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I BELIEVE IN 

THE HOLY SPIRIT 


KAY RIETEMA 

Kay Rietema, daughter of Mr, (//ul Mrs. lohn 
F. Rietema, Jr. of Kanawha, Iowa, is a sopho
more at Dorcit College in Sioux Center, Iowa. 
Her maior is elementary educat'ioll w ith special 
education as her area. Dr. Gerard Van GrOIl~ 
ingen, Dorc/t 1Jro/essor, has submitted Kay's "[ 
believe . . ," and also another to follow with this 
explanation: 

"Tn the class on H ISTORY OF C HRISTIAN CON

FESSIONS, we reviewed the historical circum
stances and the main teachings of various creeds. 
. . . It was found that. . compared to what is 
said of the work of God the Father and of God 
the Son, little is found concerning the work 
of the Holy Spirit. Since there is much debate 
and confession these days concerning the pres
ence and works of the Holy Spirit . . . I thought 
it would be helpful if tfle students were assigned 
the task and privilege of writing their own CTeed 
to express their belief concerning the Spirit's 
work . . . . It was a real ioy to read the state
ments of faith written by 77 Dordt students." 

vVe need to know more of the Holy Spirit. vVe 
do not need to have more of Him because He has 
been freely given us. As we seek to know Him more 
we will be increased in faith, power, and self-control. 
He dwells in liS; and, because one cannot separate 
the Hol y Spirit from the Trinity, we have God living 
in us! Thus, we are fill ed with the fruits of the Spirit 

Cover pJwto shows mother and child in an Emergency 
Camp in East Jordan. Conditions are extremely dif
fICult for all those displaced - particularly for the 
sick. This mother is taking her dehydrated child to a 
United Nations Relicf and W orks Agency for Palestine 
Refugees Clinic for curative treatment. See article, 
"Twice in a Lifetime" on page 14. 

and guided to love, joy, peace, long-suffering, gentle
ness, goodness, faithfulness, meekness, self-control. 

Spiritual power is a constant exhibition of these 
characteristics of the Lord Jesus Christ in the be
liever's life. Therefore the Holy Spirit gives me the 
power to be what God wants me to be. He drives me 
to Christ, guides and molds me, and assures me that 
I am a child of God - how wonderful1 As we look 
at the work of the Holy Spirit, let us be thankful for 
the tremendous part He plays in the Trinity. 

The Holy Spirit in Creation 
I believe that the Holy Spirit, as a distinct Person 

of the Trinity, moved upon the face of the waters, 
bringing order to the heavens and the earth which 
had been created from nothing by the Father (Gen. 
H ; Job 26;13). 

I believe it was the Spirit's particular work to adorn 
the creation to the glory of God for "by His Spirit 
the heavens were gamished (beautified )" (Job 26:13). 
As I look in awe at the stars and planets I see in them 
the Holy Spirit's special perfecting work of creation 
(Psalm 33:6). 

I believe the Holy Spirit gave life to all living 
creatures, thus making all animals completely de
pendent on H im (Psalm 104 ). The blessed thing is 
that He not only gives life to the creatures, but He 
renews the earth by causing the grass, plants, and 
trees to grow. 

I believe - and this is the climax of the Spirit's 
creative work - that the Holy Spirit gave breath to 
man (Job 33:4; Gen. 2:7). The Holy Spirit made man 
a living soul - not an animal. He made us good, up
right, holy, and righteous (Job 32:8). 

I praise the Holy Spirit for this creative activity. 

The Holy Spirit in Incarnation 

I believe that the H oly Spirit planted the seed of 
li fe into Mary's womb causing her to give birth to 
the Lord Jesus Christ (Luke 1:35; Matt. 1:2). Thus 
Christ was born in holiness; sinless so as to bear my 
burden as my Savior. He was truly man taking on 
flesh and blood; but, because of His conception by 
the Holy Spirit, He escaped original sin and re
mained truly Cod - two distinct natures but insepar
able. H e did not inherit the guilt of Adam's sin; nor 
did He receive a morally corrupt nature; but His 
spotless purity was due to the operation of the Holy 
Spiri t whereby Jesus was miraculously conceived 
without Joseph taking part. 

The Spirit dwelt without measure in Christ's life 
(John 3:34); and, as Jesus grew up humanly from a 
child to a man, He grew spiritually too (Luke 2:40). 
This growth was due to the working of the Holy Spirit 
as He poured forth wisdom and holiness into Christ's 
sinless human nature (Isaiah 11:1, 2). If Christ, perfect 
man, was totally dependent on the Holy Spirit to keep 
Him from sin, to give Him wisdom and obedience, 
to baptize Him, to resist the temptations given, to 
enable Him to make a complete sacrifice, how much 
more we as sinners need the Holy Spirit in our lives. 



I praise the Holy Spirit for accomplishing redemp
tion itself in Christ Jesus. 

The Holy Spirit in Revelation 

I believe that in general revelation, the H oly 
Spiri t plays His part in the creation of the world, 
beautifying it and giving it life. In it He reveals 
truth which is essential for a true knowledge of the 
universe and the Creator. 

I believe the Holy Spirit plays a prominent role in 
special revelation, the Holy Scriptures. This special 
revelation is necessary for a knowledge of great things 
not revealed in nahlfe, such as the way of salvation 
and the second coming of Christ. \Vithout the in
spiration of the H oly Spirit we would have no Bible 
for He was the one who moved men to write what 
Cod had spoken (II Peter 1:21). 

I believe the Holy Spirit illuminates me and fills 
me with Himself so that I can see the truths revealed 
in these two revelations. For I am totally blind until 
He fills me so that I can have a knowledge of the 
universe and Cod that is eternally certain (John 14:26; 
Rom. 8:9-12; Eph . 5:18). 

I praise the Holy Sp irit for making it possible for 
me to hear right now, and as long as I live, the voice 
of God, which is permanently and infallibly recorded 
in the Bible (Eph. L I8). 

The Holy Spirit in Redemption 
I believe that the Holy Spirit gives me the fa ith 

to believe in the Son of Cod so that I am redeemed 
and delivered from the enslavement of sin and re
leased to a new freedom in Christ. The Holy Spirit 
fills me so that I am strengthened more each day and 
can more fully understand the infinite love of Cod 
my Father, being filled unto all fullness of Cod ( Eph. 
3: 16-19; Cal. 2:20). All T have to do is ask in Christ's 
name with faith and J am given the Spirit ( Luke 
11:13; Acts 5:32b; I John 5:14-15). And therefore 
having believed , "we are sealed wi th the Holy Spirit 
of promise, unto the redemption of Cod's own pos
session, unto the praise of H is glory" (Eph. 1:13, 14). 

I believe the H oly Spirit gives me the life of 
righteousness even though my body is dead in sin 
(Rom. 8:10, 11). I Peter 3:18 telis me that Christ was 
put to death in the fl esh but was made alive in the 
spirit. Redemption is from this penalty of sin and 
the power of Satan and toward a new freedom from 
sin, to a ncw life in Christ through the power of the 
Holy Spirit. The Spirit helpeth our infirmities for H e 
makes intercession for us (Rom. 8:26, 27). Even my 
prayers are corrupt, so the Hol y Spirit helps me pray 
for the things that are according to the will of Cod. 

I believe that common grace consists of Cod's 
general work of providing good things for man and 
the Spirit's restraint of sin in the world (Cen. 6:3) . 
Only the power of Cod and specifically the power of 
the Third Person could restrain Satan and his evil 
ways. If He didn't, I would be living in complete god
lessness, a miserable wretch . The Holy Spirit, in grace, 
changes my sinful life and those of others through 
the ministry of the 'Vord, the sacraments, prayer, and 
the fellowship of Cod's people. 
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I believe that "unless one be born of the Spirit 
and water, he can not enter the kingdom of God" 
(John 3:5). I praise the Holy Spirit for giving me 
rebirth. 

The Holy Spirit in Personal Sanctification 
I believe that, only through the working of the 

Holy Spirit, I am sanctified, thus united to Christ as 
one, living a consecrated life to God (I John 3:24; 
Rom. 8: 14-16 ). When 1 have the indwelling work of 
the Holy Spirit in my heart and mind 1 can believe 
that Jesus' saving works and comforting words are 
true (John 14:17; 16:13). 

T believe that sanctifica tion is the complete work 
of God; and that through His sovereign grace, we 
experience the Holy Spirit living in us. Without Him 
1 can do nothing. With Him 1 can do all things. I 
have a source of divine power that can conquer all 
my anger, impatience, hatred , envy, sexual lust, lack 
of love toward God, or any other sin (Rom. 8:2). With 
the Holy Spirit in me, 1 can experience true life and 
peace (Rom. 8:4-6). 

I believe that sanctification is not only up to God 
but I have to persistently strive to do the perfect will 
of God. 1 am given the strength to do this only 
through the Holy Spirit (Heb. 9:14; Phil. 2:12, 13). It 
is my responsibility to work with all I have; and if 
[ work, asking the Holy Spirit to guide me, I will not 
fail. 

I praise the Holy Spirit for cleansing my heart 
from the blackness of sin, making me as white as 
snow, enabling me to do the work of my Father. 

The Holy Spirit in the Church and Kingdom life 

I believe we are unified together as one in Christ 
because of the constant indwelling of the Holy Spirit 
(I Cor. 3:16). We also sustain a real union with each 
other (I Cor. 12:12, 13; Eph. 2:21, 22), and are ex
horted to keep the unity of the Spirit (Eph . 4:3, 4) 
Being unified through the Holy Spirit, we can stand 
strong to be the Church Jesus wants us to be. 

I believe that the Holy Spirit leads, guides, and 
illumines us so tha t we as a body of true believer.~ 
can proclaim the Word in all truth (John 16:13; Rom. 
15:18-19; Acts 1:8). I do not have to be afraid of wha t 
to say because the Holy Spirit will give me the right 
words and let me speak wi th all boldness (LukeI2: 1l
12; Acts 4:3). 111e Spirit has given me certain gifts to 
enable me to proclaim this t ruth ( T Cor. 12: 4-11 ), so 
that as a Christian I am obligated to use them for the 
furtherance of the Church and Christ's Kingdom. 

J believe the Holy Spirit guides and leads me and 
my fellow Christians into service of Him in all our 
lives. As the Holy Spirit led the apostles, so we too 
will be fill ed with Him so we can evangeli ze (Acts 
H ; 13;2-4; Luke U 5). 

T praise the Holy Spirit for unifying, governing, 
and guiding His Church and for g iving me the as
surance and happiness that God's purposes are being 
accomplished since the Holy Spirit is God. 

EDITORIALS 


SIX DAYS OF 

CREATION OR PERIODS~ 


JOHN VANDER PLOEG 

A new subscriber writes from Ontario, Canada : 
"We have a little problem. It is openly said around 
here that the Lord d id not create heaven and earth 
in six days as we know them. Is this in line with our 
Reformed faith? Can you please tell us what is com
monly accepted by the Reformed Fellowship, Inc. on 
this subject?" 

Taking the second question first : Although I can 
not speak for them, I assume that the majority of the 
constituency of the Reformed Fellowship accept the 
six days of creation as ordinary days. 1 am not aware 
of any consensus ever having been sought or pub
lished on this. It will , however, be of interest to the 
inquiring subscriber (whose letter expresses apprecia
tion of Dr. P. Y. De Jong's "Studies in Genesis 1-11'1 
that in a recen t issue of THE OUTI.OOK (Iotl mal of 
Reformed Fellowship, Inc.) Dr. De Jong has written 
the following on this matter: 

"On interpreting 'day' as 'period: J. C. Leupold 
in his Exposition of Genesis, Vol. 1 ( Baker, 1950 ), 
says: 'T here ought to be no need of refuting the idea 
that yOl» (day) means period. Respectable diction
aries ... know nothing of this notion .. . .' He 
(Leupold) quotes Skinner (modernist) as saying also 
that such an interpretation '... is opposed to the 
plain sense of the passage and has no warran t in 
Hebrew usage'... . " 

My own conviction is that, regardless of what 
sciencc may say, there are incontrovertible considera
tions that make it exegetically impossible to hold that 
these were six long periods rather than six regular 
days. The late Louis Berkhof, Professor of Dogmatic 
Theology and President of Calvin Seminary, has stated 
these considera tions concisely and clearly as follows: 

"1. In its primary meaning the word yom denotes 
a natural day; and it is a good rule in exeges is not to 
depart from the primary meaning of a word unless 
this is required by the context .. . 

"2. The author of Genesis would seem to shut us 
up absolutely to the literal interpretation by adding 
in the case of every day the words 'and there was 
eveni ng and there was morning: Each one of the 
days mentioned has just one evening and morning, 
something that would hardly apply to a period of 
thousands of years. And if it should be added that 
the periods of creation were extraordinary days, each 
one consisting of one long day and one long night, 
Ihen the question naturally arises, What would be
come of all vegetation during the long, long night? 

"3. In Exodus 20:9-11 (fourth commandment) Israel 
is commanded to labor six days Rnd to rest on the 
seventh, because Jehovah made heaven and earth in 
six days and rested on the seventh day. Sound exe
gesis would seem to require that the word 'day' be 



taken in the same sense in both instances. Moreover 
the sabbath set aside for rest certainly was a literal 
day; and the presumption is that the other days were 
of the same kind. 

"4. The last three days were certainly ordinary 
days, for they were determined by the sun in the 
usual way. While we cannot be absolutely sure that 
the preceding days did not differ from them at all in 
length, it is extremely unlikely that they differed from 
them, as periods of thousands and thousands of years 
differ from ordinary days ..." (Systematic Theology, 
pp. 154, 155; Eerdmans). 

The other question ('Is this in line with our Re
formed faith?") is more difficult to answer because 
it is not clear precisely what other view our corres
pondent has in mind. I assume that the writer is not 
thinking of Darwinian or natural evolution but rather 
of so-called theistic evolution. Together with many 
others, I do not believe that the latter is in line with 
the Reformed faith even though there are also man y 
who hold that it can be. 

In view of what is coming from the Free Uni
versity of Amsterdam today (Ku itert, Lever) it is most 
interesting to take note of what another professor at 
the F ree University had to say about this matter some 
forty years ago. In his Calvinism (lful til e Philosophy 
of Nature (The Stone Lectures Delivered at Princeton 
in 1930; Eerdmans), Dr. Valentine Hepp, Professor of 
Theology at Amsterdam, had this to say about the 
capitulation of Christia n scholars to the modern phi
losophy of nature: 

"A large body of Christian scholars hoisted the 
white flag. They were afraid lest they be called un
scientific when they did not yield to the demands of 
geology and paleontology: Give us room for our 
evolu tionistic ideas. And so they began to apply thc 
thumbscrew method to the Scripture. The Scripture 
must furnish the millions which they wished to pay 
to the unbelieving science in order to keep their good 
name. Of course, they did not call it a thumbscrew 
method. No, it was called an attempt at reconcilill
tion. But they were not different from the attempts 
of those who wanted to make Christ and Belial 
agree .... 

"But those went furthest who construed a separate 
kind of exegesis for the story of creation in order to 
please unbel ief. This exegesis was not ('0 be allegorical, 
poetical, or mythological, but what it really is, they 
did not say. It amounts to this, that the hexaemeron 
of Genesis 1 does not necessarily have to be taken up 
literally. Rather, one must see in it the narration of 
six logicall y differentiated moments in the creative 
work of God, six divine ideas becoming real through 
the formation. It would not be poss ible, according Lo 
them, to determine anything from Genesis concerning 
the length of time used in the preparation of the earth. 
If science needs millions of yea rs, Genesis does not 
object .... 

"The entire pe riodistic theory which transforms 
the days of Genesis into geological periods must be 
opposed in the strength of fa ith . This theory will have 
nothing of the Scripture, thc authority of which ex
tends also over the natural sciencc.... It is absolutely 
unacceptable to the Calvinist who more than any 

other Christian keeps guard at the principle of the 
authority of the Word of God ..." (pp. 201-203, 211 ). 

Imagine that! That was the judgment of a prom
inent professor at the Free University of Amster
dam. But Lhat was forty years ago, in a bygone and a 
better day for that institution, a time when the Chris
tian Reformed Church could still send her future 
leaders there for graduate study with a confidence 
that has now tragically ceased to be. 

Advice is said to be cheap, but at times i t can also 
be worth its weight in gold; as, for example, this: 
pick up those old volumes of Berkhof, Hepp, and 
others like them Once again or for the fi rst t ime and 
really find alit what they had to say about our historic 
view of the Genesis account of creation. 

THIS AND THAT 
Under this rather nondescript head ing, This anri 

That, let me call attention brieRy to three unrelated 
matters. 

Tuition Tax Credits - With all due respect for 
those of a different opinion, I could never in good 
conscience support the efforts of those who want to 
get public funds for our Christian schools. Why? For 
one thing, beca use whoever holds the purse is bound 
to hold the power. To jeopardize the freedom of our 
Christian schools to be always and only Christian is, 
as I see it, too great a price to pay to receive govern
ment money. To me it is the old, old temptation to 
sell our birthright for a mess of pottage. 

However, right now there is a bill being cospon
sored by Representative Gerald H. Ford (U. S. Con
gressman from Michigan) that appears to have the 
promise of being acceptable. According to the news 
(I have not yet seen a copy of the bill itself ), the 
proposal is si mply this: a family with an income of 
less than $25,000 would be allowed an income tax 
credit of fift y percent of the amount of tuition paid to 
a nonpublic school. Note well, this is not a tax deduc
tion but rather a tax creeli/o For example, a family 
paying $2,000 for Christian School tuition (and there 
are tbose who are paying that much and more) would 
be given a $1,000 credit for this on their income tax 
bill. 

If th is bill is not found to be unconstitutional 
and if it is adopted, it could be a real boon to 
nonpublic schools and to the parents who carry the 
financial load. We are confident that this develop
ment is of real interest to our Canadian readers as 
well as to us in the U.S.A. As a tentative and pro
visional reaction, I would suggest that this may be 
something by which the freedom of Ollr Christian 
schools would not be placed in jeopardy, something 
by the acceptance of which no pri nciple would be 
sacrificed, and hopefully and prayerfully something 
on which we may find it possible to be united. Read
ers may wish to write their representatives in \Vash
inglon about it. 

New Forms for Ordination - An additional note 
is in order in connection with last month's editori;ll on 
"One 'Word of God' or Th ree." It was pointed ou t at 
that time that our Forms for the Ordination of those 
who hold office in tIle church are in each case very 
specific about the Old and New Testament being tile 



only W ord of God. Permit me to add belatedly that 
in the new Forms for ord i.nation the wording on this 
score, although not necessarily the intent, varies from 
that found in the forms in the Psalter Hymrwl to 
which we are accustomed. This in no wise is intended 
now to change the point the ed itorial makes about 
the historic use of the expression Word of God to 
designate the Bible, but we do wish to mention it to 
set the record straight. 

Revision of Proposed Change in NUCS Bylaws 
In last month's editorial note was also taken of the 
fact that at the annual meeting of the National Union 
of Christian Schools last August, the Board of Direc
tors proposed for adoption the following Basis Article 
for the NUCS: "The bas is of the National Union of 
Christian Schools is th e Word of God manifest in 
creation, incarnate in Jesus Christ, and inscripturated 
in the Bible as it is confessed to be God's Word in 
the Refonned creedal standards," This proposal was 
tabled for one year at that annual meeting. 

Attention was called to this as another instance of 
the increasing talk today about "the threefold Word 
of God" although it has long been a settled mat· 
ter for us that by the W ord 0/ God we mean the 
Bible. There is good reason for saying that the danger 
of confusion and uncertainty that may arise from this 
new terminology is one we positively should avoid. 

It was gratifying to learn, since writing that edi
torial, that the NUCS Executive Committee recon
sidered and has decided to propose a different word
ing for the Basis Article as follows: "The basis of the 
National Union of Christian Schools is the Scri ptures 
of the Old and ew Testaments, the infallible Word 
of Cod, as explicated in Reformed creedal standards" 
(a proposal still awaiting ratification of the fu ll Board 
of Directors). We are gratefu l for this development 
and hope to follow it fu rther with great interest. 

A "MUST" BOOK ON THE BIBLE 
The Inspiration and Authority of Scripture by 

Rene Pache (349 pp.; Moody Press, Chicago; 1969, 
$5.95) is the volume we have in mind. In seeking for 
words to commend this book, superlatives readily 
come to mind. The book is a Godsend for any time, 
and a must especially for a time like ours. 

Presumably, readers of THI;: OUTLOOK are, for the 
most part, positively intolerant of compromise con· 
cern ing the inspiration and absolute authority of 
Scripture. For we know it is precisely at this pOint 
(What do we say ahout the Bible?) that the most 
decisive and crucial battle is always fought, by the 
outcome of which the fu ture of any church is bound 
to be decided. For the ardent and militant evan
gelical, Pache's book is an indispensable weapon in 
the arsenal required in contending earnestly for the 
faith once for all deli vered. 

Or. Rene Paehe (doctor's degree in law from 
Lausanne University in Switzerland) has for the past 
twenty-Bve years been president of Emmaus Bible 
School in Lausanne. Wel1·known fo r his evangelistic 
activities in Paris, he also lectures at colleges and uni
versities throughout Europe. The author of thirteen 
works besides the one under review, Dr. Pache now 
has the distinction of seeing his writings appear in 

ten languages. The Inspiration and Authorit y of 
Scripture, translated by Helen I. Needham, professor 
of French and English at The Moody Bible Institute, 
is the fourth to appear in English. 

"One of the most signifi can t of all themes to the 
Christian," says Pache in the Preface, "is that of the 
inspiration and authority of the Bible. The truths con
cerning God, Christ and salvation are surely of su
preme importance. But how can we get to know these 
truths if it is not by means of the Scriptures them
selves? In this sense, one might say that the inspira
tion of Scripture is the fi rst dogma of all : If the Scri p
tures are truly of Cod, clothed with His authority and 
put entirely within the reach of man, all revea led 
religion has a solid foundation on which to stand. 1£, 
on the other hand, inspiration is uncertain, partial, or 
varying according to the experience and opinion of 
the reader or the preacher, everything totters" (p. 7). 

It is to this task that Pache sets himself: to show 
beyond a doubt that "the Scriptures are t ruly of God, 
clothed with His authority." And he acquits himself 
of his task so well - with a treatment of the matter 
that is lucid, comprehensive, scholarly, well·docu
mented, and always devout - that believers, whether 
highly schooled or not, can understand what they 
read, and also thank God and take courage while they 
do so. 

Pache's comprehensive and well-organized treat
ment of Scripture falls into nve parts: The Revelation, 
The YVord , Inspiration, Testimonies to the Inspiration 
of Holy Scripture, and The Authority of Scripture. 
Throughout this volume, the reader finds that Pache 
himself is saturated with the Scriphlres on which he 
writes, that he has fi rm convictions about the inspira
tion and authority of the Bible, that he is able to com
municate with enviable clarity, that he is well-abreast 
of what the moderns are saying to downgrade God's 
Word, and that he has a knack for sustaining the 
reader's interest from start to fin ish. 

Consider a cou ple of brief excerpts like the fol. 
lowing; and then, by all means, get and read the book 
for yourself: 

Inerrancy - "The autliors of the Old Testament 
speak most explicitly: 3,808 times they claim to he 
transmitting the very words of God" ( p. 121) . 

Aut hority - 'Ihis authority Iof Scriphlre] is like 
that of Jesus Christ; it proceeds from its very nature. 
It is an immediate consequence of inspiration. If God 
entirely inspired Scripture (as we have seen that He 
d id), then Scripture i.~ vested with His authority. No 
other book could either bestow or take away thai 
quali ty. The Book which repeats thousands of times 
'Thus saith the Lord I' commands reverence for its 
Au thor and obedience to Him" (pp. 304, 305). 

Discounting a trace of Arminianism (p. 18) and of 
PremilJennialism (p. 106), which are no more than in
cidental to Pache's overall purpose, his book is a gold 
mine of reliable and sorely needed information as 
well as confirmation concerning the inspiration and 
authority of the Bible as the Word of God . Indispens
able for the pastor's study, church and school libraries, 
and an excellent gift for anyone still willi ng to read 
a worthwhile book rather than succumb to the tragic 
illiteracy of our day in religious matters. 



STUDIES 

IN GENESIS I - XI 


PETER Y. DE JO NG 

(13) 

THE WAGES OF SIN IS ••• DEATH! 

Scripture: Genesis 6: 1-8 
Occasionally believers ask the question why so 

few sermons are p reached on Old Testament histor
ical material. Much use seems to be made of this 
material in teaching children the contents of Scrip
ture; little - so it is affirmed - finds its way into our 
pulpits. 

In so far as the question reflects somewhat our 
preaching situation today, it deserves attention. Espe
cially within the Refonned community there has 
always been a strong emphasis on all Scripture as 
God-breathed and therefore as "profitable fo r teach
ing, fo r rep roof, for correction, fo r instruct ion which 
is in r ighteousness: that the man of God may be 
complete, furn ished completely unto every good 
work" (II Tim. 3:16, 17). Yet large sections seem to 
be consistently omitted from the preaching roster. 

Is it, perhaps, because we have become so thor
oughly preoccu pied with the issue of "personal" salva
tion, that we fail to see God at work in history? Are 
we so problem-Oriented, allowing "felt needs" to dic
tate what we want to hear from the gospel, that the 
glory of God no longer concerns us? Or does the 
issue lie deeper? H ave we, reAecti ng on the rich 
diversity of the Bible's contents, found ourselves un
able to connect the parts with the whole, to relate 
the details to the central message of Cod in H is 
Word? These and similar questions multiply within 
\IS when we try to discover why much of the Scrip
ture remains hidden in the mists of the past. Possibly, 
for many people understanding the Bible has suffered 
a fate similar to that rehearsed in the nu rsery rhyme -

Humpty Dumpty sat on a wall; 
Humpty Dumpty hall a great fall; 

All the king's horses and all tile king's men 
Couldn't put Humpty together again. 

Also this section of Genesis fails to speak directly 
to some. H ere they fi nd , so they claim, no gospel. 
At best it may give some interesting, even necessary, 
information concerni ng the past. But it doesn't speak 
"to the heart." Yet th is reaction does great injusticc 
to the Bible as Cod's Word to and for us. Quite un
consciously, perhaps, it sets us up as judges who de
cide what is and what is not relevan t for our lives 
rather than letting the Bible judge us. Here, too, 
God is speaking His Word not only to Israel of old 
but to us in our life-situation. It is intended within 
the total context of Scripture to make us wise unto 
salvation. 

The spread of sin 
The opening phrases of this section take us quite 

far back in history. They speak of the time when 
men began to multiply on the face of the grou nd. To 

limit this to the period just before the £lood is unwar
ranted. From what litt le the Bible tells concerning 
man between the time of Adam and of Noah, there 
is cvery reason to conclude that the process which 
will be described went on for long centuries. Likely 
we will never know how densely populated the earth 
was in those times. Longevity, coupled with other 
factors , seems to warrant the conclusion that the race 
had indeed "multi plied." 

The account is both sketchy and sober. Yet all that 
men need to know ahO\lt God's dealings with the race 
in that early situation is recorded . 

Clearly ScriphlTe has indicated that the breach 
between God and man occasioned by sin is attended 
by serious consequences. In compassion and grace 
God makes known His way of deliverance. Yet not 
all men turn to God . The prophetic words spoken to 
our £i rst parents are being fulfiJIed before the eyes of 
their descendants. Two "seeds" spring up. The des
cendants of Cain live in sharp contrast to the des
cendants of Seth . The former live for the things of 
this world ; the latt cr learn something of the fear of the 
Lord. Also for a while there seems to have been a 
geographical isolation of the one group from the 
other (ef. 4:14, 16). This, however, docs not continue . 
The sons of Cod (whom we take to be the Sethites, d . 
Notcs) look upon the daughters born in the line of 
Cain and find them fair. Thus the "seed" of the godly 
begins to commingle with those who have no fear of 
God before their eyes. The passing fancy of the 
moment rather than the desire to serve the Lord in 
all things determines whom they marry. From this 
springs a moral and spiritual corruption which will 
engulf the whole race with but one exception. 

I t may seem, at fi rst glance, to be a small thing 
that young men look for the fairest among the other 
sex to become their life's partners. Yet this, as Calvin 
so aptly sta tes it, is "base ingratitude in the posterity 
of Seth . .. because they voluntarily deprived them
selves of the inestimable grace of God." No longer 
do these representatives seem to he concerned about 
the pure worship of the Lord . AU the evil into which 
the Cainites plunged themselves in their alienation 
from God, so clearly climaxed in the attitudes and 
actions of Lamech the seventh from Adam, fa il to dis
suade them. Soon the line of demarcation between 
the godly and the ungodly is effaced. 

The next verse indicates that the Lord is not in
different to this apostasy. Here He is introduced as 
speaki"ng, revealing also to us so many centuries la ter 
some of the thoughts of His heart. 

As is eviden t from the many d ifferent translations 
of this text, this is a difficult passage. To discuss all 
the possible interpretations would take too much 
space. Hence we make a few comments only. 

Clearly there is an indication that God was no pas
sive spectator to the growing departure from His 
ways. H e speaks of His spirit as actively engaged 
in [striving} working among and within mankind. 
Luther, Leupold, and several other commentators 
have translated the verb as judge, indicating that God 
held controversy with these sinners, rebuking them in 
several ways to correct and check their propensity to 
evil. Calvin acknowledges that this explanation is not 



entirely incorrect, al though he prefers to stress the 
fact that God will not contend forever with such an 
evil generation and thus prepares to cut it off. Aalders, 
and other recent commentators, urge a return to the 
Septuagint, the Vulgate, and the early Syriae versions, 
which translate the word as "abide in" or "remain." 
This would, then, bring the verb into the closest pos
sible relationship to God's determination to send the 
flood after the space of another one hundred twenty 
years. 

The next phrase presents even greater problems. 
Our t ranslation reads: for thot he also is flesh, How
ever, the marginal notes indicate that another transla 
tion is equally valid: "in their going astray they are 
flesh." For this Aalders, and with him many others, 
have chosen. Since this involves careful word study, 
we cannot present the arguments for one or the other 
here. The meaning, as is obvious, remains largely the 
same. Man, indeed, is flesh, also in that New Testa
ment sense as one who sells himself under the law of 
corruption which is death. This is his "erring" or 
"wandering" which the holy and righteous Gael will 
not tolerate forever. 

Now comes the dccision of God. Hc leavcs unto 
the human race the space of a hundred and twenty 
years. Retribution will not come at once. Nothing is 
said in this verse about the divine reason for post
ponement. Some have urged the longsufi"ering and 
patience of God, who is not willing that any should 
perish but that all should repent and come to the 
knowledge of the truth. Others would stress His special 
purposes of redeeming (delivering, saving) a people 
for H is own possession out of the cataclysm which wiII 
surely come upon the world. These two, however, 
are not mutually exclusive. Certainly the displeasure 
of the Lord is strongly emphasized. Yet in his wrath 
God also shows Himself as patient and full of com
passion even to those who turn away from Him. But 
when men deal lightly with His longsuffering, their 
judgment becomes the heavier. Also Calvin urges 
that this period is to be regarded as "a time of re
pentance to be granted to the whole world. More
over, here also the adm irable benignity of God is 
apparent, in that He , though wearied with the wicked
ness of men, yet postpones the execution of extreme 
vengeance for more than a century." 

The evidences of sin 
In brief this section of Genesis mentions the fear

ful manifestations of man's rebellion against God. It 
would seem that the sacred writer does not delight in 
dwelling long on that theme. He will allude to it 
again in the next "book" of generations (6: 11, 12) to 
supplement somewhat that which is found here. 

Seemingly without any clear connection ~ so at 
least many critical commentators urge - wc are in
troduced to the nephilim. The word is left wi thout 
translation, likely because so much divergence of 
opinion has grown up around it. The word itself 
means "giants." The most suitable explanation seems 
to be that the writer wants to call attention to the 
fact that men before the Bood were characterized not 
simply by a longevity which amazes us but also by a 
size and strength of body which far surpasses that of 

most men today. Indeed, we read at times of giallts 
in later Old Testament passages. The contrast seems 
to be, however, that before the Bood all the descend
ants of Adam were as a rule people of surprisingly 
great size and strength. 

To this is added another detail . 
Not only were there giants as a rule throughout 

those long ccnturies; also, when mixed marriages be
came the practice, the mighty men that were of old, 
the men of renown appeared. This is a special group to 
which Scripture calls brief attention. These mighty 
men are called "heroes" by some tra nslators; that is, 
men who gained reputation for their might and the 
way in which they used it. Especially in the light of 
what follows in the next section (vs. ll) the writer 
seems to indicate the use of brute force, much after 
the fashion of Lamech. Thus not the godly, whose 
number apparently dwindled rapidly and whose in
fluence diminished as mixed marriages increased, but 
the ungodly inspired by fcelings of domination, force, 
and cruelty made a name for themselves. This not 
only continued but seemed to increase in the days 
when the Sethites and Cainites mingled. Nor had the 
memory of such people in centuries long past died 
out in the time when these words were penned. When 
man refuses to live in fellowship with and according 
to the will of God, he makes himself a tyrant who 
seeks to force his will on others by every means at 
his disposal. The only guarantee of our liberties, in
dividual and social and political, is to be found in 
man's surrender to the will of the living God. Apart 
from this, his life deteriorates. 

The consequences of sin 
Correctly, so it seems to us, the following verses 

speak more directly about God's reaction to the de
velopment of sin among the hllman race during the 
period immediately preceding the flood. Here we find 
no repentance among men or return to the will of 
God. Instead, man's sin becomes ever more apparent 
and awful. 

God sees the wickedness of mall. Tn what may 
appear to be an understatement, it is defined as gre(l i. 
No details are given. But Scripture does afford an 
insight into what God recognized as the root of all 
the cruclty and violence which filled the earth in those 
days. Every imagination of the thoughts of his heart 
was only evil continually. Sin has broken out quite 
universally. No restraint is put any longer by men 
upon their inclinations. This is the innate depravity 
of mankind as it plunges itseJf more deeply into its 
apostasy which is the service of self at the expense 
of all else. Man's plans (inwginations, "thought
combinations") proceed from his own evil heart. Man 
doesn't simply commit sinful acts; he is in the depths 
of his being fu ll of sin. Among such people the holy 
God will no longer abide. From them he will with
draw His Spirit by which alone men and all things 
continue in existence. 

Some have much diITiculty with these words of 
Moses. Does God ever "repent?" Is this to be under
stood as a change of mind and hcart towards men? 
How can this be harmonized with the "immutability" 
of God who is from eternity to eternity the same? 



The Bible does, indeed, speak about God repenting 
(Exod. 32: 14; Jer. 18:7, 8; 26:3; 13, 19; Jonah 3:10; 
I Sam. 15:11. Yet it also affirms that in the sense of 
altering Himself or His purposes this is not possible 
(Numb. 23:19; I Sam. 15:29). All the discussions sur
rounding this issue befog rather than clarify the in
tentions of God in so revealing Himself in terms 
which appear to us to be plainly contradictory. It is 
indeed, "the proper divine reaction to man's sin," as 
Leupold affirms. And we cannot proceed much 
farther than did Calvin, when he wrote: "The re
pentance which is here ascribed to God does not 
properly belong to Him, but has reference to our 
understanding of Him. For since we cannot compre
hend Him as He is, it is necessary that, for our sake, 
He should, in a certain sense, transform Himself .. 
Wherefore, there is no need for us to involve our
selves in thorny and difficult questions, when it is 
obvious to what end these words of repentance and 
grief are applied ...." God seeks to teach us the 
seriousness of all sin. He thereby also confronts us 
with His goodness, holiness, and justice, from which 
there can be no escape if we continue to offend Him. 
From such He will withdraw Himself and all the 
gifts with which He has adorned them. Thus the 
passage introduces God as detennined upon the de
struction of that first world. He now reveals what to 
us seems a new course of action, no longer preservin~ 
that which He had created but rather ''blotting it out" 
from before His face. 

Will this, then, imply that the end of all things 
is upon man and the world? Has God finished with 
the human race because of its incorrigibility? Will 
the promise given to our first parents, one to which 
they clung in hope, fail? By a single statement God 
cuts off aU speculations of this kind. His purposes 
cannot be thwarted; His promises are more sure than 
the heavens above us and the earth upon which we 
walk. Suddenly the seemingly unrelieved darkness of 
this passage is illumined by gospel light. He has 
promised victory over the seed of the serpent. His 
grace will prevail. And clear evidence for this is 
presented in God's response to the one man among 
the multirudes who still walked in H is ways. In this 
man God delighted as He looked lipan the sin
stained world of those years. This man Noah found 
favor ("grace" which implies approval) with the 
Lord . In him God will in faithfu lness to His purposes 
and covenant promises bring deliverance, make a 
new beginning with the human race which by its 
deeds had so painfully grieved the divine heart, and 
open the way to the full revelation of himself in our 
Lord Jesus Christ. 

NOTES 
1 ) For a discussion on preaching the historical tC)[ts of 

Scripture, cf. E. P. Clowney: Pre(lChing and Biblical rhe
ology (Eerdmans, 1961). This subject is discussed in 
greater detail and with rich historical inSights in Sidney 
Greidanus: Sola Scriptum - Problems mul Principles in 
Preaching Historical rexts 0. H. Kok, 1970). Careful 
attention to these works will prepare the way not only for 
sounder Biblical preaching; it will help also those who are 
to teach children and young people in catechetical classes, 
Sunday Schools, Christian day schools and colleges, cn
abling tllcm to open up the Bible in its richness and ful

ness. Too many people who claim to be Refonned actually 
hold in practice to "a canon within the canon"; that is , 
satisfied with reading and understanding and seeking to 
live by parts of God's Word, chiefly the Psalms, the Gos
pels and perhaps certain select portions of Paul's Epistles. 
The rest of the Bible they set-'Jfl to dismiss as either too 
hard to understand or perhaps even irrelevant to their 
lives today. 

2) 	Once again the question arises: How long was the period 
from Adam to Noah? Reference has been made to this 
in previous notes. While we must always seek to do full 
justice to the complete tnlstworthiness of Scripture also 
in the details which it presents, we ougllt not regard the 
"historical writings" as exhaustive chronicles. The Bible 
gives "interpreted" history. It is not only selective and 
thematic; it insists that the events contain the meaning 
which God gives them and reveals to us. Hence for us 
the question of the length of time between Adam and 
Noah is, at best, a peripheral one. The Bible gives no 
clear-cut answer; it does not bind anyone to Ussher's dates. 

3) 	The correct interpretation of the phrase sons of God has 
been debated long. For a helpful discussion cE. C. F. Keil: 
Commentaries on tile Old Testament, Pentateuch, vol. I , 
pp. 127-135 incl. footnotes ( Eerdmans, 1949). Throughout 
the years three basic interpretations have been offered: 
a) that the SOM of God a re angels who associated with 

beautiful women to produce a cormpt offspring. For 
this view appeal is made to Job 1:6; 2:1; 38:7; Dan. 
3:25, with supporting evidence d rawn from such pas
sages as Jude, vss. 6, 7 and II Peter 2:4. Although ad
vocated by several of the early church fathers, it was 
repudiated by the Reformers and since that time by 
most Reformed and Lutheran commentators. Today it 
is st ill current among those critical scholars who hold 
that the Biblical writings contain mythological elements 
in one fonn or another or, at least, adopt mythological 
tenns with "remnants" of notions embraced by peoples 
other than Israel. QUite surprisingly, it is still prcscntc<l 
as the most plausible view by Fredcrick A. Filby: 
The Flood reconsidered, pp. 70-74 (ZondelVan, 1971 ). 
He recognizes the difficulties inherent in this interpreta
tion but insists: "that although the whole sub ject 
is mysterious the evidence for the 'angel' interpretat ion 
is much the stronger (Le., than that presented under 
c) and that it is not only consistent with early Hebrew 
modes of expression but provides the adequate impetus 
for that great moral decline which brought on the 
flood." 

b) 	that the roIlS of God are the sons of princes, influential 
leaders who consorted with women born and brought 
up on a lower social level. This view has become 
the traditional onc in orthodox rabbinical Jedaism. 
However, it is not warranted by the usage of the 
Hebrew language and Rnds corroboration nowhere in 
the Bible. 

c) 	that the SOIlS of God are descendants of Seth. In sup
port of this view appeal is made to Psalm 73:15; 
80:17; Hosea 1:10; etc. Almost all conservative com
mentators champion it. It alone is free from the am
biguities and speculations necessary to defend the first; 
it is not burdened with many of those difficult ies 
which champions of the first should face; namely, that 
angels including the fallcn angels have no bodies, tha t 
no mention is made of penalties inflicted upon these 
spirits for bringing such a corrupt race into existence, 
etc. ; it takes seriously the awfu l consequcnces of sin 
in the life of mankind. 

4 ) On the several possible meanings of the verb translated 
in our version: :;trive, cE. Keil, op. cit., pp. 134-136; 
Aalders: Genesis, pp. 198, 199 0. H. Kok, 1933 ); Leupold: 
Exposition uf Genesis, vol. I , pp. 254, 255 (Baker, 1950 ); 
Calvin: Commentaries on Genesis, vol. I , pp. 240-242 
(Ecrdmans, 1948). John Skinner in his Gene..\1s, Intern. 
Critical Commentary series, pp. 143-145 (Chas. Scribner's 
Sons, 1910) acknowledges that he doesn't know what to 
make of this verse: 

"A complete exegesis of these words is impossible, 



owing first to the obscuri ty of certain leading expres
sions (see the footnote), And second to the want of 
explicit connexion with what precedes. The record 
evidently has undergone some serious mutilat ion." 

Evidence for the "evident ly" he fails to muster. He dOC$, 
however, chO();Se for the view that the text refers to un
natural all iances between angels and women. 

5 ) 	 In this outline we have said nothing about the phrase : 
my $pirit . Does this refer explici tly to the Holy Spiri t as 
third person of the Trinity? Could Moses have under
stood it in this sense? Or are we to understand it as A 
reference to the gcneral in-working of Cod upon men's 
minds and hearts , io the sense that all men have an in
eradicable awareness of divine presence and power? Or 
is the reference simply to the everywhere present power by 
which Cod upholds all things and which He now will 
withdraw, so that man's breath ( life, spirit ) will be takcn 
away at the time of the Hood ? This also reminds us that 
how we translate the main verb in the phrase - whether 
as illdge, strive, contend or as abide, remain in - is signif
icant. All kinds of questions concerning Cod's dealings with 
mankind, especially with respect to his spiritual and moral 
responsibility despite the ravages of sin, are involved. 
Also here Scripmre will h.we to be interpreted by Scrip
ture. Only those who hold firmly to the uni ty of the 
Bible will be able to employ th is principle fruitfully. Then 
without doing any violence to the intent (and operation ) 
of the Holy Spirit we may find more in this brief passage 
than Moses and the first readers (hearers) of Genesis saw 
and understood. 

6 ) 	A!; to the reference to n In.m{/red (lnd twenty years little 
need be added. It is incorrect to apply this, as some h.we 
done, to a reduction in the life-span of individual men. 
This does not fi t the context. Moreover, it would be con
tradicted by the fact that even long after the Hood many 
people exceedtld this limit. The reference is clearly to the 
period in which God postpones the execut ion of his deci
sion to dc.~troy that first world. 

7 ) 	TIle nephilim, as already noted in the outline, have per
plexed many. Luther translated the word as "tyrants," 
which in the light of other verses in this chapter need not 
be regarded as incorrect. The word itself allows for, 
witholLt necessarily requi ring, such a translation. It seems 
more plausible to this writer, however, to rej:tard the 
phrase as a general description of men before the Hood. 
Not all those of such great size and strength need to be 
regarded as such tyrants, "geweldhebbers," as the Dutch 
might state it. Also in sin there is a dynnmic, a "develop
ment" from bad to WONle. This brief account seems to 
teaeh that, apart from the restraiuing andlor converting 
grace of God, man makes life on earth intolerable for 
himself and for others. 

8 ) What about those "heroes," those men 01 rmown? Ap
parently the sacred writer a~ well as his first readers 
(hearers) had recollections of them, passed on in t radition 
through many generations. There is nothing strange abQut 
the view that Noah and his sons in tllm told their de
scendants not only about tile Hood and Cod's goodness in 
making a way of c.~ape for them but also about that first 
world which had heen de.~troyed . This may well account, 
a t least in part, for the {net that among lnany tribes and 
peoples to OlL r own day tales arc told about their 
"legendary" ancestors. Not all these are to be despise<! as 
figments of the imagination even though the fnet s may be 
completely distorted by fancies superimposed in the telling. 

QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION 
I _ How should we re.'lct, when some part of the Bible 

doesn't seem to have any message or meaning for us? 
2 - Can you olTer any practie:l l slIj:tgestions for j:tetting be

lievers more full y acquainted with the contents of the 
Bihlei' How would you respond to those who insist that 
all we need to know is Jesus Christ as o"r personal 
Savior? 

3 - Wh:lt does thc Bible describe as a "mixed marriager If 
such are forbidden, what should and can the church do 
officially? Mention some dangers inherent in these mar
riages. 

4 -	 Is there anything wrong with looking for beauty, attrac
tiveness in a woman before engaging oneself in marriage? 
Does the Bible anywhere disapprove of this? 

5 -	 In how far was anything known about Cod as triune in 
the days of Moses? Give evidence from the books com
nl()nly ascribed to him. How essential is this doctrine 
unto salvation for us today? 

6 -	 How does the Holy Spirit work in and among unbelievers? 
Cite and explain a few te.'(ts in support of )'OIlr an.~wer. 

7 -	 How did Christ describe the days of Noahi' ( Luke 17:26, 
27). Arc we living in sueh times today? 

8 -	 How would you explain the phrase : it repented Jehoooll? 
9 -	 What significance does the Bible allaeh to man's heart? 

Is it more important than mind or will? 
10 - What do you understand by man's lotal depravity? Give 

some Biblical proof. Does the Bible also teach that men 
and nations can go from "bad to worse"? Would you say 
that men arc worse todny than some centuries ago? 


11 - Why did Cod p1.LT)lOSe to destroy also the animals? Does 

Romans 8:19-22 shed some light on this questioni' 


(14) 

GO~'S PREPARATIONS FOR A 
NEW WORLD 

Scripture: Genesis 6:9-22 

Here we make a beginning with the third section 
or "book" of the generations into which Genesis is 
d ivided. 

Usually we think of th is as the story of the flood. 
This seems to be the outstanding event which is 

recorded . That it had tremendous significance for the 
history of mankind is apparent already from the 
record. The larger part of three chapters is devoted 
to it by the ancient writer. Even more, this event is 
mentioned repeatedly throughout the rest of the Bible. 
Also, nearly every tribe and nation seems to have 
some "recollection'" of such a catastrophe which long 
ago engulfed the world. 

Yet the details of the flood - important and in
teresting as they may be - are subordinate to the 
one great theme which runs like a redemptive thread 
throughout the fabric of God's Word. The flood is 
real; Noah and his descendants are real; but their 
reali ty is set withi n the framework of the sweet and 
saving message of Cod's faithfulness to his purposes 
of salvation. It is the strange story of how God works 
to reclaim the creation for H imself. He engages to 
bring about ruin in order to renew. In His wrath 
against sin he not only remembers mercy, for mercy is 
never an afterthought with God . Yet the preservation 
of a people for His own possession requires, in ac· 
cordance with the very character of God Himself, 
the judicial exile from before his face of all those 
who persist in turning away from him. In this way 
God makes Himself known to the sons of men also in 
our generation, in order that they may learn to fear 
before Him in humble repen tance, faith, and obe
dience. No ma tter how the majority of mankind may 
rebel against I-lim, He will bring His new world into 
bcing for those who tm st in Him. 

Remembering this as the grand theme of the 
Bible, we begin to understand better why so fre
quently the deluge in the days of Noah is cited as a 



earth was filled with violence. Only Noah stood out 
as one who had respect unto the Lord. 

By the announcement of God's judgment 
The second step in Cod's preparation for ful6l1inp: 

His purposes in the destruction of the old world and 
the appearance of the new is His self-revelation to 
Noah. 

Immediately our thoughts turn to the words of 
the prophet Amos, spoken centuries later: "Surely the 
Lord Jehovah will do nothing, except he reveal his 
secret unto his servants the prophets" (Amos 3:7). In 
this way Cod maintains His claims upon mankind. 
The flood which is surely to come will not descend 
unexpectedly upon the wicked multitude. Indeed, men 
will not expect it. But this lack of expectancy is to 
be traced entirely to their own refusal to listen to 
the Word of Cod. Hence the blame rests completely 
upon man . That Noah discharged his prophetic 
calling among the people of those days is attested 
to by other passages in Scripture. Although his entire 
life was a solemn and crystal-clear protest against the 
corrupt ways in which his contemporaries walked, he 
would now in word and deed testify to the impending 
doom of mankind. 

In a brief but striking message Cod addresses the 
man who found favo r in his eyes. 

Cod speaks unequivocally about the erul of all 
flesh. He will destroy the world which He has made. 
The language is strong. an echo of what was recorded 
in verse 7. The earth ~ the created order which Cod 
had brought into being and preserved throughout 
all the centuries despite man's sinfulness ~ will be 
destroyed. At this time nothing specific is mentioned 
about the manner of this judgment. It will become 
apparent from the means of escape from this destruc
tion which God appoints for Noah, his family, and 
some of the creatures. Especially the violence (brute 
force with its accompanying cruelty and disrespect 
for common human needs and rights) is singled out 
as the reason for Cod's displeasure. Such a world 
Cod cannot and will not allow to perpetuate itself 
any longer. 

In the obedience to Cod's command 
Now ~ strange as it may seem at first - Cod wills 

to make use of Noah for the preservation of himself, 
his family, and some of all the creatures of earth. 
Here we find an "echo" of man as Cod's image-bearer 
and vicegerent on earth. There is a responsibility for 
the world and its future which Cod is pleased to lay 
upon Noah. This is the high privilege accorded to 
one who had learned to walk with his Cod. He be
comes in a very real sense God's "partner. " Indeed, 
the two parties are in no sense equal. All that Noah 
must do proceeds from Cod who makes the man of 
His choice acquainted with the strange happen
ings which are to come and gives him the desire and 
ability to respond in faith -obedience. But this must 
not be stressed at the expense of the dignity and 
beauty with which Cod adorns those who hear and 
believe His Word. They respond, and their response 
is always meaningful, significant, delightful to the 
heart of God. 

Noah is commandcd to build an ark, a ship of a 
special sort. The material to be used is described as 
gaphBT wood. No one knows for sure what kind of 
wood this was. In this ship he must fashion rooms, 
cabins or "nests" as accommodations for himself, his 
family, the birds and cattle and creeping things which 
Cod wills to spare. It must Hkewise be made sea
worthy by a liberal use of pitch both within and 
without. Even the precise dimensions are prescribed 
by Cod. A light is to be made to a cubit . .. upward, 
as well as a door. The structure is to have three 
stories, levels or decks apparently. 

Frequently this kind of ship has been ridiculed by 
the critics. lndeed, tbey acknowledge that among the 
heathen with their mythologies similar accounts con
cerning a ship or a raft have been preserved. But 
usually they dismiss the whole accoun t as the fancy 
of a primitive people who had some vague remem
brance of strange happenings in a dim and distant 
past. And though the details seem to the Bible
believing reader quite clear and consistent, most of 
the critics would agree with Skinner. "The details 
here are very confused and mostly obscure." We, 
indeed. may find ourselves quite unable from this 
brief sketch to reproduce a ship precisely as that 
which was to carry Noah safely through the waters. 
But enough is recorded by the writer, under the 
Spirit's guidance, to remind us of the gracious care 
of the Lord for the man of his choice. We read, there
fore at the end of the chapter, Thus did Noah; ac
cording to aU that God commanded him. $0 did he. 
This is the faith-in-action which pleases the Lord. 

With the promise of Cod's presence 
Most important of all in this section is what fol

lows after an announcement of details concerning the 
ark. 

Now God makes plain to his servant-son who had 
lea rned to walk with Him what will come to pass. In 
solemn language God announces that He will bring 
a fWad of walers upon the earth. Only in this passage 
and in Psalm 29: 10 is this word flood used. Already 
this should alert us that, at least in the mind of the 
Biblical writers and thus hopefully in the minds of 
all who take Scripture seriollsly, this flood was of a 
unique kind both in its coming and scope as well as 
in its intended purpose. To equate it with a purely 
local flood begs the question why the word is reserved 
almost exclUSively for this event. 

To this is added a most precious and pertinent 
promise for believing Noah. Cod announces: I will 
establish my covenant with thee. Here for the first 
time the word covenant is used in the Bible. Tt desig
nates a unique and binding relationship between two 
parties, in which specific responsibilities are assigned 
to each. Only Cod can and does establish it. There 
is no bargaining with Cod or by Cod. He manifests 
Himself as sovereign also and especially in his work 
of gracious redemption. Yet He treats man as His 
partner and friend. To him he gives solemn pledges. 

But which is this covenant that Cod will establish? 
Most commentators simply assume that this has a 

future reference, namely, to the time after the flood. 
But why, then, would Cod announce it at this crucial 



time in the life of Noah? It is much more natural to 
understand that the covenant which God announces 
is being made with Noah as he faithfully labors to 
build the ark, prepares himself and his family aD~ 
the animals to enter therein, and thereupon ventures 
to leave the future in the hands of the Lord during 
the delu ge. God pledges His gracious presence as 
He calls Noah to labor in an obedient response to His 
will unto the preservation and redemption of His 
people. 

And that God's covenantal mercies are as wide 
as His creation, wherein He delights, is evident from 
what follows. God rejoices in all the works of His 
hands. He has bound Himself in faithfulness to the 
world which He has created. Indeed, a purge must 
sweep clean for a season the earth which man ha.~ 
fi lled with violence. Yet God's tender mercies have 
not departed utterly. Also of every living thing of aU 
flesh a "remnant" must be preserved. Thus mention 
is made explicitly of three general groups of animals 
as well as of the food needful to sustain so many for 
so long. 

How gracious God was i.n confinning His blessing 
upon Noah should stir us to adoration. 

Cod indeed knows the needs of His children, 
especially when they arc commanded by Him to reo 
main faithful to His Word in the face of great difficul · 
ties and dangers. 

Let us not forget that the men of earth were fill ed 
with corruption and violence of all sorts. None seemed 
in any sense willing to respond humbly to the an· 
nouncement of impending doom. '¥hen, then, this 
man of Cod sets forth to prepare a way of escape and 
for years works persistently at this, every blow of ax 
and hammer was an accusation levelled against their 
impenitence. How often they must have ridiculed 
him and, when this failed, attacked him with their 
reproaches. Without doubt the very size of the ark 
and the difficulty of fulfilling all the details which the 
Lord commanded must at times have disturbed Noah. 
Nor cou ld it have been an attractive prospect for a 
man of like passions with us to bid farewell to the 
world, in which he had been born and with which he 
was acquainted, and enter into a ship with his family 
and the animals. 

All that Noah had was the pledged presence or the 
Lord. But for this man such was sufficient. 

No wonder, therefore, that the Holy Spirit at a 
much later date singles him out as one of the great 
"heroes" of faith . While the names and circumstances 
or so many of the men of renown (vs. 4) have since 
the time of Moses long passed away, the name of 
Noah is remembered with awe and thankfulness to 
God by believers. In him, as Peter so eloquently 
testifies, God was already pointing forward to and 
preparing the way for that seed in whom his world 
would be saved, even our Lord Jesus Christ. 

NOTES 
1 ) This section begins with the title; T/lCre (Ire the generations 

of Noah. Our attention is therefore to be focussed on him 
rather than on the flood itself. Leupold is not incorrect, 
when he writes: "This is not the story of the Flood. 11 is 
Noah's story Everything has to do with Noah. 
No one can deny that such a treatment of the subject 

matter is perfectly permissible." Exposition of Gene.rl.t, 
vol. I, p. 263 (Baker, 1950). However, he also quotes Keil 
approvingly, who mentions that the last section of this 
"book" is "an account or Cod's covenant with Noah as 
the lather of the new race." 

Admitting this we must conclude - and surely Leupold 
and Keil would not deny this - that the story is above all 
lhat which declares God's faithfulness to His purposes for 
tIle salvation of the world. This is the emphasis especially 
of s. G. De CraaE: Verbol1dsgefChiedel1is in two volumes 
0 . H. Kok, 1952) and other Rdonned writers. Too often 
this approach is neglected, when the story is told to children 
and discussed with young people. 

2) 	It is not at once apparent to the casual reader why in 
verse 10 Noah is again mentioned as the father of three 
sons. Too quickly we conclude that this is simply a repeti· 
tion. The critic urges that such repetitions are evidence 
for the presence of several sources skilfully interwoven 
into one story by some anonymous redactor. In 5:32 this 
mention is intended to bring the line of Seth up-to-date. 
Here the purpose - because we nrc in a new St.,etion of the 
book -would seem to be somewhat different. If the Holy 
Spirit, as we believe, superintended the writing of Scrip. 
ture to the very words selected, then we may also helieve 
that the account would not include any "idle" repetition. 
Are we reading too much into this verse in the light of its 
setting, when we conclude that again the Bible seeks to 
make clear that the "godly life" does not exist and develop 
in isolation from the activities, cares, and concerns of daily 
life? To beget sons and daughters is for the believer an 
important and blessed privilege in the service or the cov· 
enant God. 

3) The various Biblical words for sin are as instructive for 
our understandinJl: of man and his life as they are in
teresting. Some of tht: richness found in the Hebrew tenns 
seems at times to be I(')st or at least obscured in our 
translations. R. B. Girdlestone; SYl1Of1Y1l1$ of the Old 
Testament (Eerdmans, 1948) has this to say : 

"The pictorial power of the Hebrew language is 
seldom exhibited more clearly than in connection with 
the various aspects of evil. Every word is a piece of 
philosophy; nay, it is a revelation .. :. p. 76. 

Perhaps a few examples will be helpful to those un
acquainted with the Hebrew language. The following 
list is greatly simplified: 

cll6tha - missing the mark, failure, coming short; im· 
plying blameworthiness 

'aoah - wrong, in the sense of being bent, crooked 
'amal - sin as a burden, toil, travail; sometimes trans· 

lated as grievousness, perverseness, iniquity 
'(lool - absence of integrity, a departure from that 

which is righteous and just 
' aOOf - transgression; crossing over the boundary into 

that which is forbidden 
ra' - evil, wickedness in the sense of breaking up or 

ntining; thus sin as calamity, distress, hurt , ad· 
versity. Jt stresses the injury done also to another. 
At times it is translated "bad," at other times as 
"wicked." It is the breach of hannony. 

1XJ.Sha' - revolt, rebellion 
rMha' ~ generall y rendered as "wicked," it denotes 

activity, tossing, confusion 
ma'al - treachery, unfaithfulness, breach of trust CSI). 

in the case of those in authority 
avera - vanity, a course of conduct which proves in 

the end to be unprofitable 
as/16m - sin as guilt, offence (on the precise implica. 

tions of this word scholars are not agreed) 
4 ) The word 	ark seems to be of Egyptian derivation, used 

to designate a ehest-like ship by which grain and other 
materials were trnnsported. It was not intended for speed: 
rather, it simply floated. G. F. Wright comments that no 
pilot was intended for Noah's ship. "It must have been 
left to lIoat as a derelict upon the waters. For that its 
fonn and dimensions were perfect." He appeals to the 
comments of the celebrated navigator, Sir Walter Raleigh. 
In 1609-1621 a DutchmAn, Pieter Janson, built a vessel 
with similar proportions to demonstrate its seaworthincss 



as well as its capacity to contain all that the Bible insists 
it held . To quote Wright again: 

"Calculations show that the stmcturc described 
contained a space of about 3.soo,000 cubic feet. and 
that after storing food cnough to support several thou
sand pairs of animals, of the average size, on an ocean 
voyage of a year. there would remain more than 50 
cubic fect of space for each pair." InternatiOnal Stand
ard Bible Encyclopedia, vol. I, p. 246. 

5) 	On gopher WOOf'i , ef. lnternotional Standard Bible En
cyclopedia, vol. II , p. 1279. The word is unknown in the 
Hebrew or in any allied langllage. Lagarde connects it 
with the word for "bri mstonc" or "pitch." Thus it may 
well have been some kind of resinous wood like .pine, 
cedar, or cypress. Argumentation for the last choice has 
boon quite frequent. Mastcrson supports the idea that the 
word is relnted to the Arabic kufa, a name given to boats 
mnde of interwoven willow branches and palm leaves, 
liberally coated with bitumen within and without. SUd1 
ships nrc still fO\lOd on the cnnals and rivers of ~"esopo
tamia today. 

6) anyone interested in the details of the ark 's constnlcHon 
may consult Keil : Commentaries 071 the O.T.: Pentateuch, 
vol. I, pp. 142, 143; Le\,pold, 01). cit., pp. 269·273; or 
Aalders: Genesis 0 . H. Kok, 1933), pp. 205-209. 

All kinds of questions, of course, spring up in Ollr 
minds. How co\lld animals and birds and creeping things 
of so many kinds live among each otller for so long? \Vhnt 
about provisions for light and water (on the light, window 
or opening, there has been great discussion)? And what 
about their eating and breeding habits? Some have sug
gested that with the lack of physical exercise, this need 
was reduced. Others think in terms of some kind of 
hibernation occaskmed by the tossing on the waters and 
the lack of sunlight. Still others appeal to the fact that 
most animals arc very shrewd about aclapting themselves 
to the available food. 

QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION 
1 - Outline carefully the contents of this third book of gen-

era liON found in Genesis. Why does the title use the 
name of Noah? In what sense is he important in the 
story of salvation? 

2 - Often attempts have been mRde to allegorize the ark; for 
e.~amp le, the ship itself as Christ's body, the chun;:h; 
the door as bnptism; etc. Luther calls this "hnrmless" but 
"not so very skilful." What is your opinion? 

3 - Is Noah n type of Christ? If so, in what sense and why? 
Can you provide any Biblical evidence for this? Is it 
proper to try to find Christ on every page of the Old 
Testament? What is the difference between allegory 
and type? 

4 - How are faith and works connected in the believer's life? 
Was Noah saved by his works; because of his works? 
What does it Illcan that he was perfect? 

5 - Which contributions are made to our spiritual !tfe and 
growth by having children? Is this a covenantal obliga
tion for us today, also in view of the overpopulation 
scare? What do you understand by such a covenantal 
response? What perspectives will it give to Christian 
husbands and wives in distinction from those held by 
unbelievers? 

6- Discuss the Old Testament words for .nn. What should 
we learn from them? 

7 - Is all rioting (molence) wrong? AIe all revolutions against 
an entrellched government wrong? What about over
throwing an unjust government? How about the Amer
ican war for independence? 

8 - How long do you think it took Noah to build the a rk? 
Did it take the entire 120 years? Cive Biblical evidence 
for your answer, if possible. 

9- Why do verses 1-8 use the name Jehovah (LORD ) nnd 
the rest of the chnpter the name God? The critics insist 
this is evidence for the "composite" character of this 
aceount; thnt is, several writers whose work was com
bined and edited later. 

iO - Discuss the Biblical meaning of covenant. When did God 
establish this with Noah? 

"Twice In A Lifetime" 
JOHN J. VANDER PLOEG 

The small sign on the rather austere desk held my 
eyes each time our interview lagged. F or some reason 
it seemed as though the meaning should have been 
obvious - yet an explanation was needed. Seated be
hind the desk was Mr. Enaab, public information 
officer for UNWRA, the United Nations Works and 
Relief Agency. 

We had come a long way to reach Mr. Enaab and 
his people here in Amman, the capital of the Hashe
mite Kingdom of Jordan. He and most of his staH 
at Amman were part of the problem we had come to 
face. As Palestinian refugees they were part of the 
problem and now were working as part of the solu
tion. 

"Twice in a Lifetime" turned out to be no Madison 
Avenue slogan, hut a simple statement of fact. The 
fact being that many of the refugees we had come to 
meet have been refugees since 1948 when the country 
of Israel was officially born. Some 750,000 Arabs were 
forced to leave what was called Palestine to fi nd new 
homes in other countries, including Jordan, Lebanon, 
Syria, and Egypt. Again in 1967, during the Six·Day 
war, these same refugees, along with perhaps 750,000 
more, were fo rced to move out of the areas annexed 
by Israel. 

Louis Van Ess, executive director of the Christian 
Reformed World Relief Committee, and I had come 
to the Middle East to determine whether CRWRC 
might in some way be of help to 1,500,000 Palestinian 
refugees. We had come at the request of our own 
Back to God Hour, which has a daily broadcast 
beamed into the area. Rev. Bassam M. Madany, 
Arabic broadcaster, has had many contacts with Chris
tians in this part of the world and felt the needs of the 
people warranted a Christian approach to the prob
lem. In addition, the UN has expressed the hope that 
CRWHC could become involved in some way. As a 
result. our board, through its long range planning 
committee, decided that an on-the-scene inspection 
was necessary. 

We received our initial briefing from the UNWRA 
staH in Beirut, Lebanon. 

In a two day session, they were able to give us a 
broad background, including the history of the prob· 
lem, the religious and political nature of the area, and 
a general review of programs presently under way. 
The staH of UNWRA served as gracious hosts in a 
sub-tropical setting. Beirut was obviously a beautiful 
and comfortable place to begin what appeared to be 
a most pleasant journey. However, the atmosphere 
changed rapidly l 

We expected to fly from Beirut to Amman, a nor
mal flight of 200 miles and about 30 minutes duration. 
We were told to be at the airport three hours prior to 
flight time. Upon our arrival at the airport, we were 
taken by truck to an isolated building near the end 

John J. Vander Ploeg, llUSinessman (HId member of Grace 
Church in. Knlamawo, Michigan is president of the Christian 
Reformed World Relief CommiJlee. 



of the main runway for "inspection." Men and women 
were placed in separate rooms. "Ve were then 
searched, one at a time, in front of the other pas
sengers. The search included a very complete personal 
fri sk and a check of every item in our luggage, in
cluding even the toothpaste. After everyone had been 
checkcd, we wcre loaded on trueks again and taken 
to the plane, now waiting on the runway. The Jor
danian officials have a great fear of potential hijackers 
and bombers. 

We were loaded aboard the plane under guard 
and were told that the flight wou ld last some five 
hours and cover about 2500 miles. This was due to 
the fact that Jordan had been denied the use of air
space over both Israel and Syria, necessitating a trip 
south over Egypt and then north over Saudi Arahia 
and finally into the hack door of Jordan. 

Our stay in Jordan bore no resemblance to our 
time in Lebanon. Life in this small country for both 
citizens and visitors is lived under the watchful eyes 
of the army. Soldiers occupy evcry street corner, and 
roadblocks are commonplace. Searches are routine. 
The country is geared for war, whenever it comes. 

Our host, Mr. Enaab, barely concealed his bitter
ness as he showed us the country and its problem.~. 
As a refugee, he has knowledge of the problems, both 
past and present, firsthand. He explained that the 
creation of Israel in 1948 by the UN and the subse
quent fighting between Israel and her neighbors had 
resulted in }srael an nexing an additional 2500 squa re 
miles. This was in addition to that land already given 
by the world body. As a result, hundreds of thousands 
of refugees fled for their lives. In 1956, new fighting 
broke out when Israel invaded the Sinai desert. The 
rcsulting cease-nre was maintained by a peace-keep
ing force until May 1967. In June of that year the 
fierce fighting between Israel and the Arab allies 
ended in six days, but not before another 750,00;) 
Arabs had left the West Bank area of Jordan ahead of 
the invading Israelis. 

Since that time, UNWRA has had the responsibil 
ity of keeping the refugees alive until a political solu
tion can be found. This has included the providing 
of shelter, food rations, medical assistance, and educa
tion facilities. No attempt is made to settle the polit

ical problem. Their responsibility is to provide custo
dial care until someone decides who will occupy 
Palestine. 

We visited a number of camps in Jordan and were 
impressed by the work being donc. Much more, how
ever, remains to be done. Some refugees are be
ginning to make a new life outside the camps in towns 
near the Jordan River. The people hope to leave the 
camps and begin life again in agricultural commu
nities like Karameh, located just a few miles from the 
spot where Christ was baptized. For the people to 
return to this village which they occupied before it 
was destroyed in the 1967 fighting, they will need to 
rebuild their houses, their school, and the medical 
clinic. Since UNWRA is not pcnnitted to spend 
money for that kind of project, some other agency 
will have to step in and ass ist Karameh and its people. 

We left Jordan by way of the Allenby Bridge 
which is the only border crossing between Jordan and 
Israel. We had to walk across under the eyes of 
soldiers on either end of the bridge. Machine guns 
from both armies were leveled at our heads. The 
hatred between the two sides becomes visible here at 
the "no man's land." 

Om visit to Israel began with another search and 
interrogation by the Israeli army. They made no at
tempt to welcome us, perhaps because we had been 
to the Arab side first . We were able to visit with 
several other voluntary agencies representing various 
denominations. Each has its own approach to the 
problems. 

There is no doubt that the problems have both a 
political and religiolls significance. It cannot be de
nied that there is great human and spiritual need. 
The question we need to face is what responsibili ty 
the Christian Reformed Church has. Our denomina
tion has had an evangelical outreach in our radio 
broadcast there for some years. It would seem to fol
low that we also have a responsibi lity to minister to 
the physical needs of these people. Whether and how 
that need can be met will be the task of the CRWRC 
board and eventually the Synod of our church. \¥hat 
an opportunity to witncss for Christ in a land where 
Christianity had its beginning here on earth. May 
Cod grant wisdom and direction! 

In the Pillettine ' efugee caml» in Ammlln, Jotdln, many familiet hllve A damll9ed clals,oom in New Ammln Refugee Cllmp in hs' Jo,dln 
been left hornelen u life goel on .mid the 'uins. l it e ' the fighting in Septemb<!,. 1970. 



ENCOURAGEMENT 
It is with praise, and thanks to our 

Tfiune God, that we feel impelled to 
acknowledge an act of God's grace in 
that you were moved to write on s\lch a 
very timely and pertinent subject so edi
fying to the church we love. What clear 
evidence that "God is not dcad," but 
very much alive, and that He is working! 

We wish to include the excellent 
writers who contribute to THE OUTLOOK 
with timely articles, and thus furthcr 
enhance the value of Otlr publication. 
Many of these men a re no doubt quite a 
b it younger than we, but we question, 
how widely can one ·define the tenn, 
·'fathers in Israel"? So the matter of age 
per se is not important. 

Due to the awesome contents of said 
editorial, we feci it to be a must, that 
each and every member of all consistories 
in the entire church group receive a re
print of this article for their personal 
study and evaluation. We know that 
some toes will be stepped on, bilt an 
old saying still applies, "If the shoe 6ts, 
wear it." What needs to be said, must 
be said, and shame on us, if we allow 
11 Spiri t 611ed article such as this, to be 
read by a comparative few. May God 
bless you . . and grant you 11callh, and 
strength, to continue for a long time, I 
hope, to lead His children. May He 
bless all elders, deacons, and in p..1.rtic
Illar, His faithful servants, who preach 
His Word without fear or favor, and ac
cording to the meaning of His Holy 
Spirit. Then indeed His church will grow 
and prosper. 

PETEH SLUIS 
Orland Park, 1Il. 

WHY NOT CREATION? E{lited hy 
\V. E. Lammers. The Presbyterian and 
Reformed Publishing Co. Price $1.50. 
Reviewed by Sidney J . Jansma, Sr. 

This book consists of Selected Articles 
from the Creation Research Society 
Quarterly ( 1964 to 1968 ) and represents 
the thinking of a significant group of 
scientists who reject the theory of evolu
tion because it is not supported by the 
facts of nature. It asks why there is sucll 
a persistent rejection of creation as the 
origin of the universe when the evolu
tionary theory has fallen into a thousand 
pieces. 

These articles om the gauntlet from 
the concept of creation versus evolution 
through mdio-active dating, geological 
evidence, paleontology, genetics, bio
chemistry, botany, zoology and finally 
social considerations. Since the point of 
departure of all these articles is the ac
ceptance of the historicity and inerrancy 
of Scripture, those in our chnrch com
munity who tamper with the first eleven 
chapters or the first three chapters of 
Genesis should not read this book. It 
could blitz them from their methologieal 
podium and pulpit, and thi~ would be a 
terrible blow to their ego. On the other 
hand, since a closed mind stagnates and 
becomes unproductive, it is just to such 
people this book is addresSing itself. 

What is disturbing is the naive accep
tance by confessing Christians of false 
ideas when obliviolls to their inhelent 
dangcrs. \Vhile tllese articles are written 
by scient ists for scientists, any layman 
interested in solidifying his thinking 
about nature's secrets would do well to 
pcrusc its pages, which give a wcalth of 
information. To begin with, there is the 
question, are laws of nature cllanging? 
Docs God play cat-and-mouse games 
with \LS? What are the questions and 
what is the evidence? Have evolutionary 
systcms of sociology withstood the test 
uf time? Is there an answer to eosmos
origination? Or is there, as the astronomer 
Kuiper (Mt. Palomar Observatory) be
lieves, no scientific solution to the be
ginning. What was created ex nillilo? 
Was it plasma, ylem, or atom which 
God then used to make the cosmos? 

The articles on paleontology have pic
tures of human footprints in which are 
imhedded some trilobite fo.~sils . Trilobite 
fossils are in the Cambrian formation and 
assumed to be six-hundred mill ion years 

old. Thus, either thc Cambrian fonna
tions arc young or man has been on this 
earth six-hundred million years. There 
are no fossil remains below the Cam
brian. An articlc on genetics poses the 
question of life from inorganic to organic. 
The next article shows that man could 
have devolutionized. as his tribe spread 
from Mesopotamia the center of civiliza
tion, after the flood, to the far comcrs 
of the earth. 

Mention is made of tIle DNA problem 
in the article on biochemistry, and the 
attcmpts to create life in the laboratory. 
From here the investigation touches the 
general theory of evolution, or macro 
evolution; that is, from the amoeba to 
mankind. This dwells on the difficulty 
of not only the cause of evolution, but 
also on the actual processes involved. 
TIle last article on social considerations 
asks the question: why are there so few 
modcrn thinkers who care to examine 
their own Jives, and why arc so many 
thinking men their own priests and their 
own professors of ethics as well? Ex
perience is regarded as the only source of 
knowledge, and a new doctrine of nature 
nudges man on tile way of godllood. 
Whittaker Chambers states that it was 
not Communism but the \Vestern elite 
who had rejected their religiOUS roots of 
civilization that have made political solu
tions impossible. 11lis book is for min
isters, educators, and laymen who are 
concerned. 

In conclusion, I would say that also in 
our church community the systematic re
jection of our religiolLs roots forebodes 
no good. We may well ask, how can a 
minister who, after having signed the 
"Form of Subscription," serve communion 
when convinced that the flesh and blood 
of Jesus the Christ evolved from the 
Bnlte-Beast? 

APOSTOLIC HISTORY AND THE 
GOSPEL. Biblical and His torical Essays 
for F. F. Bruce on his 60th birthday. 
Edited by Prof. W. Ward Gasque 
(Regent College, Vancouver) and p rof . 
Ralph P. Martin (Fuller Seminary, Pasa
dena) . Published hy Wm. B. Eerdmans, 
Grand Rapids, j\·lich. 1970, 378 pages, 
$1.95. Reviewed by Dr. Renze O. Dc 
Groot, pastor of the Christian Refonned 
Church of Coopersville, Mich. 

This book is published as a "Fest
serift" to mark the respect in which 
Dr. F. F. Bruce, world-renowned New 
Testamcnt scholar, is hcld. Professor 
Bruce is Rylands Professor of Biblical 
Criticism and Exegesis at the University 
of Manchester, England. Those who 
wrote these Essays arc linked with Dr. 
Bmce hy ties of scholarly interest and 
Christian labors. Professor Bastiaan Van 
Elderen is one of thc contributors to this 
book in honor of F. F. Bruce. Hc, Viln 
Elderen, count~ it a great pleasure to 
participate and honor this "stellar ex
ample of Christian scholarship, genuine 
devotiun aILd loyal stewardship." About 
five hundred people are listed in the 
forepart of this book as offcring con
gratulations to the eminent professor and 
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scholar. I was not able to find any names 
there of members of the Calvin Sem
inary faculty. Especially Brucc's Com
mentaries on Acts, Homans, and Hebrews 
are worthy. 

Contributors to this book of essays are 
mainly from Colleges and Seminaries in 
England. Scotland, the United States, and 
one each from Cennany, Swit<.terland, 
Belgium, Ireland, New Zealand, Rnd Aus
tralia. There are twenty-four Essays, 
none of which is over twenty pages in 
length. Their content concerns the His
tory, Archeology, and Exegesis of the 
New Testament writings, touching on 
matters developed in the prolific writings 
of Dr. BOIce. 

The oll tstanding nod comprehensive 
commentary all Acts by Professor Bruce 
(which has had several re-edi tions both 
in England and America, also a JapaneSl.1 
edit ion) is the springboard for nine 
Essays in Part I of the book under re
view. Another twelve Essays deal with 
Bruce's presentation of the Apostle Paul 

and his New Tcstament Epistles. The 
final three Essays end with one on The 
Modern Missionary Movement in the 
light of the explosive effect of reading 
deeply; Romans chapter I verse 18, and 
reaching the conclusion that Missions are 
for men who are ungodly, and under 
the wrath of Cod. 

Note this paragraph by A. F. Walls 
( p. 356), powerftl Jly setting forth the 
humbling framework of all mission and 
preaching as the.~e pertain to all men 
everywhere: 

"Systems (wod d religions) have slipped 
into the place of (and substitute for ) 
ungodly men, in the interpretation of 
Romans 1. (So too) Christianity (as sys
tem ) has slipped into the place of the 
righteousness of Cod. The true 'system' 
is thus opposed to false systems ( though 
Christianity has been fonnally identified 
with other lnbels covering as wide a 
range of phenomena as most of them 
( the pagan systems) . If the principali ties 
and powers work within human systems, 

they can, and do work with this one 
( Christ ianity ) too. Man - in - Christian
ity lies under the wrath of God (Rom. 
I: 18 ) just as much and for tIle same 
reaSOIlS, as man-in-Hinduism. It was the 
realization of this which saved the ear
liest generations of Modem Missionaries 
from the worst sort of paternalism. Man 
was vile everywhere, not only in Ceylon! 
The Christian preacher had the same 
message of repentance and faith for the 
non-Christian world (of the heathen) as 
he had been preaching in the Christian 
world (of the Cbristians): for it was not 
Christ ianity that saves, but Christ." 

This sampling of dealing with the 
challenges of the new Testament for our 
modem world, characterizes these nu
merous Essays of the volume, with a wide 
solid consistency throughout. Bruce, the 
scholar of New Testament, studies pre
eminent ly and has certainly stimulated 
e.lcellent studies from these contributors, 
lending the book a wide range of schol
arship in the conservative tradition. 

WHILE MEN 

SLEPT 


CORNELIUS J . VAN SCHOUWEN 

In connection with the parable of "The Sower" 
Christ uttered another parable in which He said: "The 
Kingdom of heaven is likened unto a man that sowed 
good seed in his fi eld : but while men slept, his enemy 
came and sowed tares among the wheat, and went 
away. But when the blade sprang up and brought 
forth fruit, then appeared the tares also" (Matt. 13:24
26). 

Tares are said to be quite like wheat until the 
heads show and then there is a plain dilJerencc. Side 
by side with the sowers of the good seed, the COlmte r
working of the enemy goes on. Every truth has it s 
counterfeit. Both the wheat and the tares go through 
a process of growth, and the difference between the 
wheat and tares often does not become apparent until 
the tares are fully grown. Sin cannot always be de
tected in its initial stages. Many times it can only be 
di scerned in its results. 

Mystery of lawlessness al work - Paul says in II 
Thessalonians 2:7, "For the mystery of lawlessness 
doth already work." Satan sows his seeds in the fi elds 
of God's Kingdom at night; that is, secretly, deceit-

RCl'. Cornelius J. V(III Schouwen (emeritus) of Sioux Centet", 
1011:0, taught Bibk at Dordt College from. 1954 until his retire
ment in 1968. 

fully, mysteriollsly, and deceptively in bringing the 
whole world under his control. 

Sin gradually penetrates every sphere of life, in 
ever widening circles, through a process of secret and 
mysterious growth. Satan desires nothing less than to 
bring every form of government, every school, every 
church, every institution, and every organization un
der his controL He is able to accomplish his nefarious 
purposes because he masquerades in the name of edu
cation, religion, culture, science, social welfare; and 
in the name of the good, the true, and the beautiful. 
Through these means, Satan has been able to make 
himself so attractive, so alluring, so necessary and 
important in the minds of many, that large masses not 
only follow him but even defend his program against 
all opposition. Thus the mystery of iniquity doth al 
ready work. 

\Vhen Satan has churches, governments, institu
tions, and organizations, as instruments to promote his 
kingdom, a tremendous force of evil has been set in 
motion. When we consider that almost every denom
ination is permea ted with liberalism, it seems that 
the great apostasy of which the Bible speaks, has 
made a powerful beginning. The mystery of lawless
ness is already at work. 

Asleep at the posl - This very sad state of affairs 
has come about simply because vast numbers of 



church members were asleep at the post. "Wh ile men 
slept" can be written over the gravestones of many 
nations that have succumbed to the total tyranny of 
Communism. 

While Boards of Education sleep, educators of 
many schools, colleges, and universities, are allOwed 
to teach evolution, agnosticism, Freudianism, atheism, 
and many other isms, undermining the faith and the 
morality of American youth. 

While Samson was sleeping on the knees of De
lilah, he lost the seven locks of his consecration and 
"knew not that Jehovah had departed from him." 

While the bridegroom tarried, the five foolish 
virgins fell asleep, and when they sought entrance in
to the marriage feast, the door was shut. 

The Church of Laoclicea was sound asleep, think
ing it was rich and in need of nothi ng, when actually 
it was wretched, poor, blind, and naked. "While men 
sleep" tells the story of the downfall of many denomi
nations. 

Auburn Affirmation - "But while men slept, his 
enemy came and sowed tares among the wheat and 
went away." Way back in 1924, thirteen hundred 
ministers of the Presbyterian Church signed a docu
ment known as the Auburn Affirmation. This docu
ment states that the inspiration of the Bible, the 
Virgin Birth, the vicarious atonement, the resurrection 
and the miracles of the Bible were not essential to 
the system of doctrine contained in the confessional 
standards of the Church. 

Concerning this document, Rev. R. B. Kuiper 
wrote: "If thi rteen percent of the ministers in a 
Church sign a heretical document, that is serious 
enough. But if the other eighty-seven percent rise in 
opposition and seek to persuade their erring col
leagues to retract ~ faili ng in this take steps to 
depose them, the Church will be saved. However, if 
heresy is tolerated it will eat as doeth a gangrene 
and the Church is appointed to perish." But the 
people of this Church were asleep and nothing was 
done about it. 

Social Gospe l - The Christian Cynosure of Novem
ber 1971 states: «It is significant that the Department 
of Evangelism of the United Presbyterian Church 
regards Social Action as Evangelism." To equate 
social action with evangelism is heresy number one, 
which has corrupted almost every denomination 
throughout the land. 

There is no greater destructive force working in 
the churches today than the preaching of the social 
gospel. And with the emphasis on social activity, as 
we find it in many churches, Satan is sowing the tares 
of infidelity in the name of Christianity. "But while 
men slept, his enemy came and sowed tares among 
the wheat and went his way." 

Th e alternati ve - The only prevention against fall
ing away from the truth is continual progress. The 
alternative to advance is retrogression. As soon as 
growth ceases, disintegration commences. There must 
either be continual advance or there will be certain 
decay and corruption. Truth which is not growing 
becomes fossilized. 

nominations whose creeds are the most orthodox and 
yet utterly useless because the creeds are accepted 
and then shelved. The alternative to growth is apos
tasy. Apostasy may be very real and yet deceptive. 
We grow in the knowledge of Christ and His redemp
tion by penetrating more deeply into the truths we 
have learned long ago. This is the best antidote for 
apostasy. 

Arousing the laity - "But while men slept, his 
enemy came and sowed tares among the wheat and 
went his way." Considering the many problems facing 
our Church today, Neo-orthodoxy, Pentecostalism, the 
new henneneutics, and the social gospel, it is of ut
most importance that our laity become aware of the 
many dangers that threaten the Church. 

In Hosea 4:6, we read: "My people are destroyed 
for lack of knowledge: because thou hast rejected 
knowledge, I will also reject thee, that thou shalt be 
no priest to me: seeing tholl hast forgotten the law 
of thy Cod, I also will forget thy children." The 
prophet Isaiah wrote: "Therefore my people are gone 
into captivity for lack of knowledge; and their honor
able men are famished, and their multitude are 
parched with thirst." Paul writes to the Ephesians: 
"Awake, thou that sleepest, and arise from the dead, 
and Christ shall shine upon thee" (5:15). 

A proposa l - The purpose of this article is to 
present a modest proposal to counteract the heter
odoxy facing the Church. I was happy to be informed 
that on May 5, 1971, a group of men from various 
parts of Ontario assembled and organized an affiliate 
of the Reformed Fell owship. These people were 
drawn together out of a commonly felt need to speak 
out clearly concerning the many spirits and move
ments faCing the churches and their members today. 
They believed that a clear expression of the Reformed 
Faith is essen tial to preserve the precious heritage of 
the Church. We were also delighted that a similar 
group, constituting members of both the Sioux Center 
Christian Reformed Churches, organized a Reformed 
Fellowship affiliate, during the month of December, 
1971. 

I would propose to every Christian Reformed com
munity to organize such a Reformed Fe llowship group 
to give the laIty an opportunity to become acquainted 
with the enemies that are sowing tares, and to renew 
their knowledge and enthusiasm fo r the rich heritage 
of the Reformed Faith. Our hope for survival lies in 
an informed laity, which can operate as a regenerated 
leaven in the midst of the Church. 

With the blessings of the Lord, such organizations 
could develop into a mighty movement within the 
Church unto the preservation of the Christian faith. 
Such meeting need not be primarily polemical, but 
rather informative. The Bible says, What can the 
righteous do if the foundations be destroyed? The 
foundations can be reinforced, when large numbers of 
our constituency renew their dedication in searching 
the Scriptures. We need a revival ~ a revival in love 
for our Refonned heritage. May it never be written 
on the tombstone of our denomination : "While me n 
slept an elJemy came and sowed tares among the 
wlwal» 



WHEN CITIES AND CHURCHES 
FIRST MET IN AMERICA 

AMERICA'S 
FIRST URBAN 
CRISIS (2) 

ROGER S. GREENWAY 

Reo. Roger S, G1'eenwoy herewith wesents the 
second in a series of articles on "When Cities 
and Churches First Met in America." Rev. 
Greenway, missionary /,0 Mexico, is presently 
on leave of absellce for stuely at the South
western Baptist Theological Seminary ifl Fort 
\Vorth, Texas. 

Immigration, Slums, and La bor Unrest Produce 
Political , Moral, and Religious Anxiety - One very ir
ritating feature for Protestants was the remarkable 
expansion of the Roman Catholic Church in the city. 
Not only did the Catholic Ch urch succeed in shep
herding the waves of the new urban migrants from 
Ireland and southern Europe, it also moved Ollt effec
tively among the uncommitted masses, showing sym
pathy with their plight. 

By identifying with the laboring class and its 
struggles for a better life, the Roman Catholic Church 
established itself as the religion of the American city, 
and this was a development which many Protestants 
deeply feared. The immigrant, Catholic, urban masses 
were viewed with open suspicion, as though they 
were the advance agen ts of the Papacy and a th reat 
to America's security. Gradually it came to be felt 
that if something was not done to curb the trend and 
eradicate the "putrefying sores" of the city, the future 
of the nation might be imperilled . Urban mission 
work therefore, if there was to be any at all, had to 
save America from Catholicism as much as slum 
dwellers from their sins ( May, Pmtestant Churches 
and Induslrinl America, pp. 112-116). 

Social and political as well as religious apprehen
sions were aroused b y the new urban situation. The 
poverty, ignorance, and unsanitary habits of many of 
the new imm igrants from southern and eastern Eur
ope were shocking to old line Americans. 

It might be debated whether the immigrants were 
herded into the slums and forced to live under those 
conditions, or whether they themselves created the 
slums by their own life style. But the slums became 
their homes and they constituted a severe social 
hazard to American cities. If they were to adequately 
meet the needs and quell the fears , urban missions 
would have to approach the city poor with more than 
one single solution as the panacea for all the prob
lems. 

Political and moral tensions - Something of the 
political and moral tensions that were mounting be
tween Protestants and Catholics is described by Hud 
son as follows: 

\ Vhile mutual animosities fostered mutual es
strangement, Protestant uneasiness had its 
basic rootagc in apprehensions concerning the 
changes that a continuing massive Roman Cath
olic immigration might introduce into American 
society. The existing social order, which em
bodied in so many ways thc ideals and moral
ities of evangelical Protestantism, seemed to 
many thoughtful people to be in danger of being 
completely subver ted. The most obvious, if 
perhaps the most superficia l, threat was the chal
lenge to two of the most conspicuolls folk moral
ities of American Protestantism - Sabbath ob
servance and temperance. The "Continental 
Sunday" of the immigrant groups both scandal
ized and spread consternation in the Protestan t 
camp. And Protestants, long schooled in the 
evils of strong drink, noted with dismay that 
these new Americam were bringing "Their grog 
shops like the frogs of Egypt upon us." ( Hudson, 
op. cit., p. 243.) 

The older Protestants resented the very presence of 
the urban masses, the religion they represented, and 
the social conditions which they seemed to create. 
Moreover, political power in the cities was shifting 
from the native horn to the foreign born, many of 
whom were obviously unschooled in American poli t
ical idealism. Public relief funds, scanty as they 
were, demanded increasing tax money to help the 
poor. And in the cen ter of it all, the agonizing p light 
of the urban slum dwellers brought pangs of con
science to many hearts. As one New York almshouse 
commissioner exclaimed sadly: 

Many of them had fa r better been cast into the 
deep sea, than linger in the pangs of hunger, 
sickness, and pain, to draw their last agonizing 
breath in the streets of New York. ( The Catholic 
Church in a Changing America, pp. 29-30, cited 
by H udson, op. cit., p. 239.) 

Protestantism's embarrassing silence - The seeming 
irrelevance of orthodox Protestantism to the economic 
questions of the period was another source of irrita
tion and estrangement. ttere the Roman Catholic 
Church showed itself much more identified with the 
laboring man and his interests than the Protestant 
churches proved to be. ' '''hen Wickman says of Eng
land that the moralistic mood of the churches not 
only created a deep division between the working 
classes and the churches but also led the churches to 
overtly attack the laboring man's cu lture and objec
tives, the same could be applicd to America in this 
period. (E. R. Wickham, Church and People, p. 198.) 

During the 1880's, industrial conflict grew and 
strikes broke out as the number of wage earners nearly 
doubled during the decade but their econom ic posi
tion improved hardly at alL 

As compared with the employers who controlled 
the new industry, the workers actually retro
gressed. Machinery and corporate organization 
utilizing immigrant labor made American capi
talists, in the words of a New York merchant, 
as independent of American workingmen "as 



the imported slaves made Roman patricians 
independent of Roman laborers." By combining 
in pools and trusts, the masters of capital suc
ceeded not only in suppressing cutthroat com
petition but also in imposing exorbitantly h igh 
prices upon the consuming public and slashing 
wagecuts upon their employees. (Abell, op. cit., 
p. 58.) 

American Protestantism on the whole had very little 
to say. The sight of "huge capital alongside huge 
m isery, of over-production on the one side and 
starvation on the other" found orthodox Protestants 
embarrassingly silent. (Wickham, op. cit., p. 201. ) As 
America shifted ominously toward division between 
prosperous native-born employers and impoverished 
immigrant employees, Protestant Churches found 
themselves on the side of the fo rmer and tragicall y 
alienated from the latter. The percentage of wage
earners attending Protestant Churches slipped rapid ly, 
and the image which was created" pu t Protestantism 
on the side of the poor's oppressors. 

"Chu rchianity" re jected - American Protestantism 
was charged with many things during the closing 
decades of the nineteenth century, most stinging of 
which was its failure to practice true New Testament 
religion. Most working men rejected "c1mrchianity," 
says Abell, which they considered to be another word 
for a pious fraud and pretense. But they p rofessed 
belief in Christ ianity. 

Characteristic of this atti tude was the New York 
rally of workmen in the early eighties which in 
the same brea th hissed the churches and cheered 
the mention of Christ's name. A committee of 
the Congregational Churches in Massachusetts 
found that, in most cases, the wage earner voiced 
allegiance to the Great Galilean along with 
hatred of the church which in his opinion had 
betrayed Hi m. If the churches "would be faith
ful to Jesus," he said, "no alienation would exist." 
(Abell, 01'. cit., pp. 64-65.) 

Taken as a whole, th is made the role of Protestant 
Churches exceedingly difficult. Even those whose 
members ind ividually were not involved in labor
management disputes were lumped together in a class 
which was considered "defil ed." The urban mission 
of Protestantism from the very begi nning had inheren t 
obstacles to overcome which were as much social 
and ethnic as religious. 

The scope of these articles forb ids us to enter in 
more detail into the writings of men like Washington 
Gladden and the growing insistence that Protestant
ism had moral obligation in the area of labor and 
capi tal. That would require more space than we 
can give it here. Let it suffice to say that orth<xlox 
Protestantism's perenninl embarrassment in the city 
hns been caused to a great extent by its fail ure to 
iden tify with the needs and aspirations of the laboring 
classes . Exceptions ca n be cited and much improve
ment has been made, but the general pattern is un
deniable. And th is has made every stage of its urban 
outreach a largely up-hill fi gh t. 

Fear and Faith Produce a New Urban Protesta ntism 
- As American Protestan tism began to mobilize at 
the end of the Civil War for its 6rst attempts at urban 
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First there were the needs of the urban masses 
and the broad, humanitarian desire to relieve their 
suffering. This issued in governmental and other non
religious relief agencies aimed at relieving the suHer
ing of the poor. 

Second, there was no small amount of fear among 
midd le-class Americans that this urban situation was 
getting out of hand . Catholics were getting too nu 
merous. They "got off the ship on Monday and voted 
on Tuesday." Catholic im migrant politicians, identify
ing as they did so well with the needs and hopes of 
the urban workers, were taking over city govern· 
ments. As one writer put it, "The function of the 
Irishman is to administer the aHairs of the American 
city" ( c. Vann Woodward, 'jhe Urban Society," in 
The National Experience, p. 471 ). As time went by 
labor unrest and union movements were growing 
stronger and they threatened the entire economic 
system of the nation. 

Third, there was throughout the country a genuine 
Christian concern to reach these people for Christ's 
sakc. This was the all-important motive which com
pelled Christian workers to identify with the poor, 
live among them, and lift their burdens in a way 
which humanitarianism alone could never accomplish . 

A b rief word should be added concerning the ele
ment of fea r for the political consequences of urban 
slums, because it took a peculiar twist. At fi rst the 
fear which exis ted that the mban masses might 
threaten American democracy served as a motivation 
for inquiry as to how to relieve the masses' distress. 
Later on, however, suspicion based on fear for polit
ical stabili ty was directed against those who were 
doing most to help the poor. They were charged with 
being socialists, communists, and anarchists. It was 
analogous to the kind of thinking which occurred a 
century later when the threat of Communism was 
used on the one hand to promote foreign missions 
and on the other hand was hurled in a denunciatory 
way against any kind of mission work which dared 
go beyond saving souls. Fear had it both ways. 

Bad as things seemed for P rotestantism in the 
cities, there were those nonetheless who at the close 
of the Civil War joined together in p roposing some 
solutions. Associat ions of various kinds were formed , 
the most fru itful of which was the American Chris
tian Commission, inspired by James Erwin Yeatman 
of St. Louis (1818-1901). The Gndings and contribu
tion which this Commission made will be taken up 
in the next article. These efforts deserve special at
tention for they marked the turning point in the 
attitude and approach of American Protestantism to 
the u rban cris is. Yeatman saw that before anything 
of major importance could be done, a thorough study 
had to be made as to the actual conditions in Amer
ican cities, this infonnation had to be conveyed to 
American Christians, arousing them to think through 
the issues and stimulating them to action, and speci fic 
programs of action had to be devised to solve the 
problems which industrialization created. Only a 
composite strategy such as this could alter the neg
ative stance of Protestantism over against the chal
lem:::e of the city. 



WHERE IS LEVER 

HEADED? 


(2) 

Following is a continuatiorl. of Dr. Aaldert 
Mennega's evaluation of the book, WHERE 
ARE WE H EADED?, by Dr. Jan Lever, Professor 
of Zoology at the Free University at Amster
dam (Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing Co., 
Grand Rapids, Mich., 59 pp.> $1.65, 1970). Dr. 
Mennega is Chairman of and Associate PrO
fessor ill the Department of Biology at DarcIt 
CoUege, SiOttx Center, Iowa. The third and 
final installment of his evaluation is scheduled 
to appear next month. 

Lever's wrong problematics - A good example of 
Lever's wrong problematics is afforded us in the third 
chapter where he speaks about the question of the 
shape of the earth. As background to the problem, 
the author posits that OUf forefathers got their ideas 
about the shape of the earth as «notions and ideas 
from the Bible," and that "the naive picture of the 
writers of the Bible is simply wrong" (p . 19). 

Now it should be remembered that neither our 
forefathers nor the Bible writers were giving a scien
tific account of their theoretic activities or investiga
tions. Both were speaking in terms of their expe
riencing life integrally, and spoke of the earth as 
having four corners, just as we today speak of the 
fou r di rections of the wind , and as we speak of the 
rising of the sun or of the sunset. ,.ye may marvel at 
a gorgeous sunset, but wou ld never express this as a 
concentration of certain segments of the light spec
trum at the p lace at which the sun's rays become in
creasingly more tangential. We simply do not ex
perience a sunset in that way. 

Similarly, the Bible writers were not giving their 
then-current scientirlc view, but also expressed them
selves. just as we do today, in terms of how they 
experienced the earth, sun, moon, wind, and so forth . 
If we look at the Bible as giving us a correct view 
of the scientific status of those days, we arc super
imposing an idea on the Bible which is foreign to it. 
And of course we would have to d.iscard that kind 
of picture of reality, except that this is only a straw 
man and therefore we need not bother to knock it 
down. 

Now it is very well possible that our forefathers, 
or eve n the Dible writers, thought that the earth was 
flat instead of round. But the scicntific incorrectness 
of our forefathers' view of the shape of the earth does 
not warrant our rejection of their enti re picture of 
reali ty and their so-called "notions and ideas from the 
Bible," because they were rooted in Cod's revelation 
in His Word. Although we may be able to augment 
and alter some of the details which go into this pic
ture, the picture itself must in essence always remain 
the same. 

Age of the earth - That the earth is round is a 
notion which is accepted almost universally. And it 
is easy to establish that the roundness of the earth is 
a scientifically veriflable fact . It can empirically be 
demonstrated by anyone who wishes to do so. The 
problem with Lever's presentation is that he makes it 
appear as though the age of the earth, and phylogeny 
(the evolution of one group of organisms into a 
"higher" group) are empirically demonstrable facts, 
just like the roundness of the earth . 

This, however, is not at all the case. The age of 
the earth is a highly debatable and debated subject, 
and the stand one takes depends completely on which 
facts one chooses to align in which perspective. and 
on which assumptions one is willing to make. For any 
scientist to assert unequivocally that the earth is so 
many years old, is being unscientific. All one can say 
is that, given yOllT basic convictions, and if your as
sumptions are right, then the earth could be so many 
years old. The currently posited age of the earth 
sim pl y is not a scientific fact but is a particular inter
pretation of particul ar selected facts from a particular 
perspective. 

Secondly, the supposed phylogeny which Lever 
wou ld have us accept as a scientific fact is nothing 
more than a corollary of the doctrine of evolut ion. Tn 
all my years of zoologic studies I have never dis
covered any trace of a phylogeny, presumably be
cause the phylogeny never occurred . What T did 
find was a conviction on the part of many unbelieving 
scientis ts that phylogeny must have occurred. But 
logical necessity is no compelling fac tor if the prcm
ises are not certa in. The biological phenomena can 
be very well explained from a creationist perspective, 
and there is absolutely no reason why anyone should 
feel compelled to accept the evolutionary presupposi
tions. 

A question of basic commitments - The author al
so cites death before the Fall as a reason for re jecting 
the earlier pictures of reality, hut this topic falls in a 
category which is not subject to investigation, for we 
can not go back and duplicate conditions before the 
Fall. And the topic of the constancy of species is also 
a debatable one, for the created kinds are still, today, 
d ynam ically constant (not static); the Genesis kinds 
have been incorrectly equated with modern day con
cepts of species; and the very defi nition of the term 
species is not at all agreed on today by the scientists 
themselves. 

\"'hen Lever, therefore, draws the conclusion that 
"in all honesty, then, we simply have to posit a new 
picture of reality to replace the old one of our fore
fathe rs" (p. 22), I feel that he comes to that conchl
sion because of his wrong problema tics. Should he 
acknowledge a much closer relationship of one's p ic
ture of reality with one's world-and-life view, and 
wi th one's basic religious commitments, he would be 
less likely to reject the entire picture of reali ty of the 
forefathers, and wou ld also be more cautious about 
accepting the picture of reali ty which the unbeli ever 
has been forccd to accept. 

And it certainly is not a matter of honesty or 
dishonesty when one accepts a certain picture of re



ality, but it is a matter of being consistent with one's 
basic commitments. And if some Christian scientists 
cannot accept the current mechanistic view of reali ty, 
then it is only because they arc aware of the incon
sistencies which acceptance of that view would imply 
for them. 

lever's faith in science - '~hen the author states 
that Genesis is "a confessional document" which 
"does not ~ i ve us any scientific, historical, astronom
ical, or biological information" (p. 23), he is right in 
the sense that Scripture is not a textbook of science, 
but incorrect in that Scripture does speak correctly 
about many historical and biological events, within 
the covenan t-redemption perspective. But Lever's 
assertion that matters such as "the exact way the crea
tion of the world took place ... belong[sl to the 
domain of science" (p. 23) is simply a confession of 
faith in science. This presupposes a mechanistic 
view of reali ty, and a confidence that one can go back 
in time and investigate the creative acts of God, on 
the assumption that Cod must have used only "nat
ural" forces to call all things into being. From a biblica l 
point of view th is is completely untenable . Neither is 
this good science. 

Furthermore, it is only because of his wrong 
problematics that Lever can hold that "Christian and 
non-Christian alike can a nd indeed must have the 
same time-contingent picture of reality even though 
their ruspective world-and-life views, and thus their 
faiths, may vary greatly" (1'. 23). Only by denying 
that your faith and your world-and-life vi ews directly 
determine what your picture of reality can and must 
be can one say that everyone must share the same 
picture of rea lity. Now I think that Lever would limit 
those th ings which would be part of every person's 
picture of reali ty to those things which are estahlished 
scicntific facts, and up to that point I would agree. 
But he goes on to include a number of things within 
the category of facts which are not at all facts bu t 
extrapolations, interpretations, and deductions, which 
Christians and non-Christians cannot share. 

A big If - In the last paragraph of the third chap
ter Lever says: 

If on the basis of sufficient evidence, one were 
to conclude that his pictu re of reality must in
clude the idea that man is the product of an 
evolutionary process, then a possible though not 
necessary proposition of a non-Christian life
and-world view might he that man was an ac
cidental product in the evolu ti onary process and 
that conceivably he migh t not have come into 
existence at all. Conversely, a Christi an will 
posi t, following Genesis 1, that man is the focal 
point of evolution. This idea governs the Chris
tian's perspecti ve on all that relates to the origin 
and development of this earthly reality and gives 
it a dist inctive coloration. 

This if is indeed a h ig IF, for even today there is not 
enough evidence to come to such a conclusion. And 

Teilhard de Chardin should say this, I would J1ave 
expected it, but for any Reformed scholar this should 
be unacceptable. 

In chapter four the author speaks of Paradise, and 
again takes as his starting point that the picture of 
reality of Scripture is wrong. Again Genesis is de
nounced as merely a "confession about Cod," rather 
than rcvelation from Cod. And Lever assures the 
rcader that jf one will only accept his new view then 
the message of Genesis "can now be experienced in 
faith without the old tension between science and 
the Bible" (p. 25), not realizing at all that you do not 
need any new view to be free from such a hypothet
ical tension. The tension is not at all between 
science and the Bible, but between the Christian in
terpretation and the non-Christian interpretation of 
the natural phenomena. The conAict is between the 
view of reality and of life as portrayed by Scripture, 
and the mechanistic, so-ca lled scientific view of reality 
which vainly attempts to pose a valid alternative to 
the Scriptural position. 

lever on Paradise - , Vi th this starting point it is 
not surprising that what the author has to say about 
Paradise is very disappointing. On the basis of ques
tionable exegesis, which docs not take into account 
the sound Heformed position of, for example, Schel
haas, Lever rejects a "double creation account" (an
other straw man; not really a problem in Reformed 
circles) but also denies the Fall , and the garden of 
Eden, as being historical, and cannot accept the 
Gene~i.~ account of Creation a.~ having literally hap
pened. H ere he again asserts that he wants to speak 
as a biologist, but, again, hc is simply making a con
fession of what he believes. 

As an alternative Lever presents to us what he 
calls his 

newer insights into the creation story, and the 
rest of the Bible, including the New Testament 
[which will] free liS from ma ny pseudo-problems 
and 'pseudo-solutions, from endless and fruit less 
diSCllssions that only waste time, and in general 
from an atmosphere of dissatisfaction and suspi
cion. By removing: the obstacles caused by our 
shortsightedness, these ncw insigh ts once again 
open the way for all to see the far-reaching sig
niflcance of the biblical message fOf the world 
of today and tomorrow (p. 29). 

This new gospel is nothing but an empty promise, 
a wishful thinking, a confldence, or faith, in Lever's 
new insights. 'Ve have, as Christians, been short
sighted in many instances, and will be again in the 
future, but our faith in the trustworthiness of Cod's 
,"Vord has not been the obstacle to progress, under
.~tand ing, or reaching out. Cod's Word , indeed , has 
been the only factor which has kept us from straying 
completely away from Him, and from driving our
selves to utter ruin. 

•
THE BIBLE AS THE WORD OF GOD 
PETER DE JONGthe posited "Christian" position is nothing .~hOl"t of 

A conference of more than ordinary interest, baffling; that man should be the "focal point of evolu
especially in this time of much discussion about the tion" is merely a compromise position and is as far 

from a d istinctively Reformed, Christian position as Row. Peter De Jong is paslor of ,lie Cll ristion Reformed 
any. Is that really all there is to the antithesis? If Church 01 Dutton, Michigan. 



Bible, took place at Trinity Christian College in 
Palos Heights, l lHnois on January 21 and 22, 1972. 

Dr. Paul Schrotenbocr, Secretary of the Reformed 
Ecumenical Synod, and Professor Norman Shepherd 
(Westminster Theological Seminary, Philadelphia. 
Pa. ) in their writings in the Internutional Reformed 
Bulletins of Jan uary-April, 1968 and July, 1969 had 
revealed somewhat differing viewpoints regarding the 
Bible. Now they were each asked to present a paper 
on the subject, "The Bible a~ the Word of God." Their 
papers were followed by a panel discussion in which 
Dr. Edwin Roels of Trinity was chairman, and in 
which Dr. Simon Kistcmaker of the Reformed The
ological Seminary at Jackson, Mississippi, Dr. Fred 
Klooster of Calvin Theological Seminary at Crand 
Rapids, Dr. George Knight of Covenant Theological 
Seminary at St. Louis, and Dr. James Olthuis of the 
Institute for Christian Studies at Toronto participated. 

Dr. Schrotenboer in the 1968 article had expressed 
the idea that "Scripture is only one form of the Word 
of God, only one link in a living chain of revelation, 
the middle connecting link." He had characterized 
it as "both indispensuble and subordinate." Beside the 
Bible there are other "forms" of God's Word. 

Dr. Shepherd, who read the first paper at this 
meeting, presented a careful study of Scripture pas
sages showing that although God's speech is mentioned 
in connection with creation, "there appears to be no 
place in Scripture where the expression word of God 
or something like it is used for the creation." W ith a 
view to the Bible's own use of thc exprcssion, "the 
church virtually limits its application of Word of God 
to the word revelation of the gospel, especially as 
the gospel is embodied in the Scriptures of the Old 
and New Testaments." In view of recent efforts in 
theology which would "divorce the ,.yord of God 
from the words of Scripture" we must insist that "the 
Bible must be directly identified with the Word of 
God." Although there are rare places in Scripture 
which refer to Jesus Christ as "the Word," the com
mon usage of the Bible is to speak of the Bible as 
the Word of Cod. It is the witness of the Father, 
Son, and Holy Spirit to the Son. 

Similarly, while the Bible as the Word of Cod 
must be proclaimed and believed, that proclamation 
and faith are not themselves the Word of Cod. 

Dr. Schrotenboer in his paper, in con trast with the 
previous one, maintained that there is a "multiformity 
of the Word" of Cod. "Cod reveals himself not only 
(1) in the Scriptures; but also (2) in the creation, 
preservation and government of the universe, (3) in 
Jesus Christ, and (4) in the Gospel proclamation." 
Schrotenboer observed that it "has been a definite 
mistake in the orthodox view of the Bible that it 
tended to see the Bible in isolation, separated largely 
from the Word in creation and the word of preach
ing." "Jesus Christ is preeminently the Word of God." 
Although the Bible "is a human ar tifact," "the Chris
tian claims that this artifact is the Word of God fo r 
in it God speaks to him ." Although the Scriptures 
themselves claim that what Scripture says, Cod says, 
"The Scripturcs are also the way in which man spt:aks 
to God. I t is a credit to man's recent insight that it 
is now more generally acknowledged that the Bible 

is in large part the confession of the early church of 
God concerning its faith in God ." 

Dr. Schrotenboer also expressed his "considered 
opinion" that this is "also true of the first ten chapters 
of Genesis ." He added: "That this part of Scripture 
is peculiarly confessional in character does not pre
clude its also being historical!" He explained the 
objections to "the term <,.yard of God in creation' " as 
stemming "from the failure to see that revelation is 
primarily act and only secondarily, in a derivative 
sense, the deposit of the act." He observed also: "that 
Cospel proclamation is revelation, Word of Cod, has 
not received general recognition," as he feels it should. 
The speaker did not like to speak of "propositional 
revelation" in the Bible feeling that it revealed a 
rationalistic failure to realize that the Bib le is directed 
at man's heart. And he insisted that "revelation, in 
whatever form it occurs, is process ." It "by nature is 
never static, not even in book form ." He maintained 
that we ought "to speak of Scripture, not as objective 
truth nor as subjective opinion, but as the written 
Law Word of God's Power." 

In the panel discussion which followed, Dr. Kiste
maker pointed out that in the Bible the expression 
"Word of God" is never used of creation, as it is of 
Scripture and of Jesus Christ. Dr. Klooster, after 
warning against exaggcrating the differences between 
the views expressed, and making a few critical com
ments on Dr. Shepherd's presentation, stressed the 
need for clearing up the ambiguities in the view that 
there are a number of "forms" of the "Vord of God as 
it was presented by Dr. Schrotenboer. 

Dr. Knight pointed out that the viewpoint of Dr. 
Schrotenboer's lecture showed a philosophical and 
rationalistic rather than Biblical direction, stressing 
the human where the Bible stresses the divine side 
of Scripture, wanting to speak only of "d ynamic" 
revelation whereas the Bible stresses that it is also a 
"tradition," "pattern," "writings," etc., lIsing "static" 
as well as "dynamic" terms. 

Finally Dr. Olthuis objected to Dr. Shepherd's 
presentation as reflecting a non-Reformed, nature
grace philosophical dualism. In response to the latter 
objection Dr. Shepherd observed that what appeared 
in the viewpoint expressed by Dr. Schrotenbocr and 
Dr. Olthuis was a ''kind of scholasticism in which , not 
Aristotle, but a later philosopher (Dooyeweerdl) is 
calling the shots in our interpretation." 

'What became increasingly apparent at the con
ference was that two views of the Bible were under 
discllssion, one seeking to be led by the Scriptures 
themselves and stressing their unique character as the 
Word of God; and the other, with its multiple 
"forms" of the Word of Cod, tend ing to downgrade 
the Bible and, accordingly, more open to and in
fl uenced by men's changing views of creation, in
dividual experience, and philosophical hobbies. This 
latter view, which is being advanced by some leaders 
and literature of the Association for the Advancement 
of Christian Scholarship, it seems to me, is diverting 
that movement in a direction opposite to its own 
expressed objective of promoting "scripturally di
rected higher learning," a direction against which the 
Scriptures repeatedly warn us. 
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We recall the words of Isaiah, 10 the law and 
to the testimony! if they speak not according to this 
word, surely there is no morning for them" (Isa. 8:20). 
Our Lord prayed for His people: "They are not of 
the world , even as I am not of the world . Sanctify 
them in the truth: thy word is truth" (John 17:16, 17). 
Paul warned the Colossians: "Take heed lest there 
shall be any one that maketh spoil of you through 
his philosophy and vai n deceit, after the tradition of 
men, after the rudiments of the world, and 110t after 
Christ" (2:8). 

What J thought to be the most encouraging feature 
of the confe rence was its revelation of the thinking 
of a number of influential men regarding the unique 
authority of the Bible. Ivlost of the speakers, incl uding 
younger men, holding key positions in variollS sem
inaries, expressed a common loyalty to the Holy 
Scriptures and a read iness to oppose any compromise 
of its un iqueness as Cod's Word. Such Bible-believing 
leadership is fu ll of promise to churches who will 
follow it. 
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NORTHWEST IOWA CHAPTER 

ORGANIZED 


HENRY VANDEN HEUVEL 

On Tuesday, November 30, 1971 , a meeting was 
held in the Bethel Christian Reformed Church of 
Sioux Center, Iowa for the purpose of organizjn~ a 
Northwest Towa Chapter of Reformed Fellowship, 
Inc. It had been felt for some time that the situation 
in the Reformed world is so crucial that everyone in 
every walk of life needs to become much more 
aroused as to the issues that are facing the church 
today. 'Vith that in mind, a group of persons who 
we re already mem bers of Reformed Fellowship pro
posed to begin a chapter in this part of the country. 

The meeting was called on a solid and positive 
note. Or. P. Y. De Jong spoke on the topic, ''The 
Sple ndor of the Heronned Faith ror the Seventies." A 
fine group was present to in itiate this new movement 
in our area. After the formal part of the meeting, all 
who were interested were invited to form the chapter. 
There were thirty-fi ve persons who wanted to form a 
Northwest Iowa Chapter, of whom only seven were 
already members of Reformed Fellowship. The others 
immediately indicated their deSire to become mem
bers so as to effectuate the organization . Dr. P. Y. De 
Jong was chosen presiden t of the new chapter, with 
Bev. Hen ry Vanden Heuvel as Vice-President, Rev. 
John B. Hulst as Secretary a nd Ted Van Bruggen, 
Treasurer. 

The newly organized chapter immediately set 
about to engage in activities and meetings for the 
purpose of instruction and inspiration. On Wednes
day, December 29, a panel d iscussion was held at the 
First Christian Heformed Church of Sioux Center on 
the subject, "Reclaiming the Family fo r Christ." The 
panelists were Hev. Hulst who served as moderator, 
Dr. George Van C roningen, Dr. Russel Maatman, 
Mrs. Virginia Van Whye, and Miss Marjolyn D e 
Croot. 

Plans are made to hold a public meeting on Wed
nesday, March 22 on the subject of "Christian Educa
tion : Helevant in the Seventies?" Rev. B. J. Haan, 
President of Dordt College, will be the speaker. 

A tentative constitution has been prepared and 
will be presen ted to the Northwest Iowa Chapter at 
the March meeting. The constitution calls for 
qu arterly meetings to pron10te discussion, lectures, 
and rellowship. Plans are being made to increase our 
membership and have annual meetings with neighbor
ing chapters . 

We are looking forward to big things happening 
in Northwest Iowa for the growth of Cod's kingdom 
and the glory of His Name. 

l Ieu. Henri) B. Vanden Ilcfl ool i : vostor of the Bct.lIcl C/llutian 
Reformed Chflu;h of Sioux GerltCT', Iowa. 


