and flippant" 
forms of worship to achieve an emotional experience. 
They seek to impa. t or receive "revelation" apart 
from God's Word in "garbled tongues" or "spiritism." 
In short, they fi nd it difficult to walk the simple, yet 
very difficult way of loving obedience to the Christ. 

The Christian's Task - May all true believers who 
by the power of the Holy Spirit , have invested their 
lives in Jesus Christ, who look forward with eager
ness to a glorious entrance into the Kingdom of God, 
spare nothing of time or talent in these days to show 
to everyone wi th lip and life that 

"HAPPINESS IS ... THE LOBD!" 



GOD IN THE DOCK : ESSAYS ON 
THEOLOGY AND ETHICS by C. S. 
Lcwb:. Edited by Walter Hooper. Eerd
mans, Grand Rapids, r-,·[ich ., [970. 346 
pages. $6.95. Reviewed by r-. [ari:mne 
Hadius of Grand Rapids, Mich. 

T his volume collects together all the 
(x':eRsional writings of C. S. Lewis which 
have not been previously published in 
book fonn. This includes speeches to 
widely varying audiences, prefaces to 
othe r books, magazine artides, many o( 
them replies to someone else's artidcs 
;n previous issues of the magaline, and 
even "Letters to the Editor," also many 
of them repiles to someone else's "Let
ters to the Editor." The result i.~ a 
very mixed bag. Those who wish to 
mnke II detailed study of Lewis' work 
will no doubt wish to read everything 
he wrote no matter how trivillJ. But as 
far as ordinary readers are concerned , 
this would have been a much better book 
if it had been a good deal shorter. The 
title esSIlY, "God in the Dock," seems to 
have been dlOsen more for its catchy 
title than for its importance. TIle subjt.'Ct 
it di.'iClISSCS is treated at much greater 
lenlZth in the essay "Christian Apologet
ics." 

Lewis writes not as a thoologiiul but 
as a layman, turning the light of sanc
tified common sense on the Scripture text. 
He considers the supernatural the very 
heart of the gospel, ,md vigorously de
fends the mimdcs, and that greatest of 
a ll mirades, the Incarnation. TIle mOst 
interest ing CS5.'1ys in this volume deal 
with this subject. He is less faithful to 
the Old Testament which he considers 
"true" in the sense that fable and myth 
and sa,!!;a are true. 

Lewis' highly individualistic style will 
be recognized immediately by readen; 
fnmilinr with his full-length books. These 
essays show the same originnlity of mind, 
the same skillful usc of unexpected, even 
stnrtling ligures, the same dazzling elarity 
with which he treats complicated the

ologicnl subjects, the Slime Rashes of wit. 
Here and there the style is marred by 
what seems to be unconscious condescen
sion on Lewis' pllrt towards less literate 
folk who do not usc the English language 
as precisely ns Lewis does. 

The elaborate footnotes which clutter 
the text arc d istracting rather than il
luminating. To cite just olle example, 
when Lady Macbeth is mentioned, a 
footnote informs liS that this is a refer
ence to a pillY called Macbeth, written 
by William Shakespeare, lind in what act, 
scene, and line we can lind the lady's 
problem about getting her hands clean. 
t-.-Ir. Lewis' literate prose deserves better 
than such pedantry. 

This is a good hook to give to your 
pastor, to lay people who like to read , 
and particularly to anyone who is trou
bled by the seeming conRict between 
science and Christianity. 

THE NEW BIBLE COMMENTARY : 
Revised by: Guthrie, Motyer, Stibbs, 
Wiseman. Ecrdmans Publishing House, 
Grnnd Rapids, Mich., 1970, pp. 1310. 
Price $12.95. Reviewed by Rev. John J. 
Byker, pastor of the Second Christian 
Reformed Church of Toronto, Ontario. 

The first edition of this one-volume 
commentary on the Dible appeared in 
1953 and a second in 1954. When the 
1In;! edition appeared, the reviewer had 
occasion to usc it and was pleased with 
that volume. Of this new, third edition 
it is said, "completely revised and reset 
1970.n 

This revised edition is described fu r
ther in the Preface, "This volume con· 
ta ins twelve General Artides in addition 
to commentaries on each of the sixty-six 
hooks of the Bible. Five of the fonner 
and thirty-seven of the commentaries arc 
enti rely new contrihutions. All the other 
material has been revised, most of it ex
tenSively." 

No one can use this commentary and 
fail to benefit from the General Articles 

with which the book begins. TIICSC ar
ticles are not beneficial for one reading 
but for re-rcading. These articles will 
be of particu la r benefit to those who nrc 
not regularly engaged in theological 
studies. Elich article is on a topic which 
is current. Note some of tbe tit les: "The 
AuthOrity of Scripture," "Revelation and 
Inspimtion," " History of the Literary Cri
ticism of the Pentateueh," "Between the 
Testame nts." There a re, besides those 
mentioned above, seven other profitable 
a rt icles. This is 00 doubt one of the linest 
features of t hi~ eommcntary, giving schol· 
ar ly study to CU lTent topics. 

Nnturlllly, a one-volume commentary 
has limitations, but the approach taken 
in this one is valuable for it enables one 
to study further hy suggesting good 
material. For instance, the question in 
Isaiah 7 : 14 : "a virgin or a young 
woman," di rccb: the sll.I(lent to: "(for full 
discussion, see E. J. Young, Studies in 
Isaiah, 1954, PI). 143-198 )." One could 
cite ma ny such instances of excellent 
material being suggested to the reade r. 
TIlis comment on Genesis 3: 1-7 gives a 
Ravor of this commentary: "Unless the 
entire parlldise-fall account is regarded 
,IS nn allegory or some other non-his
torical form, which the rest of Scriptu re 
docs nnt support (Sl,'e tIle introduction) , 
there is no suggest ion in the context that 
the serpent is not to be interpreted 
literally." And the following on Reve1a
tion 20: 1-3: " II is possible that John 
adopted the figure of 1000 ycars for the 
kingdom of God on earth rather to show 
its character as God's rest for mankind 
than as deternlin ing its durntion of time." 
In fact one finds the study of Revelation 
quite fa scinating in view of the revived 
interest in the subject of eschatology. 

To review a one-volume commentary 
nn the Bible is difficult for .'iO much 
must be cover~d in a bricf compass. This 
is the best oTIC·volume commentary of 
re(.'(.'nt date that I have seen, and I feci 
it is worthy of your serious consideration. 



REFORMED 
EVANGELISM 
IN THE SOUTH 
JONATHAN D. MALE 

The Reformed faith has a great future in the 
Sou'th . . . Reformed churches slwukl con
centrate their energies in the newly develop
ing South. 

The Reformed faith has a great future in the 
South . Population and industry a TC moving in that 
direction. On the state and local level the Chamber 
of Commerce is going all out to attract new industry 
from the North. Low taxes, a labor force untouched 
by labor unions. and escape from big city problems 
are presented as all urements to tired northern com
panies. James Meredith, the symbol of integration 
at "Ole Miss," has moved back into the South. H e 
is telling blacks that there arc many opportunities for 
them in the new South . Reformed churches should 
concentrate their energies in the newly developing 
South. 

The Presbyterian Church in the United States
The large body, which for a century has upheld and 
propaga ted the Heformed faith in the South, is the 
Presbyterian Church in the United States (PC US). 
General Stonewall Jackson was a deacon in the 
church, and Robert L. Dabney and J. H. Thornwell 
were its mighty theologians. 

The PCUS has been slower than its northern sister, 
the present United Pre..~byterian Church of the United 
States of America (UPUSA), in receiving theological 
liberalism. However, in recent yea rs, theological lib
eralism has gained cont rol of the major committees 
of the PCUS. The trend is reflected in much of the 
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literature published by the Covenant Life Curriculum 
and in the selection of new candidates to the mission 
Gelds. The official seminaries have one by one suc
cumbed to a re jection of historic Christianity as sum
marized in the Westminster Standards. Evangelical 
churches have an increasingly difficult time finding a 
minister who preaches the gospel. 

In 1959 the evangelicals in the PCUS had enough 
support to prevent a three-way union with the Pres
byterian Church USA and the United Presbyterian 
Church. The two latter joined to form the UPUSA. 
In the PCUS three fourths of the Synods must favor 
union for a merger to take place. The unionists have 
failed to reach this majority in the past. The PCUS 
General Assembly has been made up of fift een Synods. 

In 1970 a pl an was submitted to the General As
sembly to redistrict the Synods and reduce the num
ber from fifteen to seven. The plan failed in 1970. 1t 
passed in 1971. The evangelical forces have been 
scattered and absorbed into Synods with theological 
liberals in the majority. This manipulation by the 
liberals will guarantee a favorable vote for merger 
with the UPUSA whenever this comes before the 
body. Merger has already begun in some areas in 
anticipation of union. In Abilene, Texas the First 
Presbyterian Church (PCUS) and the Central Pres
byterian Church (U PUSA) are now the First Central 
})resbyterian Church. This is not an isolated case. 

The evangelicals see the handwriting on the wall. 
Four groups, made up of ministers and laymen in 
the PCUS, are laying the foundation for a continuing 
Presbyterian church. For lack of a better name, we 
will designate them CPC. The four groups are: 1) 
The Presbyterian Evangelistic Fellowship, ministers 
who hold evangelistic services mostly in the PCUS 
to bring about spiritual renewal at the local level; 
2) Presbyterian Churchmen United, a large number 
of ministers desirous to spread the gospel and bring 
the church back to the Reformed Standards; 3) the 
Concerned Presbyterians, a number of influential lay
men throughout the church under the leadership of 
Mr. Kenneth Keyes of Miami, Florida, concerned 
with the inroads of the social gospel to the exclusion 
of biblical preaching; 4) and rhe Presbyterian Journal, 
the voice of evangelical presbyterianism in the South, 
edi ted by Rev. C. Aiken Taylor. 

A seminary which will playa key role in this new 
movement is the Reformed Theological Seminary of 
Jackson, Mississippi. The faculty comes from various 
Reformed bodies. Its president, Dr. Morton Smith , is 
solidly Reformed in the best tradition of the peus. 
This seminary is not officially recognized by the 
PCUS and has been ·mder considerable investigation 
from the highest judicatory. All who teach believe 
that the Bible is infallible and authoritative . This 
seminary undoubtedly will be the school where many 
of the ministers of the CPC will receive their training. 

With the great advantage of being indigenous to 
the South, the erc will have to wrestle with several 
problems. One is the present indecisiveness as to 
which way to move. Representatives from the fifteen 
presen t Synods are working on the realignment tech
nicalities, as they reduce the number from GHeen to 
seven. The epc is praying and waiting to see which 



way the Holy Spirit will lead them. Further confus ion 
will be in the minds of some because of the strong 
stand of Dr. Nelson Bell, father-in-law to Billy 
Graham and a leading spokesman fo r evangelical 
Presbyterianism in the South . He has resigned from 
being the Associate Editor of The Presbyterian 
Journal, believing it is not the right time to begin 
such a new development. 

Ownership of local property will certainly be taken 
into the civil courts if the CPC tries to keep the local 
building. There is an escape clause in the proposed 
merger plans with the UPUSA. This will allow the 
local body to decide what to do. The legality of this 
is being challenged by leaders in the UPUSA. In thc 
sixties two churches withdrew from the PCUS in 
Savannah, Georgia and kept their property. The 
peus took the case to the United States Supreme 
Court and lost. The CPC believes that this gives 
them strong legal grounds for the retention of the 
local property, should any change take place in the 
basic structure of the church. 

Another problem is mixture of doctrine. Fortun
ately dispensationalism has not had much inroad in 
the PCUS. Years ago d ispensationalism was shown to 
be inimical to the Reformed Standards. Arminianism 
in one fonn or another exists among some of the 
ministers. Those who have studied at Westminster 
Theological Seminary and the Reformed Theological 
Seminary under professors like John Murray and 
Morton Smith are clear in their thinking. Some from 
the other seminaries are weak on the third pOint of 
Calvinism and the doctrine of reprobation. It has 
been expressed, at least privately, that such belief 
does not make an effective evangelistic appeal. 

The Presbyterian Journal has had a very unfor
tunate stand on the race issue in the past. When 
merger was proposed with the three large Presby
terian bodies in 1959, the Journal opposed it. The two 
drum beats were, theological liberalism in the North 
and the b iblical reasons for segregation. The CPC 
has made itself clear that it has reversed itself on 
the second issue. 

To some Reformed churches the existence of F ree 
Masons among many ministers, elders, and deacons 
in the presen t PCUS will create a problem. Masonry 
is one of the great traditions of the Sou th. Masonry 
and church membership are the badges of respect
abili ty. To be for Masonry is to be patriotic. Who 
wou ld question the patriotism of honorary thirty-third 
degree Masons Senator Goldwater and J. Edgar 
H oover? To oppose Masonry is to oppose orphans, 
widows, and the Bible. Many see no inconsistency 
with holding the Christian faith and being a Mason. 

Coral Ridge Presbyterian Church of Fort Lauderdale, 
Florida - A church in the PCUS which has become 
the symbol of evangelism to the rest of the world is 
the Coral Ridge P resbyterian Church of Fort Lauder
dale, F lorida. Dr. James Kennedy is its pastor. Each 
February ministers and laymen from many denomina
tions spend a week at Coral Ridge to be trained in 
evangelism. The method, they often say, must be 
caught rather than taught. The book Evangelism Ex
plosion, published by Tyndale House, Wheaton, 
Illinois, presents in great detail the program which 

has built Coral Ridge from a handful to a church 
with four morning worship services, four ministers, a 
Christian academy, and a proposed building that will 
cost in the neighborhood of six million dollars. 

What has made the Coral Ridge Presbyterian 
Church the IBM in Reformed evangelism? Opinions 
will differ from those who live in the vicinity and 
have lost members to Coral Ridge to those who make 
a casual visit . That the area is one of the fastest 
growing in the country would certainly contribute to 
the success, yet this does not fully explain it. 

Dr. Kennedy preaches very movingly and effec
tively the historic Christian faith. He also puts his 
people to work witnessing to those who have attended 
the worship services. Before the laymen go out, they 
are trained carefully and memorize a well -worked out 
presentation of the gospel. The book Evangelism 
Explosion shows how the one being witnessed to is 
led from the natural to the spiritual with good ques
tions that lead to positive responses. Great stress is 
placed upon the doctrine of justification by faith. The 
new convert is not left dangling. A follow-up program 
gets him into God's Word and into the fellowship of 
the church. One needs only to glance at the church 
bulletin to see that almost every hour of the day and 
night is fi lled with one activity or another. 

When one first hears of or sees this program, he 
is usually swept off his feet with admiration and en
thusiasm. As one observes and analyzes the plan over 
a period of years, a few blemishes appear on an other
wise excellent plan. To be able to assure one of 
salvation after a favo rable response to a thirty-minute 
presentation of the gospel appears premature. The 
transition from death to life is immediate, yet it is 
usually preceded by a period of awareness of sin and 
repentance. It is dangerous to assure one of sa lvation 
when there is no time to observe the fruits of the new 
life. 

Also the idea is fostered that Coral Ridge is the 
only church that is really doing an effective job of 
evangelism. One hears this personal testimony con
stantly, "1 was in such and such a church all my life. 
J thought I was a good Christian. Then I came to 
Coral Ridge, and I have never been so happy in all 
my life." The implication is that, if one goes to any 
other church than Cora l Ridge, he is living far below 
his potential. 

The recent formation of W'estminster Academy at 
Coral Ridge illustrates this point. The Fort Lauder
dale Christian School, a member of the Nationa l 
Union of Christian Schools. has served the Christian 
community for over a decade . In recent years the 
grade school has met in the Coral Ridge building. 
Board members were chosen from several churches 
and denominations subscribing to the Refonned 
Standards. At an improperly called board meeting of 
the school, the Coral Ridge members had a motion 
passed. At the regular school board meeting the 
legality of this action was questioned. The Coral 
Ridge members walked out and started the West
minster Academy which opened in the fall of 1971. 
Most of the facu lty remained with the Christian 
school, but they lost a majority of thei r pupils to the 
new academy. 



Apart from these blemishes, this is the bright spot 
in effective evangelism in the PCUS. 

Chri stian Reformed Church - The Christian He
formed Church (CRC) has concentrated most of its 
energics in Florida. This is because of the great in
Aux of winter visitors from the North. Many of these 
churches reach their high in February and the low 
in midsummer. The permanent members of the church 
are trying to reach those outside the CHC with the 
gospel and erase the image that the CRC is exclu
sively Dutch. The casual visitor from the outside 
feels lost when the men light up after the service, 
gather in their circles, and ask, "Do you know so and 
so from Grundy Center or Holland?" "Oh, Jal He's 
my cousin!" One cn family visited the Miami Chris
tian School and asked the principal if there were 
many outsiders attending. The reply was in the af
fi rmative, about twenty percent. They were the Chris
tian Heformed. 

The new field opened in Jacksonville, Florida il
lustrates the desire to get out the gospel. The labor 
of love and mercy among the Cuban refugees in 
Miami demonstrates Rcformed evangelism at its best. 
The work of the Christian Heformed World Relief 
after natural disasters in the South shows the real 
concern of the church. 

The Back to God I·lour has been well received in 
the South. Dr. Peter Eldersveld was loved and re
spected everywhere. His death was grieved by all 
Christians throughout the Sou!.h . I talked with several 
Presbyterians in Sa n Antonio, Texas. They consider 
Dr. Jocl Ncderhood their pastor. They are not hear
ing the gospel in their churches. 

Refo rmed Chu rch in America - Thc conservatives 
in the Reformed Church in America defeated the mo
tiOn to merge wi th the PCUS, though the PCUS fa
vored merger with the RCA. The churches in Florida 
are for the most part orthodox. The DeWi tts of the 
Missionary Monthly have been active in expanding 
the RCA in Florida. 

Refo rmed Presbyterian Chu rch, Eva ngelical Synod 
The Reformed Presbyterian Church, Evangelical 
Synod (RPES) has struggled in the South with its 
former affilia tion willi Dr. Carl McIntire. These 
churches were fi rst Bible Presbyterian, then Evan
gelical Presbyterian, and now with the merger of the 
Reformed Presbyterian Church, General Synod, !.he 
name is HPES. 111e RPES covers a large area of the 
South. Their great strength is Covenant College near 
Chattanooga, Tennessee. Covenant draws its teaching 
staff from most Reformed bodies and is gaining in
creasing inRuence among the evangelicals of the 
South . 

Orthodox Presbyterian Chu rch - The Orthodox 
Presbyterian Church (OPC) with churches in the past 
in South Georgia and Florida has expanded into 
Atlanta, Georgia; Harriman and Greeneville, Tennes
see; Raleigh, North Carolina ; and Abilene, Texas with 
chapels in Eastland and San Antonio, Texas. The 
OPC has a missionary at large who is concentrating 
his efforts particul arly in the Southern United States. 

Challenge - There is plenty of room ill the South 

for the epc, the CRC, the OPC, the RCA, the fiFES, 
and other Reformed churches. Ministers who have 
been effective in their outreach should place the 
South high on their priority list. Young men in sem
inary should feel a burden for the South. They should 
pray for open doors . They should pray for cities 
speci6calJy; Dallas, Houston, New Orleans, Mobile, 
Little Rock, Ta llahassee. If the door opens, move out. 
Go even if there is no fi nancial backing. 

Several OF churches have been started in recent 
years wi th no aid at all from the denomination. Some 
men are working part time at secula r jobs to help 
their incomes. It is thrilling to see God's "math" in 
multiplying new families and support . 

Send the best men. These are new areas. The 
ambassador must be well-equipped. His message must 
never be narrow sectionalism, neither Northern nor 
Southern . God's men must be cosmopolitan. One does 
not adapt to the South by out-segregating the segre
ga tionist. The church will not be built by constantly 
attacking Communism, the National Council of 
Churches, or the U.S. Supreme Court. A church is 
buil t by going into the highways and byways, and 
compelling sinners to come to the wedding feast of 
the Lamb. All sorts of labels will be hurled at one 
bringing the Reformed Faith - obscurantist, fatalist, 
schismatic. By love, by involvement in worthwhile 
community projects, by the proclamation of the age
old gospel, the foolishness of ignorant men is put to 
si lence. 

It is relatively easy for Reformed laymen to Snd 
fault with the church, sit back and do nothing. Of 
course, the message must be guarded . Otherwise the 
church has no purpose for existence. However, if the 
Heformed Faith is fi rmly believed, as set forth in the 
Scriptures and formulated by Calvin, Ku yper, Bavinck, 
Berkhof, Hodge, nnd Dabney, then it is criminal 
not to do all in our power to get it out to those 
who have never heard. Reformed laymen, who have 
done well in business, ought seriously to consider 
opening a business in the South. Go with the 
determination that, by God's grace, a Reformed wit
ness will be built. Too many businessmen with solid 
Heformed training become absorbed into the shallow 
Fundamentalism of the Bible belt. One needs only 
a few fam ilies to begin a church. The churches I 
have served have begun with from three to fi ve 
fa milies. 

In a small philosophy class at Calvin College in 
the fifties the subject of an oversupply of Christian 
Heformed ministers came up. Apparently there was 
fear then as there is today. I'll never forget the 
com ment of Dr. Hen ry Stob: "We will never have to 
worry about that. There will always be a vacant 
church build ing out in Texas where people want to 
hear the gospel." I'm sure tha t had no influence on 
my being the minister of the first OPC in Texas, but 
that is the spirit all who hold the Reformed Faith 
should have. Never lose the vision. There are always 
more fields to conquer. Let us lift up our eyes. 

"Y e Christian heralds, go proclnim 
Salvation through Emmanuets Nanle! 
To distant climes the tidings bear, 
And plant the Rose of Sharon there." 



CONFRONTATION AT CATHOLIC U 

The following is reprinted by peffllission from 
the May-June 1971 issue of LIBERTY ("A 
Magazine of Religious Freedom"). The ac
count of this experience at the Catholic Uni
versity of America (Wash., D.C.) ought to have 
something to say to those who are so eager to 
solicit and obtain government funds for 
Christian schools. 

Ti-Crace Atkinson doesn't like the virgin Mary
or so it is believed by officials of the Catholic Uni
versity of America. 

The Catholic University of America loves Federal 
aid, receiving approximately 25 per cent of its funds 
frolU the Federal Government. 

These contrasting likes and dislikes set up a con
frontation on campus and in court in March that says 
something significant to every school administrator 
who feels he can accept Federal funds and yet re
main independent of Federal policy. 

It happened this way. 
Students of Catholic University invited Miss At

kinson, a radical women's Hberationist, to speak to 
them. Meanwhile, school officials were apprised of 
a speech Miss Atkinson gave at the University of 
Notre Dame last year in which she allegedly unveiled 
a barrage of barracks language and, even more of
fensive, questioned the virginity of Mary, the mother 
of Jesus . 

Catholic U niversity officials understandably were 
upset to learn of Miss Atkinson's impending visit to 
their campus - upset enollgh, in fact, to seek to cancel 
her appearance. The graduate and undergraduate 
studen t governments of Catholic University in turn 
brought suit against the university. On March 9, 
Judge John Lewis Smith, Jr., himself a Ca tholic, 
ruled that Miss Atkinson was constitutionally guar
anteed the right to fill her appointment. It did not 
even matter, the judge made clear, that "the most 
Blessed Virgin Mary" is listed as a "patron" of the 
university. 

"Whether or not anyone approves of the speaker 
or her views is not at issue here," ruJed Judge Smith, 
at the conclusion of a hearing on the lawsuit. 

Miss Atkinson had received "formal written ap
proval" for her appearance, and the university could 
not renege. 

Smith said that University President Clarence C. 
Walton's discovery of the nature of Miss Atkinson's 
speech at Notre Dame was not sufficient grounds for 
canceling her appearance. Her right was protected 
by the First Amendment and the civil rights acts of 
1871 and 1957. 

What was the substance of the university's protest? 
Dr. Walton had acted, said attorney Stephen A. 

Trimble, on the basis of church law and dogma after 
learning of Miss Atkinson's views on Christ. And the 
school, he insisted, was committed to "submission 
without reservation to apostolic" law. 

"Catholic University is an institution of the church 
... [which] recognizes the supreme authority of 

Rome .... We are being asked to put [our] religion 
aside and be like any school." 

And here we come to the moral of the story: 
Catholic University forfeited its r ight to be uniquely 
a religiolls institution of the Roman Catholic Church 
when it turned to the state for financial support. This 
was precisely the contention of Thomas Patton, at
torney for the students. Said he : "The campus gates 
cannot be locked to the First Amendment when the 
university accepts such massive benefits under it." 

As we have already noted, the "massive benefits" 
consist of Federal funds approximating 25 per cent 
of the school's budget. 

As the Washington Post noted, Judge Smith was 
"apparently impressed" by Patton's argument. 

And so Miss Atkinson spoke, not forgetting to 
thank "the president and the Board of Trustees of 
Catholic University" for taking "considerable time 
and trouble to provide a demonstration of my theory 
of the Catholic Church versus feminism." 

And Monsignor William F. McDonough spoke also 
at a protest meeting: 

"To deny the perpetual virginity of the Mother of 
Cod is to deny an essential teaching of the Catholic 
Church," he said. "To hold up to ridicule the vir
ginity of Mary is to be guilty of a blasphemy that 
strikes horror into the hearts of not only Catholics 
but of many Christians of other churches." 

One can sympathize with the viewpoint of Mon
signor McDonough, the university, and the Catholics 
who demonstrated their unhappiness at Miss Atkin
son's appearance. 

But one cannot escape this conclusion: If the virgin 
Mary was b lasphemed on the campus of Catholic 
University, Miss Atkinson is not uniquely responsible 
for that defamation. Equally culpable are those ad
ministrators of Catholic University who forgot that 
he who pays the piper calls the tune. 

As Associate Justice Jackson put it: "vVe cannot 
have it both ways. Religious teaching cannot be a 
private affair when the state seeks to impose regula
tions which infringe on it indirectly, and a public 
affair when it comes to taxing citizens of one faith 
to aid another, or those of no faith to aid all. If these 
principles seem harsh in prohibiting aid to Catholic 
education it must not be forgotten that it is the same 
Constitution that alone assures Catholics the right to 
maintain these schools at all when predominant local 
sentiment would forbid them." - Dissenting opinion 
of Justice Jackson in Everson v. Board of Education, 
301 U.S. 1, 27 (1947). 

The Supreme Court has said repeatedly: "It is 
hardly lack of due process for the government to 
regulate that which it subsidizes." - Wickard v. Fil 
bum, 317 U.S. lll, 131 (1942). 

Thus again, on the Catholic University campus, 
was demonstrated the evil results, so often witnessed 
in the history of the church from the days of Con
stantine to the present, of attempting to build up the 
church by the aid of the state, of appealing to the 
secular power in support of the gospel of Him who 
declared, "My kingdom is not of this world" (John 
1&36). 



THE TIMOTHY -LAWNDALE SITUATION 

(2) 

GARRETT H. STO UTMEYER 

Note - At the invitation of the Editor I consented 
last spring to write the first article on this difficult 
matter. That article appeared in the May 1971 issue 
of THE O UTLOOK. DLle to the many complex develop
ments since the meeting of the Synod of 1971, con
vened in June, the Editor again requested that I 
attempt to bring the readers of THE OUTLOOK IIp-to
datc on the most recent developments. I have con
sented to do so with the desire of keeping the record 
straight. 

"Ch ris tian Reformed ChuTch Backs Black Families in 
Chi ca go School Suit" - That head line in bold, black 
type was prominently stretched across page 1. Scction 
D, of The Granel Rapids Press in its edition of Mon
day, November 15. It was sufficient to arouse a 
large segment of the Western Michigan Christian 
Reformed community to a reality which had earlier 
stunned the immediate Classis Chicago North area, in 
fact as far back as October 27 when the Lawyer's 
Committee for Civil Rights filed a lawsuit on behalf 
of three black families aga inst the Timothy Christian 
School Board, the society, individ ual Board members. 
and others. 

The actual reality of a lawsuit did not rea lly sur
prise the local Christian Reformed community because 
Mr. Case Hoogendoorn , Attorney for the Chicago West 
Side Christian School Association had thrcatened 
using the Civil Court(s) instead of the Church Court 
in early slimmer meetings with the Timothy Christian 
School Board. What did stun the loca l community was 
the fact that the lawsuit wen t far, far beyond an 
attempt to secure an injunction "barring the school 
board from dcnying the (black ) children admission 
to the Cicero school on the basis of their race." The 
lawsuit seeks $122,000 in "actua l and punitive dam
ages" from the School Board, the society, selected 
Board members ( past and present) , and of all things 
from the new principal of the Cicero Elementary 
School! 

Mr. Karl Westerhof, Executive Officer for the new 
Synodical Committee on Racc Relations, is quoted in 
The Grand Rarnds Press article as stating "that the 
suit has been filed with the inten t of opening the 
school to black children. not to put money in the 
plan tiffs pockets. Suing for damages is a formal arid 
technical part of a suit such as this and must be secn 
simply as a testi mony to the fact that damages have 
indeed bcen in curred." ( Italics mine. ) Is that, how
ever, justification for Christian brothers taking Chris
tian brothers to the Civil Court in a widely publicized 
suit, and stating that the "actual nnd punitive dam
ages" of $122,000 are just a necessary evil? Are the 
damages in excess of SI00,OOO plus court costs to the 
loser, etc., just a "formal and technical matter"? No 
Christian School community can look lightly upon the 
possibility and / or necessity of paying out an un
budgeted ( and I might add unnecessary and un-
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biblical ) expense of $122,000. Christian Schools are 
not generally known to be financially flush l Especially 
the Timothy system which has already been left with 
the unpaid bill for tuition and p ledges for 1970·71, 
incurred by the education of twelve black students at 
the Timothy schools under the Ch icago West Side 
Christi an School Association. 

Mr. Westerhof also states the "fact that damages 
have indeed been incurred. " I know of no one who 
would challenge the accuracy or truthfulness of that 
statement! The black Christian Reformed community 
of Lawndale/Garfield ( as well as the larger black 
Christian Reformed community) have indeed been 
greatly hurt by their unsuccessful attempts to enroll 
their covenant children in the Cicero facili ty. and the 
years of frustration it has occas ioned for them. But 
is the matter of damages a one-way street? Have 
only the black parents and their children suffered 
damages? What of our Christian Reformed witness 
in the Cicero community in the face of the some
times daily inflammatory-derogatory newspaper pub
licity? What of the Christian men who have served 
on the Timothy School Board in the last five or six 
years whose motives have been challenged, maligned, 
and viciously attacked, privately, publicly, and in 
print? What of the ministers wit hin the Class is whose 
preaching has been questioned as having an "uncer
tain sound"? What of the Christian Reformed com
munity that has fa ithfully and generously financially, 
p rayerfully, and personally supported the black 
churches in the Chicago ghcttoes for many years but 
has been widely called racist, to say the least? 

Defendant pays to sue himself - Attorney Hoo
gendoom informed the Timothy School Board that 
"the payment of out-of-pocket costs" for the lawsuit 
were to be underwritten by the Race Relations Com
mittee of the denominal:ion. Disbelieving that the 
Race Relations Committee would use denominational 
quota funds in this unbiblicnl manner, the Elmhurst 
Consistory initiated correspondence with Mr. Wester
hof, only to receive under date of November 1. 1971, 
the affirmative answer that Mr. Hoogendoom d id cor
rectly represent the involvement of the Race Relations 
Committee in the lawsuit. One wonders to begin \vith, 
if the Race Relat ions Committee does respond to Dr. 
Dc Koster's invitation in 1'he Banner editorial of 
November 26, whether they will furnish the denomina
tion a complete financial statement of how our 
monies arc being spent? Isn't it ironic that monies 
colJected by Quota assessment from the denomination, 
which still includes Classis Ch icago North , arc being 
used by the plaintiff to fi ght the defendant? This 
ought to be the fi rst court case on record wh ere the 
defendant paid to Slle himsclf! 

The Ebenezer Consistory of Berwyn, which orig
inally initiated the Race Hesolut ions of 1968, in con
sortiu m with the Consistories of Oak Park, Western 
Springs, Elmhurst , Warren Park and First Cicero who 
have been working together on an appeal to the 
Synod of 1972 on the Timothy-Lawndale matters im
mediately appealed to the Synodical Interim Com
mittee to take such act ion(s) as were necessary to put 
an immediate e nd to the involvement of the Race 
Relations Committee in the lawsuit. In a letter unde r 



date of November 24, the Rev. William P. Brink, 
denominational Stated C lerk, oHicially responded to 
the consortium appeal and informed liS that before 
our appeal was received he had "personally appealed 
b y letter to the Committee on Race Relations to 
withdraw further support from the lawsuit .... The 
appeal which I made has been endorsed by the 
Church Polity and Program sub-committee of the 
Synodical Interim Committee in its meeting on No
vember 18, 1971, and by the Finance sub-committee 
of the Synodical Interim Committee in a meeting on 
November 22, 1971." We are greatly heartened and 
encouraged by the forthright actions of the Stated 
Clerk and the Synodical Interim Committee, and 
pray that the Synod of 1972 will display the same 
courage and conviction! 

Questions being asked - In conclusion, in answer 
to many questions that are coming in almost daily 
from concerned consistories, ministers, chu rch mem
bers, etc. from across the denomination, let me give 
a few answers to keep the record straight. 

Q. Is it true that the Timothy School Board re
fused admission this September to the black children 
seeking admission to the Timothy system? 

A. No! The Timothy Board did require of all 
parents, without reference to color or race, the pay
ment or arrangement of unpaid tuition from the 1970
71 school year. The black students under the Chicago 
West Side School Association did fa ll under this rule 
because the Association has to this date still not paid 
last year's tuition and pledges. White students also, 
however, fou nd themselves in the same category. The 
T imothy Board members did meet with black parents 
of the Lawndale-Garfield Churches and the way was 
opened for the re-enrollment of their children. 

Q. Is it true that NO negro children are presently 
enrolled in the T imothy system? 

A. No! A black student from the Garfield com
munity has again resumed her studies at the high 
school. 

Q. Is it true that the T imothy facility in Cicero 
has been sold? 

A. Yes! The Timothy Christian School Associa
tion in a meeting held on November 23 voted over
whelmingly to sell the Cicero school for $195,000 to 
District 99 of the Cicero Elementary Board of Educa
tion. 

Q. Is it true that the sale of the Cicero property 
is due to the lawsuit? 

A. No! While it cannot be denied that the con
timling struggle has accelerated the sale of the 
property, the records of the Timothy School Board 
forcefu ll y demonstrate that negotiation with District 
99 representatives has been going on for over ten 
years. Furthermore, the long-range plans of the Tim
othy Christian School Association included the build
ing of an elementary facility in Elmhurst as soon as 
it became feasible. 

Q. Is it true that an Elementary school will be 
immediately built in E lmhurst? 

A. Yes! With Association approval the Board is 
proceeding with plans to immediately begin erection 
of a grade school building on the Elmhurst property 
hopefully to open its doors on September 1, 1972. 

Q. Is it true that the six consistories mentioned 
above have prepared a direct appeal to the Synod of 
1972 re the Timothy-Lawndale matter? 

A. Yes! H owever, the Consortium Appeal will 
not be considered by Classis Chicago North until its 
session of January 19, 1972. I will withhold any /all 
comment on it until later. 

More than regrettable - The question that will be 
discussed and debated in the coming months until the 
Synod meets will be the accuracy of the Grafld Rapids 
P"ess headline. Is it true that the Christian Reformed 
Church does back the black families in their lawsuit? 
Or did a Committee of the denomination involve the 
church at large without the support or approval of 
said church? The latter would appear to be the case 
from the decision of the Synodical Interim Committee 
which judged that the Race Relations Committee was 
not operating under its Synodically-approved mandate 
when it promised fin ancial support for the lawsuit 
initiated by the Chicago West Side Christian School 
Association. Other questions or "observations" that 
have gone unanswered and unchallenged to the best 
of my knowledge, are those of the Rev. Edward 
H eerema in his article "Racial Matters at Christian 
Heformed Synod" which appeared in the September 
1971 issue of THE O UTLOOK. 

Rev. Heerema in concluding his article stated that 
"it is highly regrettable that the Timothy-Lawndale 
problem arose to disturb this forward movement in 
good race relations." That regret was expressed be
fore the lawsuit was initiated! It is more than regret
table that matter!> have now fallen to this new low. 

• 

STUDIES 


IN GENESIS I - XI 

PETER Y. DE JONG 

AND THEN CAME SIN 

(01 

Scripture: Genesis 3; 1·8 

Why those who .~eem to be willing to accept 
the (acts of a good creation and of salvation 
through the cnlCified and risen Christ find dif
ficulty with the facts of Genesis 3 simply boggles 
the believing mind. 

Sooner or later every man faces the inescapable 
reality of evil. Sorrow, pain and loss touch his life, 
and as man he finds himself compelled to ask ques
tions and look for answers. Even the most consistent 
existentialist with his "will unto death" can't avoid 
sensing the incongruities of human life. 

The times are out of joint, one will exclaim. Bllt 
hoping for a better world has failed to produce one. 
The circumstances are to blame for our sad condition, 
so another urges. But all attempts to improve the 



world by ameli orating man's situation in life have 
only served to \mcover deeper problems. Not even 
in the Un ited States - long the spawning ground of 
a personal and cultural optimism - can man, like 
Adam, try to run away and hide himself. The accus
ing fi nger is levelled at him, at his own nature and 
inner condition. 

In a few succinct sentences J. S. \¥hale summaries 
this radical change in approach to man's most per
sistent and perplexing problem. 

''The Americans are not as sure as they 
were that sin is only an 'evolutionary overhang.' 
They are no longer confident that what has 
been called the sin-obsession of Christianity is 
just so much 'crepe-hanging.' 

"The fact is that our generation is redis
coveri ng the abysmal depths of evil in the 
heart of man, and realizi ng that Public Enemy 
Number One is neither ignorance, nor stupidity 
nor the defective social environment, but sin, 
which is the deep mysterious root of all these 
evils." 

Here then, we are on the level of personal, moral 
responsibility. But whence comes sin? Can we say 
something about its origin as well as its nature? Is 
it somehow structural in the universe, so that we can 
shift the blame for it to God? And if not to God, 
is there then an evil, a demonic spirit present equally 
ultimate with God? Or should we simpl y shrug our 
shoulders and say: I don't know? Th is, at bottom, 
all those who refuse to accept as facts what Gencsis 3 
records, including the nco-orthodox and nco-evan
gelical of various stripe, will have to do. Why those 
who seem to be willing to accept the facts of a good 
creation and of salvation through the crucified and 
risen Christ find difficulty with the facts of Genesis 3 
simply boggles the believing mind. God doesn't pro· 
vide us with "meaning" apart from "being," the reality 
or facts which are dependent upon and revealed by 
him. 

With aU the discussion going on about "literary 
forms," we may as well state the question as straight
forwardly as possible. Does Genesis 3 "intend to say" 
what it actually says, or not? H not, what then? And 
here those who have such great djfficulties with the 
classic Ch ristian understanding of this chapter provide 
little more than poverty-stricken answers clothed in 
ambiguity. 

Let's, then, examine just what the sacred writer 
has written. 

The tempter - The story of man's fall into sin is 
told so artlessly. Yet upon closer reflection we find 
here some of the most profound statements. 

In contrast to all the heathen mythologies and 
philosophical speculations concerning what has gone 
wrong with man and the world in which he lives we 
find here a clear and concise account. Is, perhaps, its 
simplicity the stone of stumbling and the rock of 
offense? 

Apparently what transpired in this connecti on took 
place not long after the creation of Adam and Eve. 
We need indulge in no speculation, however, since 
t~e Bible is not pleased to provide liS with exhaustive 
information. It tells us only that which we need to 

know concerning Cod in his relationship to man and 
the world. 

Now a "new" character is introduced - the serpent. 
Of th is creature we read that he was more subtle 

than allY 1)east of the field . The text plai nly indicates 
that we are to think of a snake. It is included among 
the beasts made by the Lord. The comparison is 
stated -more subtle. The tenn has occasioned dis
cussion. Is it to be construed favorably or unfavor
ably? Is the emphaSis on some crcational endowment 
from Cod which puts this beast higher than others? 
Or should we find some indication already in this 
description of perversion, of incipient wickedness and 
therefore of threat to man? All commentators agree 
that the term su btle ( clever, wily ) may be used in 
ei ther sense. Skinner argues that in view of the con
sequences the author intended to stress "the bad 
sense." Aalders takes the opposite view, while the 
implications of threat become at once apparent when 
the serpent begins to speak. 

The story is much more complicated and profound 
than appears at the outset. All are agreed that the 
implication of someone "behind" the serpent and his 
activities is clearly indicated. After all , serpents were 
not endowed with the gift of communication by means 
of intclligible speech. C learly the earlier chapters 
spoke of man a.~ exalted to a position far above that 
of any and all other creatures of earth . Also the 
sentence pronounced in vs . .1 5 contains an unmistak
able allusion to some evil and hostile force or being 
concea led behind the serpent. For all those who 
accept thc unity and integrity of Scripture there is 
little problem. We are informed repeatedly in later 
writings that the tempter was Satan, the devil, a fa llen 
angel. Jewish commentators at an early age acknowl
edged this. Irenaeus in the second century so inter
preted this passage. 

But we are left wi th certain questions. 
Perhaps first of all we would ask: Why didn't 

Moses state the fact of temptation as proceeding from 
the evil spirit clearly at this point? The question itself 
need not be regarded as illegitimate, so long as we 
seek to find an answer - if one can be found - within 
Scripture itself. On that basis many like Calvin, Keil, 
Leupold, Aalders, and others urge a "pedagogical" 
purpose. Not only was the author committed to writ~ 
ing precisely what took place in so far as God was 
pleased to have this com mun ica ted to his people; also, 
the presentation of the facts in this fonn would d is· 
allow any notion that the temptation resulting in 
man's fall could not be resisted. 

But, then, was the serpent simply a passive instnt
men! of the devil? On this the Bible gives no answer. 
Indeed, there can be no imputation of moral-spiritual 
responsibility to the beast, not having been created 
in God's image. But of the animal world, especially as 
it existed in the days of Paradise, we know little or 
nothi ng. Even all the modem studies of "animal 
psychology" supply us with no clues. All that seems 
to be indicated is that the serpent was the most suit
able among all the beas ts for the dcvil's nefarious 
purpose. As spirit the evil one apparently needed 
some visible fonn in wh ich to approach the woman 
and through her the man at this time. Interesting and 



instructive comparisons are to be made between the 
approach of the devil to Christ in the wilderness and 
to our first parents at the beginning of hum an history. 

The temptation - The serpent approaches the 
woman and addresses her in audible and intelligible 
speech. 

That this should have alerted her at once to 
danger should be affirmed. After all, man was given 
dominion over all the beasts of the field, including 
the serpent. His calling was not only to dress the 
garden but to keel) (guard) it as well . Adam and 
undoubtedly Eve recognized a radical difference be
tween themselves and the other creatures. Her dal
lying with what was a strange, abnormal phenomenon 
became the fi rs t stepping-stone to the fa ll of herself 
and her husband. 

Initially the serpent comes with a question ex
pressing surprise. He asks a seemingly innocuous 
question which at once betrays insidious and evil 
intent, "Is it really a fac t that Cod has said ...?" The 
aim is clearly that of suggesting that the Creator has 
put a very unwelcome restraint upon man. Thus his 
goodness is called into question. More pertinently, 
the temptation directed itself against the Word of 
Cod, by which man was to live. 

Instead of rebuking the serpent for not keeping 
h is place and for misrepresenting Cod and His word, 
the woman enters into discussion. She does defend 
Cod's truth and goodness to a degree. Yet there is 
exaggeration of the prohibition given by Cod in what 
she says, neither shall ye touch it. Thus her confi
dence in the Word and purposes of the Cod who cre
ated and blessed her with his fellowship begins to 
waver. Suspicion enters her soul that possibly Cod 
is not as good and graciolls as she and her husband 
supposed. Here the fall into sin a lread y begins; it is 
clearly more than the' act of partaking of the for
bidden fruit. Misquoting the command is evidence 
of a mistrust which she had allowed to take root 
within her. 

Now the way is open for a frontal attack by the 
serpent. 

He openly contradicts Cod, and for this there has 
been made room in Eve's heart by her mistrust. She 
is likewise ready for listening to a positive charge 
against Cod. The tempter impu tes jealousy to Cod 
in issuing the prohibition. He tempts Eve with the 
"promise" - yov.r eyes shall be opened, and ye shall 
be as God. There is a double meaning here. In a 
sense the devil spoke true, as is evident from God's 
acknowledgement of the conseq uence of the fall (d. 
vs. 22). In a sense, he spoke the lie which slays, for 
man involved himself in death, which the devil 
urged would not happen, and he obtained a knowl
edge of good and evil which was both like and unlike 
the knowledge which belongs to Cod. 

The passage now pictures the full development 
and outward expression of si n. Here Eve stands in 
open defiance of Cod. She looks more closely at the 
tree and its fruit. It appeals to her appetite, then to 
her sight and finally to her already sinful desire to 
become wise in the way strictly forbidden her by God. 
Here something of the complexity of sin as it works 

in and upon man is clearly taught. As Leupold says: 
"Every function of body and of soul is wrested from 
its original purpose and becomes embroiled in one 
vast confusion of its divine purpose. Nowhere is a 
more drastic picture offered of the horrible disturb
ance wrought by sin." Having consented from within, 
the woman now evidences by means of the outward 
act of taking and eating what had transpired in her 
heart. 

Tn far less deta il we are told of Adam's sin. 
Here the devil approaches indirectly. It is the 

woman having fallen away from Cod, who serves as 
the temptress. The process, however, must have been 
much the same. It was clever of the evil one not to 
approach both at the same time ; then the presence 
of the one might well have served to deter the other 
from dallying with temptation. But with sin having 
entered and taken possession of a human heart, the 
tempter finds an even more suitable agent than the 
serpent. But this in no wise provides Adam with an 
excuse. Here is no notion of man with a sense of 
chivalry sacrifi cing himself for the sake of his affection 
for the woman. \:vbat he did, he did deliberately
the more so since he was created first and had first re
ceived from the lips of Cod the rule by which he was 
to live. 

The tragedy - Immediately the consequences of 
this disobedience manifest themselves. 

The first noticeable effect is shame. 
Indeed, the eyes of t hem both were opened. But 

how vastly different than their sinful expectation 
were the realities. They now knew that they were 
fWked. The half-truth of the devil they discover to 
be the lie which slays their true and pure humanity 
as created by Cod. They cannot appear before each 
other; each knows of the other that a barrier has 
sprung up between them. No longer are they {!.ood ; 
they experience and in this sense know evil which fills 
them with shame. Hence the reference to being 
naked, uncovered. Nowhere in this chapter, however, 
is there any reference to sexual differentiation as being 
involved in their sense of shame. 

That a sense of guilt was directly involved becomes 
apparent from the attempts which they make to cover 
themsclves. They take fig leaves to make skirts or 
girdles. Being inadequate because of their small size, 
they sew them together. By this they hope to be able 
to face each other and God to whom they were re
sponsible in their sinning. To be sure, there is as Calvin 
comments a confused sense of evil combined with 
dullness. But the human has not by sin become non
human. There is still a sense of shame coupled w ith 
fear and guilt. 

God does not let man go, however. He comes to 
the sinful pair - his voice (or "sound") .. . walking il1 
the garden. Now their vulnerability becomes still 
more evident. Such skirts of leaves cannot hide them 
from the one to whom they must render account. 
Hence they hid themselves. They cannot face him 
with whom on other occasions (d . ch. 2) they could 
en joy such close and comforting fe llowship. 

NOTES 
1. 	 Much more attention than is ordinarily found among 

evangelicals should be given 10 the Biblical teaching con



ceming Satan and the evil spirits associated with him. It 
is hardly necessary to discuss at this time just when this 
teaching was made known in the days of the Old Testa
ment. Those with modernistic leanings usually insist that 
it was borrowed from the Persians, or some other nation, 
and hence appeal'll only in those Biblical writings penned 
after the reh,m from Exile. 'l1I1s involves late dating of 
some p.1ssagcs, with wllich oonservlltives will not agree, 
The connection between serpent and Satan is clearly af
fimlCd in the New Testament, both directly and indirectly 
with reference Rlsa to our first pll rents. Cf. John 8:44; II 
Cor. 11 :3, 14 ; Rom. 16:20; Hev. 12 :9; 20:2. 

2. 	 For those interested in knowing how liberal scholars in 
times pa~"t have sought to discover the origin of the Biblical 
account of the fa ll in heathen myths, we refer to John 
Skinner: /utem. Criticfli Commentanj, Genesis, pp. 90-97, 
"The Origin and Significance of the Paradise Legcnd" 
(Ch:ls. Scrihners, 1910). He oomments: 

"Ollt of sllch crude and seemingly unpromising ma
terial the religion of revelation has fashioned the im
mortal allegory before us. We have now to inquire 
what are the religious and moral truths under the 
influence of which the narmtive assumed its prescnt 
form, di~tinguishing as far as possible the ideas which 
it orig inally oonveyed from those which it suggested 
to more a(lvance(1 theolo~ical sl>e(....u lation. :' (Pl>. 94, 
95), 

This approach, in far more subtle fashion, seems to be 
winnin/( a (Iegree of pcpularity in our day. Now the em.. 
phasis falls 0 11 the radical difference in ideas between the 
Hehrew and othcr religions, even while using the same 
temlS and symbols. Thus the " tme religion" did not 
evolve out of the others; was not depern:lent on them for 
its essential mcss.1ge. But it dOC'S rcmain the result of 
Hebrew understanding and evuluation of "the mighty works 
of Go~:I." It was not the product of a d irect, supernatural 
rcvelation on Goo's part to men who received and re
cordC"d the words He wantoo them to wri te. Hence the 
constant tcnsion among them between the "form" and the 
"message," the words, phrases and sentences in which 
Scripture was written and the message which the lan$:uaJ(e 
"intcnds" to oonvey, Here we are far removed from the 
hemlencutic.11 niles (rules for interpretation) which the 
Christian chu rch, e)«-ept for the allegorizers who have had 
their day, h:15 ch:unpioncd. 

3. 	 Calvin, who has so frcqmmtl y been accused of fat alism, 
{lirects himself in mnch detail to the question, "Why Cod 
permitted Adam to be tempted , .'iCeing that the s.1d result 
was hy no means hidden from him?" Both the sovereignty 
of Cod and the freedom of our first parents are stout ly 
maintained. TIle material in Calvin's commentary on Gen
esis, pp. 143-145 (Eerdmans, 1948) shou ld be carefully 
read, as well as the sections 10 which Calvin himself refers 
in his in.l1ilules, Book H I, e, 1, and his Treatise on Divine 
PradestilUllion. Especially his discussion of wh:lt he means 
by "permission" in this connection is illuminating. 

4, 	 The comment of Keil, Pen/(lteuc/I, vol. I, p. 92 (Eerdman.~, 
1949 ) on why the devil is not specifically mentioned may 
be hcipful to some: 

"This fact (i.e., the devil taking possession of the 
serpent) indeed, is not d istinctly stated in the canon· 
ical books of the Old Testament; but th:lt is simply for 
the same edllcational reason which led Moses to tmn
scribe the Hccount exactly as it had been handed down, 
in tI,e pme objective form of an outward and visible 
occurrence, and without any allusion to the c:,us.ality 
which llllderiay the external phenomenon, viz. not so 
much to OI>llOSC the tendency of oontempoT1lries to 
heathen supe~titions and habits of intercoursc with 
the kingdom of demons, as to avoid encouraging the 
disposition to transfer the blame to the evil spirit 
which tempted man, and thus reduce sin to a mere act 
of wcakness." 

5. 	 No one should speculate long on why the tempter ap
proached the woman instead of the man. Scripture gives 
no answer to this. To discover it in woman as a "weaker 
vessel" or as more susceptible to being tempted by appetite 
and the lust of the eyes than man or as not so directly 

aCQuainted with God's prohibition is devoid of evidence. 
Leupold is correct, when he stntes: "Eve had It very clear 
word from Cod, simple and unencumhered by many de
tails as to what her moml dllty was. Whether this word 
was heard immediately from God or mediately from her 
husband matters little and cannot impair the powcr of that 
word upon her heart,W Erporition of Gene.ri.t, vol. I, p. 
146 (Baker, 1950). 

6. 	 On the way in which sin entcrs into the heart to take hold 
of man's life in its totality, Scripture has some e.~eccd inltly 
pertinent things to say, Note, e.g., James 1:13-15 on the 
"progress" in temptation from desire to (Ieed to dcath: 
also I John 2: 16 which contains st riking parallet~ to Genesis 
3:6. Throughout, the Bible disallows the superficial 
Pelagian notioo of sin, championed by so many also in our 
day, that it oonsists baSically in deeds. 

7. 0 0 the essential nature of sin philosopher.; and thoologians 
have written much. Herc we must take our stance on 
Scripture, which teaches that basically it is disobedience 
or "lawlessness," the refusal to submit as crenture to the 
Creator Cod. Involved therein arc doubt and unhelicf and 
a measure of pride, as this account clearly indicates. To be 
rejected, therefore, arc such notions which rcp:ard sin as: 

1) an eternal principle of evil , chaos, or revolt found 
in the univClSe; 

2) mere negation of being, a kind of "nothing"; a posi
tion (Icfended by Spino:t.1, Leihnitz, an(1 mnny today, 
each using different lines of argumentation; 

J) II being in bondage to mattcr, as the root of man's 
inabil ity to live and act as "pure spiri"'; 

4) n limitation inherent in man's ereaturelincss, so that 
finitude and sin become co-extensive, 

Many of these notions arc being propagated today, even 
within the churches. This demonstrates how far the " think
ing man" in the street and in the school has removed him
self from thc Biblical tcaching. For more on this d .. A. 
Kuyper, Dict(lten Dogmutiek, II I , "Locus de PCt:c;:ltO" pp. 
28f.; also other Reformed dognlaticians. 

8. 	 On the consequences of the act of our first l)(Jrents even 
Skinner admits that "a conne.~ion \x,'twecn sexual shame 
and sin is not suggested by the passage, and besides is 
not true to experience. But to infer from this single effect 
that the forbidden fruit h'ld aphrodisiac properties (sec 
Barton; Cressmann) is a st ill greater perversion of the 
allthor's mcaning." Skinner, however, adol>l~ the position 
of Driver which is transparent in its amazing superficiality. 
Both sec it Simply as the transition "from the innocence of 
childhood, into the knowled~e which belongs \0 a(lult 
:lge," p. 76. 

QUESTIONS FOil DISCUSSION 
1 - Look up and explain thc scvcral Scripture passages 

which speak of the devil as serpent. Why do YOI' 
th ink John in Revelation makes use of the tenn 
"dnl/oto nP" 

2 - How would you re~pond to the person who claims that 
whether or not there wus an actual serpent is im
material, since man's s..1lvntion doesn't depend on 
such a detail? 

3 - Can you show how this passage demonstllltcs far
rc.1ching implications for all of life caused by man's 
transgression? Note the relation between mRn and 
the animals; man and womno; man and God, 

4 - Is there any reason why the devil had to corne to 
man in some kind of vi~ible fonn? Why didn't he so 
approach Christ? \Vhy {loesn"t he approach us in this 
way today? Or does he, c.g., through others? 

5 - What doe~ the Bihle say about the fallen angels in II 
Peter 2:4 and Jude, vs. 6? Docs the Bible speak any
where about when and why the devils fell from their 
origin:ll estate? 

6 - Which are some modern fonns of serpent-worship? of 
deVil-worship? How would you explain such phenom
ena in a seemingly well-educated and sophisticated 
age? 

7 - Why do you suppose the devil fi rst carne with a ques
tion to Eve? May we ever question about Cod and 
His ways? Is all questioning wrong? 

8 -	 What do our confessional standards havc to say about 
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these happenings in Paradise? Cf. both Belgic Con
fession and Catechism. Which dctails arc confessed by 
the church as fucts not to be controverted? 

9 - What is the connection between a ~ense of shame and 
clothes? How would you explain that nakedness almost 
lmiversa]!y is associnted with a display of the reproduc
tive organs? Does the Bible aHow for the judgment 
that sexual sillS arc among the worst which can be 
committed? 

10 - How did God approach man in the garden? Was this 
also in visible form ? Is it le.e:itimate to dmw parallels 
hetween this coming and His later revelations in the 
"thoophanic.~" of the Old Testament and in the incarna
tion of Oll r Lord? 

MAN IN GOD'S TRIBUNAL 

(10) 

Scripture: Genesis 3:9-24 

Here an attempt is made to r idicule simple, 
childlike faith; to push it into a corner by reduc
ing it to what is absurd. No onc who takes the 
power and kindncss of Cod taught in Scriphue 
seriously will have to feel threatened by such 
unlawful attacks. 

Every day we are confronted with a lawless world. 
' Vars, often undeclared, break out in various parts 

of the earth. Revolu tions arc the order of the day in 
many places. Crime stalks through our streets and 
invades our homes. Meanwhile the police cannot con
trol the violence, and many people refuse to report 
crimes which they see. Man has lost much of his 
sense of responsibili ty to and fo r others, because he 
has denied his responsibility to God. 

Those who talk about "the godless Communists" 
would do well to reflect on trends within their own 
lands. Outwardly we may appear less ruthless; on 
the spiritual-moral level our humanism holds out no 
hope. Berdyacv, that incisive Russian theologian
philosopher, has rightly called this a "self-dest ructive 
dialectic" resu lting from putting man in the center of 
the universe. 

Commenting on this in his Cambridge lectures 
Christianity, Past and Present, Basil Willey dis
tinguishes three stages in the development of human
ism as it has engulfed the Western world. First there 
is a kind of Cod-centered humanism, like that of 
Erasmus or Locke; then the man-centered humanism 
of Hume and the French encyclopedists, when moral
ity loses all divine sanctions; fi nally the positivistic 
humanism of Comte, Mill, and Marx in which human
ity itself becomes a religion. Willey closes with its 
consequences for today's world: 

"The outcome of all this is what we see 
around us in the world tooay - the moral and 
sp iritual nihilism of the modern world ... 
You cannot continue for ever to stand upon a 
branch which you are sawing away from the 
parent tree. Without a religiOUS basis, human
ism can find no grounds for the very values it 
proclaims." 

Not unless man returns to the God of the Scrip
tures, recognizing him as Creator and Judge and the 
Bringer of salvation, will any personal or social, cul

tural or political problems find a satisfactory solution. 
Man's conduct springs from his convictions. Without 
awareness of responsibility to the living God, his shal
low-rooted responsibility to himself and others w ill 
wither away. It is for his own good , that God calls 
man to account. This teaching, so consistently taught 
in Scripture, is emphasized in Genesis 3. 

The arraignment - Adam and Eve may attempt to 
hide from Cod , but this the Almighty will not allow. 
In spite of man's sin, God insists on dealing with 
man as man, that is, as a responsible spiritual-moral 
creature. To do anything less or else would on God's 
part have been a denial of humanity of the being who 
had been fashioned in Cod's image. 

H ere again, as in vs. 1, the double name of the 
Creator is used, Jehovah God. The first stresses both 
His faithfulness or unchangeability and His personal, 
covenantal relationship to man. The second empha
sizes His greatn ess. Was it perhaps to obscure the 
fact of Cod having entered into personal fellowsh ip 
with man, that both the serpent and Eve consistently 
speak of him only as God? 

That God ca lls to man and asks, Where art thou? 
in no way implies a lack of knowledge on His part. 
Rather, all God's q uestions are pedagogical. He calls 
man to account, so that man may realize more fully 
how serious are the consequences of his disobedience. 
Not only is the relationship between himself and the 
woman disturbed; he must come to understand that 
the true and blessed relationship between himself and 
his Goo is ruptured. All the fig leaves in the world 
cannot cover his shame; all the trees of the garden 
cannot hide him from the Creator. Man cannot es
cape his sin . However, his admission is that of a 
half-truth, an evasion. He speaks of being afraid 
because of his nakedness . 

Now the trial begins in earnest. 
God directs a straightforward question to man, 

even thougb man had unwittingly acknowledged part 
of the truth. This, however, is insufficient. Man must 
face up to his crime against God . Yet in cowardly 
fashion he refuses to confess his guilt. Instead, he 
shows his lovelessness by blaming the woman and 
indirectly fi nding fault with God for having given her 
to him. 

Eve responds similarly to Cod's inquiry. In His 
question God stresses the word this, indicating the 
enonnity of her deed of fi rst sinning against Him 
and then misleading her husband. But truth no longer 
dwells within her. She dares not, will not, and cannot 
really face up to the consequences of her sin . Hence 
she blames the serpent. 

Nothing in the way of evidence is now lacking. 
The serpent as a beast of the field cannot be chal
lenged , being without a sense of spiritual-moral re
sponsibility; the devil who worked in and through the 
serpent knows all too well the holy and righteous 
judgment which Cod inflicts upon those who sin. The 
time is ripe to render the verdict. 

The verdict - All three parties to the awful cor
ruption of the race which Cod had ordained with 
such high privileges and holy responsibili ties are 
addressed. 



The Creator who now manifests HimseU as Judge 
begins with the serpent. 

Here the curse is pronounced, the retribution by 
which the Almighty takes away the blessing and priv
ilege which this animal had once enjoyed, "'subtlety" 
above the other beasts. It is a direct pronounooment 
of penalty by God, one in which the other animals 
are not invol ved even though they will suffer in con
sequence of man's fall into sin as Cod's representative 
and ruler over the earth. Mention is made of a 
degraded form of locomotion to which the serpent is 
bound as well as the habit of eating dust. From the 
passage it seems clear that before this judgment the 
beast could move in an erect form . This does 
not necessarily require a change in its body in the 
form of removing any legs. in fact, even now most 
snakes have the ability of erecting a considerable part 
of their bodies. The emphasis in this part of the pas
sage fa lls especially on the humiliation to be endured 
both because of the part it played - no matter how 
unwittingly - in its attack upon man as image-bearer, 
and as a perpetua l reminder to man of his own cor
ruption on account of sin . 

Now God, however, directs attention more specifi 
cally to the evil spirit who employed the serpent as 
his instrume nt. That much more is intended and in
cluded than a judgment upon the beast has been al
most universally recognizcd by Jewish and Christian 
commentators. Only in more recent times, under the 
in fluence of an approach to Scripture which denies 
its divine authorship and unity, has this been repudi
ated. 

\Ve are not to suppose, however, that vs. 15 has 
no reference at all to the serpent. The language 
plai nly belies this. Mention is made of the seed of 
the woman, not necessarily a single individual al
though later Scriptures clearly teach that the fu lfil
ment of this prophecy is found in our Lord Jesus 
Christ. What is clear is the announcement of victory 
(at least, implied with a clarity that seems obvious 
in a struggle among creatures which cannot last for 
eyer) not so much over the seed of the serpent but 
over the serpent himself. This is evident from the 
pronouns thy and thou. Here God is unfolding, on a 
level which can provide a measure of hope and com
fo rt for our parents, the pattern of the future. Im
media tely God, who is infinitely holy and ri ghteous 
and just, also shows Himself to be "merci.ful and 
gracious, slow to anger and abundant in goodness 
and truth" (Exod. 34:6). He delights in showing His 
grace to the sons of men. He proclaims it, be it only 
in its most basic and elementary form, before He 
pronounces His verdict upon the woman and the 
man. 

As for the woman, that which was intended to be 
the most gloriOUS manifestation of her womanhood 
will be a continual reminder of the false and fearful 
role which she played. Indeed, the will of God that 
she should bring forth children and thus replenish the 
earth remains stedfast. Yet in consequence of her 
si n this will occasion sorrow and pain . Also the rela
tionship to her husband, originally one of love-in
partnership, is affected by Cod's displeasure with her. 
She had not only wickedly perverted that relationship 

by emancipating herself from the man and going her 
own way; she had led him into sin by serving as an 
instrument of the devil. Now the man will NIle over 
her. 

Man's glory - the work which he was called to 
perform in joyful and lOving obedience - is turned 
into shame. He sinned grievously by listening to his 
wife rather than to Cod. On th is account the ground 
which he will till is cursed, so that it produces thorns 
and thistles, yielding its fruits only stubbornly in 
resIXlnse to man's toil and sweat. And that God has 
110t for a moment forgotten the threat which He 
pronounced a t the time of putting man to the test is 
evident in the way in which He speaks of the in
evitability of death . 

The aftermath - The rest of the chapter sketches 
with an amazing and yet adequate brevity how the 
trial of our first parents was concluded. Throughout 
we find the manifestation of God's judgment tempered 
with mercy which man in no wise deserved. Here the 
Almighty reveals Himself to us such as He truly is. 

Mention is made of the response of Adam to the 
words which the Lord had spoken. 

Often it has been argued that this verse is some
how misplaced . Yet remembering and drawing a paral
lel from what takes place also within man's tribunals, 
we need find no discrepancy at all. Here the "prisoner" 
of the holy and merciful Cod is given opportunity to 
respond to the words which have been so solemnly 
spoken. Has he something to say for himself, espe
cially after the accusation which he has levelled 
against his wife and even more so against Cod who 
gave her to him? The response indicates on Adam's 
part a faith in the promise implied in Cod's verdict 
pronounced on the serpent. He realizes now that the 
Creator will not forsake the work of his own hands. 
There will be seed. of the woman and that in the 
hope of providing a way of escape from the awfu l 
consequences of man's misdeed against Cod. Thus 
he caUs his wife Eve, a term signifying "life" or the 
one from whom life springs. The writer, penning 
these words centuries later, explains the reason fo r 
this changing of the name. 

For man's well-being God also makes adequate 
provision in the form of coots of skin . The fig leaves 
were totally unsuitable. Whether the slaying of the 
animals, which was nt."Ccssarily involved here, points 
in any way to the idea of sacrifice is uncertain. The 
text simply wants to assert that God demonstrated a 
deep and gracious coneern for man. 

Thereupon God sent him fonh from the garden 
of Eden. No longer can and may man enjoy that 
blessed and unbroken communion with the Creator 
which had been his. Here again is judgment tempered 
wi th lovingkindness. Th is act of God was of deliber
ate purpose. Man had achieved a kind of parody of 
godlikeness, one which would endanger him were he 
to take also of the tree of lite, ami eat, and live for 
ever in a sin-stained and toil-worn body. Indeed, there 
is something shameful in being expelled from the 
garden. God aims at making man feel deeply his 
altered state and relationship. Thus a baTTier is set 
up by God in the form of the Cherubim, and the flame 
of a sword which /.tlmetl every way. This sign of 



God's holiness proclaimed "No admittance." The way 
to restored fellowship with the Lord will have to be 
opened by God Himself. 

NOTES 
1. 	 Often the question is asked, "Why should an unmoral and 

therefore irresponsible ngent he singled out for punish
ment?" Thi~ is an honest question. The answer, howevcr, 
should be drawn from the Biblc, Strktly speaking, for 
the serpent this was not so much a pennlty as a humiliation. 
T hus it serves as a pcrpetual sign to mnn. Also, we know 
next to nothing about the relationship between Adam and 
the rest of creation before the Fall, except that it was a 
blessed one. Even today, however, we Bnd "closeness" be
tween man and certain animals, e.g., dogs, horses, etc. 
A!! that we read here must be interpreted as for flWI1'S 

sake. No longer can he function as lord of creation over 
a good creatio·n. Also there is "groaning" in creation in con
sequence of man's sin to which the serpent contributed (d. 
Rom. 8:19f.). God in later revelations SllOWS that He 
aims to preserve "lan from attach by the animals. Thus 
a bea.~t which kills a man must be dt!St royed (d. Gen. 9:5; 
Exod. 21:28). Chf}'Sostom, the early church father. com
ments that God who crcated the beasts may and does 
destroy the one which caused man to fall, "just as a loving 
father, whcn punishing the murderer of his son, might 
snap in two the sword or dagger wilh which the murder 
had been committed." 

2. 	 So much has been written about the meaning of Genesis 
3: 15, that a lengthy note here seems unnecessary. Although 
we who take seriously the unity of Scripture recognize tllis 
:IS "thc first proclamation of the gospel" (lIrotelAmgeiium, 
to use the technical term), we must beware of reading more 
into the text than is warranted. We ean hardly concludc 
that our first parents "cle,uJy Sl1W and embraced" our Lord 
Jesus Christ in H is person and work. Just how much 
they could and did grasp (not by the powers of their 
minds but by the Spirit's enlightenment, of course) is not 
revealcd, nor is this necessary. The Bible does uot aim 
:It supplying us with "conversion experiencCli" and faith
histories of our forefathers. Rather , He reveals Himself 
in His grace and justice. This the Heidelberg Catechism 
stresses when calling attention to the historic:ll dimension 
of God's special revelation (d. L.D. VI, 19). 

For :In informative and instruetive exposition of the 
text, including rcfcren<..'es to many different interpretations. 
cE. M. H. Woudstra, "Recent Translations of Genesis 3: 15" 
in Calvin TlwoiJJglcal Journal, vol. 6, no. 2, November 
1971 , pp. 194-203. 

3. At the very le:lst a slim volume would be necessary to 
discuss in dctail God's judgment pronounced upon the 
woman, indicating its signiBcance for the relationship be
tween man and woman since the Fall. This is necessary, 
really, in view of the many misreprClientations of the text 
:lnd false conclusions drawn from it. Its relevance becomes 
the more obvious, when regarding the "women's liberation 
movcments" of the P:lst and the present. 

God nowhere commands or approves of tyranny by 
m:ln over woman; He does indicate that in the present 
world man shall rule over her as an aspect of H is just 
judgment - and that also for her good, whether she 
believe it or not. Nor, in the light of the constitutional 
unity of the race and Ill:lny Biblical givcns, is this restricted 
to Eve as an individual. In Christ this basic relationship 
of life is again restored and sanctiBed, as the believing 
husband learns to love and cherish his wife as Christ 
does the church (cf. Eph. 5:20£.). We had better slop 
listening to and learning from the "romantic illusions" 
which humanists so long have palrne<l off on us, as well :IS 
from those who with naturalistic or positivistic bias want 
to wipe out all distinetion and differenti:ltion here. 

A discussion of the precise meaning of "multiplying" 
thy /Jain and thy conception is aL'iO in order, especially in 
view of widespread use of "the pill,"' the argumcnts ap
pealing to "overpopulation cr isis," etc. 

On the tenn desire involved in God's judgment, Keil 
comments: "For that (i.e., her sin in tempting man), slle 
was punished with a desire bordering upon disease (from 

'to mn,' to lmve :I violent craving for a thing ..") Pen
tateuch, vol. I , p . 103 (Eerdmans, 1949). Leupold in his 
Comm.entanj on Genesis, p. 172 ( Baker, 1950 ), add s the 
following: 

Teshuqah might be renJcred "desire" or even bet
ter "yearning." This yearning is morbid. It is not merely 
sexu:ll yearning. It includes the att raction th:lt woman 
experiences for man which she cannot root from her 
nature. Independent feminists m:ly seek to banish it, 
but it persists in cropping out. It may be nonnal. It 
often is not but takes a perverted form, even to tIle 
point of nymphomania. It is a just penalty. She who 
sought to strive apart from man and to act indepenJ
ently of him in the temptation Bnds a continual attrac
tion for him to be her unavoidable lot. 

And this, too - let it be remembered - can and is rcstored 
to its proper proportions in the lives of those who seek 
and find the Lord Jesus Christ and His salvation. 

4. 	 Work is intended by God to be a source of joy and self
fu l6lment for man. It is intimately bound lip with h is 
creation in the divine image. In om day with iL~ insistence 
nn higher wages and shorter working hours, accompanied 
by long periods of leisurc, we do well to remember what 
the Bible says about both the dignity and the pain of our 
lahors (d. the fourth commandment , Exod. 20; DelLt. 5). 
Without meaningful work - and God alone can put mean
ing into it th rough the person and work of Christ - man's 
life deteriorates. To be sure, our work l)roblenls h :lve 
multiplied, not the least since the inception of the Industrial 
Revolution. and more recently the Managerial Revolution. 
These must be faced especially by believers. For helpful 
discussions, cE. E:. L . Helxlen Taylor, "The Degradation of 
Work in ?-" Iodern Society" in Reformation Of' Revolution.? 
pp. 100·1 43 (Craig Press, 1970) and Ir. H. Van Ricssen: 
Mens en Werk ( Buijten en Schipperlleijn, 19(2). 

5. 	 Let 's also look at the "ecological revolution" so much in 
the news in recent years. T his is still God'.~ world. But 
in contrast to those who expect to make it into a Utopia, 
we sllould remember thM t he ground is cursed for ffi(ln's 
sake. Calvin in his Commentary on Genesis, vol. I, pp. 173
177 (Eerdmans, 1948), has some pertinent things to say to 
us: 

Now :IS the MeSsing of the earth means. in the 
language of Scripture, that fertility which God infuses 
by his secret power, so the curse is nothing else than 
the opposite privation, when God withdmws His 
favour 

so the ruin of man drives headlong all those 
creatures which were fonned for h is sake, and had 
been made subject to him. And we see how constantly 
the condition of the world itself varies with respect to 
men, :lccording as God is angry with tllem, or shows 
them H is favour 

Yet it is not our part to expostul:lte with the earth 
for not answering to our wi.~hes, :lnd to the labours 
of its cultivators, as if it were maliciously frustrating our 
purpose; but in its sterility let us mark the anger of 
God, and mourn over our own sins. It has been falsely 
maintained by some, th:lt the earth is exhausted by the 
long succession of time, as if constant bringing forth 
had wearied it. T hey think more correctly who ac
knowledge that, by thc inerc:lsing wickcdness of men , 
the remaining blessing of Cod is gradually diminished 
and impaired; and certainly there is danger, unless thc 
world repent, th<lt a great p:lrt of men should shortly 
perish through hunger and other (lroadf,,1 m iseries ... 

6. 	 Often vs. 21 is used to ridicule those who u rge a liteml 
interpretation of details recorded in this chaptcr. Did Cod 
really by H is own :lrm slay an animal or t wo? they ask. 
Must we believe that He skinncd them, prepared the hides, 
and then perhaps stitched them with a necdle held by his 
Bngers? Here an attempt is made to ridicule Simple, child
like fa ith; to push it into :I comer by rcducing it to what 
seems absurd. No one who takes the power :lnd kindncss 
of God taught in Scripture seriously will have to fee l 
threatened by such unlawful attacks. It would not 
diminisll tIle majesty, much less the sovereign goodness 
of our God, were He to take a needle in His fingersl He 
has done "stranger" things than tha t to show H imself. But 
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hiking chapter 3 at face value docs not demand such a 
degree of literalism. Don't believing parents say with joy 
at childbirth, Cod put this little one ill Oll r hands! Don't 
belicving children (and adults, for that matter ) thank God 
for putting food in their mouths and warm clothes on their 
backs! No onc should apologize, much less feel ashamed 
of a faith which tales Cod at Hi.~ word and testifies to 
His nearness in all life's circumstances. 

7. 	 According to Keil , vol. I, p. 107, the term eher1lMm derives 
from the Greel, it having no suitable etymology in any 
Semitic speech. He suggests that it was so handed down 
hy the forefathers of our race, long hefore Moses, $0 that 
its primary meaning can no longer be detennined. He 
consider.; chcrubim creat ures nf the highcr and heavenly 
world, a class like angels, according to the visions of Ezekiel 
( I :22£'; 10 :1) and the apo.~t le John ( Hev. 4 :6). He regards 
thcm not as "throne·lx:arers" hut rather that they oeeupy 
"the highest place as living heings in the realm of spirits, 
standing by the side of Cod as the he~lVen l y King when 
l Ie comes to j\ldgment, and proclaiming the majesty of the 
Judge of the world." 

Berkhof in Re/ooucc/ Dogmatics, p. 146 (Eerdmans, 
1941 ), speals of cherubim as one of the angelic orders. 
He Inentions their ga7jng upon the mercy-sent, E~. 25: 18; 
Ps. 80:1; 99:1; Isa. 37: 16; Heb. 9:5; And constitutin~ the 
chariot on which God descends to earlh, n Sam. 22: 11 ; 
Ps. 18:10, to which he adds: 

These symbolic,,1 representations simply sclVe to 
bring Ollt their extraord inAry power and majesty. More 
tllan other creatures tlley were de.~tincd to reveal the 
power, the majesty, lind the glory or God, and to guard 
His holiness in the gnrden of Eden, in the tabernaele 
and temple, (lnd in the descent of God to earth. 

K. Schilder in Wat is de Hemel? p . 134f. (J. H. Kok, 1935) 
discllsses in an informnlive way the ministry of angels to 
Ilnd among mcn, the 6rst indica tion of which is furnished 
by this pnssage. Here Adam mects beings other tlllm him· 
self, perfectly engaged in Cod's scrvice to rcmind him 
of the way to God and heaven which now is "temporarily" 
barred in consequence of his sin. 

B. 	 All speculation on how long the garden of Eden continued 
IIpon earth after man's expulsion will llrove hopeless, futile 
<md frustrating. \Ve need not .~ llPI)()Se thAt it was continued 
until the time of the Flood. It hAd servcd its purpose while 
Adam and Eve lived in the state of rectitude. Nor wa.~ there 
now nnyone to dress and keep it aft er man's sill. Whnt is 
important to remember is man's loss of that perfect llome 
which had heen fashioned for him by God. Yet he is not 
entirely an alien wanderer, since Cod has come to him 
with promise. So long as he and his descendants embrace 
this in faith they m"y experience deep pence even in thc 
struggles and sorrows of li fe. For them, now, Paradise lies 
in the future. 

QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION 
I - Which are some Biblical prophecies of the rcstornt ion 

of a happy relationship hetween man and animals in 
the world to come? 

2  How may and shou ld believers trellt the animal cre
ation? What do you think of Albert Schweit1'.cr's views 
of "reverence for lifer' Should we swat Rics? \Vhat 
about kill ing animals for fu n? 

3  Discuss in some detllil the meaning of seed in Scripture. 
What <lbout the terms IJrlJise and ' emsh in vs, IS? Do 
you think only enmity is predicted here, or al"" an 
indication of victory? 

4  How does Christ take the st ing out of the judgment 
upon woman lor the believing llUsb:md and wjfe? How 

would you evalua te the feminist movements of our 
day? 

5 -	 Vihy do you suppose so many Christian families seem 
to want only one or two children? On what basis do 
you think believers mlly deli berately seek to curta il 
the number of their children? 

6  Is it wrong for man to seel an ameliorat ion of the 
con~'<Iuences of the Fall, e.g., by medicines used at 
the time of cll ildbirth, by making work easier, etC.? 
Can you give Biblical evidence for your view? 

7  What is Ihe pl<lee of worl in the Christian"s life? How 
do you reble it to your life as an c~ercise in faith· 
fellowship with God in Christ? Why do you suppose 
keeping house ~ms to be esteemed so low today? 

8  How can we show ourselves to be stewards of the earth 
and its fulness? What about all the roads which gobble 
up rich farml<lncl s; the suburbs which destroy the 
contours of the bnd ; the amounts of paper used in 
advert ising even by churches, etc.? 

9 When did God pemlit man to usc animal lIesh for food? 
10  Discuss in some detail the place and purpose of angels, 

including the cherl/Mm, in Go<l 's work of redemption. 
Why <10 you think so litt le attention is given to the 
angel~ in the churches today? 
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