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ordination as deacons be permissible in any of the
churches, ineluding those churches where such ordi-
nation has already taken place™ (italics ours). So in
summary, no church is to elect or ordain women as
deacons until further decision by synod. I sincerely
doubt that the decision of 1979 was that difficult to
interpret, but. ...

An overture from Classis Hudson asking synod to
designate the Sunday prior to January 22nd (the
anniversary of the U.S. Supreme Court decision re:
abortion on demand) as Sanctity of Life Sunday to
be observed annually by all our congregations, also
requires a considerable amount of synod’s time. The
advisory committee’s recommendation not to accede
to this overture finally passed. Abortion is indeed a
serious evil in our society, and we ought to be very
concerned about opposing it with all our ability. But
several years ago already, synod warned against the
proliferation of “specially designated Lord’s Days”
which focus on one specific cause or institution. In-
deed, let the Christian’s voice be heard in pro-life
groups, ete., but let not synod be declaring a special
Sunday when all churches are required to focus on
that issue.

Monday, June 16

The issue which provided the most significant de-
bate Monday morning was that pertaining to movie
reviews in The Banner. Two overtures were hefore
synod to discontinue these reviews. Though the
issue before the house was whether or not these re-
views should appear in The Banner at all, the dehate
focused largely on the kind of reviews that have ap-
peared, or perhaps more correctly stated, the dis-
tinetively Christian nature of these reviews. There
was a strong voice expressed that the reviewers of
these movies should remember that the people who
are reading these reviews are thinking of them, not
from the point of view of the educational value of the
movie, but from the point of view of entertainment.
Though the voice vote was by no means unanimous,
the advisory committee’s recommendation not to ac-
cede to these overtures passed,

Classis Muskegon sent an overture pertaining to
the delegation of deacons te major assemblies, sug-
gesting a specific plan in which a division of labor
could be effected in bhoth classis and synod. You
could sense a strong sentiment in favor of such a de-
cision, but the advisory committee recommended
that synod withhold action in view of the present
study committee appointed by the Synod of 1979 to
“study and define the office of deacon in the light of
Seripture, the Confessions, its historical develop-
ment, especially within the Reformed-Presbyterian
tradition, and the ‘1973 Guidelines for Understand-
ing the Nature of Eeclesiastical Office and Ordina-
tion’ ” {Acts of Synod 1979, p. 122). Several attempts
to amend the motion were either defeated or ruled
out of order, and finally the matter was recommitted
to the advisory committee.

Synod also voted to designate the New Interna-
tional Version of the Bible NIV} as one of the ver-
sions acceptable for use in worship services. This re-
cent translation, which also involved the efforts of
several members of the Christian Reformed Church,

has been warmly received by many Christians in re-
cent years as a very understandable and readable
version, Already last year, three classes overtured
synod to adopt the NIV as one of the acceptable ver-
sions for use in our pulpits. But that synod withheld
action in view of the fact that the Bible Translation
Committee was preparing to report its review of the
NIV. That led to the recommendation hefore us this
year, and we trust that the long years of efforts put
into the production of this Bible translation wili be
richly blessed by God and of great benefit to all
God's people.

The evening session on Monday was devoted to
the hearing of fraternal delegates from eight differ-
ent denominations. It is good to hear what is happen-
ing in various parts of the nation and the world from
those who are in ecclesiastical fellowship with us.
The ecumenical task is an important, howbeit, diffi-
cult one; we need to be much in prayer for guidance
and direction as we continue to talk with and discuss
our similarities and differences with those who pro-
fess to stand with us on the Word of God.

Tuesday, June 17

The entire morning session on Tuesday was de-
voted to a consideration of the Confessional-Revision
Gravamen of Dr. Harry Boer relative to the subject
of reprobation. The advisory committee requested
that Dr. Boer be given an opportunity to address the
synod, and that privilege was granted by voice vote.
Dr. Boer indicated that his strong plea before us
would be directed to urging us to put off a decision
on this issue for at least one year to give the churches
an opportunity to study the report of synod’s com-
mittee. He ardently declared that synod would be
radically changing the basis for the teaching of
reprobation by adopting the recommendations of
the study commitiee, and would be, in fact, acting in
a hierarchical way.

There was considerable discussion of this issue, as
expected, and there were a few speeches pleading
for a delay of decision as Dr. Boer had requested.
But we were also reminded, and rightly so, that we
were being asked to adjudicate a gravamen, not
adopting a study report. As the hour approached
noontime, the vote was taken on recommendation
number one, and it was passed with less than a
dozen negative votes. The recommendation basi-
cally stated that “synod do not accede io the request
made in Dr. Harry Boer's Confessional-Revision
Gravamen.”

A second recommendation, that “synod refer
report 30 to the churches for elucidation of the teach-
ing of the Canons on election and reprobation” was
also passed, with the point being made that this re-
port was not intended to be for further study or
debate, but for “elucidation.” Throughout the dis-
cussion, there was a good spirit, and we can be
grateful that our confession and its teacking re: elec-
tion and reprobation was so stgnificantly upheld by
the synod.

As some of our home missionaries were intro-
duced during the afternoon session, we were re-
minded that Home Missions has entered its second
century of service. In 1879, the first missionary was
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sent out with a budget of $500. Presently Home Mis-
sions operates with a five million dollar budget.

We also heard from Dr, Joel Nederhood on the
work and challenge of the ministry of the Back-to-
God Hour, an important ministry of our denomina-
tion which surely has been blessed by our Lord.

Synod defeated an overture asking Stated Clerks
of Classes to send in calls which ministers accept

"to The Banner. And Mr. Harry Vander Meer was
given a four-year appointment as Denominational
Financial Coordinator, since Mr. Anthony Vroon is
retiring.

The balanee of the afternoon was spent discussing
the report on the committee studying fhe dance.
There seemed to be a marked frustration on the part
of many of the delegates to know just how to handle
this one. Some parts of the report were very accept-
able, but in other areas, it seemed to go too far or
say too much. Since the advisory committee’s rec-
ommendation was to refer this report to the churches
for study and evaluation, an early attempt to delete
D. 1. {re: the liturgical dance) from the report was
not allowed. There were also some strong appeals
made to decide the issue now on the basis of princi-
ples rather than sending it out to the churches. But
the advisory commitiee's recommendation carried
by a fair majority, and the report will now be re-
ferred to the churches for study and evaluation for a
period of two years, responses to be sent to the
study committee by September I, 1981. I would
hope that consistories andfor individuals would re-
spond to this report. There was evidence on the
floor of synod an attitude that preferred not to enter
further into the whole area of the dance with its
lyrics of music, symholism, ideologies and moral
value. Perhaps we have been walking where angels
fear to tread with this issue, and have begun to real-
ize that it is rather impossible to legislate in this
area which touches on Christian liberty. If, in the
future, synod sees fit to adopt this report of the
study committee, or one similar to it, we ought to be
aware that the “okay” will have been put on the
dance, and that, in faect, we will have a calling to
“redeem” the dance. This delegate has yet to be con-
vinced as to how we go about doing that with regard
to the type of dance which initiated this study in the
first place,

Wednesday, June 18

The entire session on Wednesday morning was
devoted to matters pertaining to finances. One mat-
ter that aroused considerable discussion was the
Minister’s Pension Fund. Classis Alberta South had
sent an overture requesting that there he a reap-
praisal of the present Minister's Pension Fund. The
question really involves whether we should stay
with the present concept of “edvanced funding,” or
return to a type of “pay as you go plan.” After re-
committing the matter to the advisory committee,
the essence of the overture was adopted, and a
study commitiee was appointed to “perform an inde-
pendent evaluation of the Minister’s Pension Fund
and report back the resuits to the Synod of 1981.”

Finishing finanecial matters, including the adop-
tion of 1981 quotas, occupied our time until coffee
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break. Though there were some strong appeals to
hold increases in check because of the economy of
our day, the guotas adopted amounted toa 12.7% in-
crease. Indeed, we all feel the economic squeeze of
our day, but so do the agencies of the church. This
increase basically permits our denominational agen-
cies to carry on present programs with little or no
expansion.

The overture from Classis Muskegon was again
taken up, referred to earlier in this report, re: dele-
gating deacons to major assembliies. The entire ad-
visory committee agreed that this overture should
be referred to the study committee presently re-
viewing the office of deacon appointed by the Synod
of 1979, and expected to report next year, That rec-
ommendation carried. A minority of the advisory
committee, however, wanted to go a step farther as
Classis Muskegon had requested, and permit any
classis desiring to do so, to delegate deacons to clas-
sis on a trial basis, using the plan suggested in Mus-
kegon’s overture. But when this motion was pre-
sented on the floor of synod, the chairman ruled it
out of order on the grounds that it was in violation of
the Church Order, Art, 40a. The chairman was chal-
lenged, but he was quite overwhelmingly sustained
by a voice vote of the synod. Several delegates then
asked for their negative votes to be recorded, be-
cause as one delegate put it, “I feel cheated,” since
there was no real opportunity to discuss the minor-
ity committee’s recommendations. To this delegate,
however, the chairman acted properly and accord-
ing to the rules for synodical procedure. One more
attempt to get the matter back on the floor for de-
bate was made by a motion to reconsider the recom-
mendation of the majority report, but that motion
was also defeated. To change the Church Order is
one thing, but this delegate received the distinet im-
pression that this synod was not of a mind to permit
the churches to circumwvent it, nor to establish a pat-
tern for graniing exceptions to the Chureh Order for
experimentation,

Observations

The Synod of 1880 completed its work by Wednes-
day afternoon at 6 o’clock, which may be a record, at
least in recent years. There was something unique
about this synod, a prevalent spirit which some-
times appeared lacking in previous synods. Qur
chairman, Rev. Eppinga, characterized that as a lov-
ing spirit. It is perhaps true that there were no
major emotional issues hefore this synod, yet there
were some significant matters. But a sharp division
on matters characterized by heated debate was ab-
sent for the mosi part. There were differences of
opinion to be sure, but only once did there appear on
the floor of synod a majority and minority report
from an advisory committee. This synod was also
unique in that only one delegate present had ever
served as an officer of synod before, and at least half
of the delegates were present as “first time” dele-
gates. What bearing that bad, I do not know. But it
was a pleasure to be at the Synod of 1980. It is my
prayer that God will add His blessing to those deci-
sions which please Him, and will bring to nought
whatever was done against His will. Soli Deo Glorial
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seldom referred to himself in sermons.” He did not
emphasize personal work or counseling, “holding
that such activity goes up when preaching goes
down,” although he has done a great deal of such
work in his career. While he has broad evangelical
sympathies he firmly opposes any denominational
unity with those who deny the deity of Christ and
other cardinal doctrines. (In his little Inter-Varsity
pamphlet, “The Basis of Christian Unity” he advo-
cated preaching the gospel fo liberals but not with
them.)

The leading article in the Christianity Today
issue was a report on an interview by Carl Henry en-
titled, “"Martyn Lloyd-Jones: From Buekingham to
Westminster.” It traced his career from the time
when at the age of 27 as a brilliant young doctor, he
felt called to the ministry and without formal theo-
logical training became pastor of a small Presbyte-
rian congregation in South Wales and began exposi-
tory preaching (simply explaining and applying the
Bible}. During the next 11' years in this mining and
industrial distriet his church grew from 93 to 530
members and attendance at church services reached
about 850. In 1938 he was invited to become the
associate of G. Campbell Morgan at London's West-
minster Chapel where he became the sole minister
in 1943. The war which led people to flee from Lon-
don and blew off half of the chapel roof drastically
reduced the size of the once large congregation, but
by war’s end attendance had again grown to about
500. In 1951 attendance had increased so that at
times 2,000 people crowded the auditorium. Dr.
Lloyd-Jones preached 45-minute sermons Sunday
mornings and hour-long expositions at night., Al-
though he saw many conversions he did not favor
organized mass-evangelism and was, he thought, the
only minister of a major church in Léndon who did
not cooperate in the Billy Graham crusades. He felt
that real revival must be the work of the Holy Spirit
and was “unhappy about organized campaigns and
even more about the invitation system of calling
people forward.” He objected too to “having liberals
and Roman Catholics on the platform” in such cru-
sades. He feared this trusting “in techniques rather
than in the power of the Spirit.” He also shied away
from the charismatic Keswick conferences with
their unscripturai views of sanctification. Genuine
evangelicalism needs both an emphasis on the intel-
lectual and on the heart. For him a “key verse” came
to be Romans 6:17, “Ye have obeyed from the heart
the form of sound words delivered unto you.” {Actu-
ally in this quotation the “form of sound words”
comes from 2 Tim. 1:13!) He saw the main problem in
evangelical circles as “confusion”; “concessions have
been made to so-called scholarship, and there has
been a slide toward a liberal view of the Seriptures
and of particular doctrines” as “prominent evangeli-
cals ... quietly and subtly crossed the line by con-
cessions to higher criticism. At stake is the loss of a
doctrine of the full inspiration and inerrance of
Scripture.” Compromised churches have “an identity
crisis” when many “leaders and teachers of students
disown basic Christian doetrines. For dedicated
evangelicals to labor in such circles ultimately sug-
gests that these truths do not matter.” He believes

“evangelicals should combine forces—not to form a
new denomination, but for fellowship and coopera-
tion. Such mutual strengthening is the hopeful way
into the future.” Although he has a great sense of
humor, he feels that in the pulpit “in the terrible
position of standing between God and souls that
may not go to hell” one is in a “position . . . too appal-
ling for humor.”

Asked about his views of Christian responsibility
in the current economic situation, he replied that we
must preach the message of “God’s judgment on
men and the world.” Because man is a sinner, any
human contrivance is doomed to fail; the only hope
for the world is the return of Christ—nothing else.”
Although opposed to setting times, he saw the
return of the Jews to Jerusalem as prophetically
significant of the end time. Asked whether we
should not “press the eclaims of Christ in all the
arenas of society,” Dr. Lloyd-Jones emphatically dis-
apreed. "You can't reform the worid. That's why I
disagree entirely with the ‘social and cultural man-
date’ “teaching and its appeal to Genesis 1:28. It
seems to me to forget completely the Fall.” “The
end time is going to be like the time of the Flood.” "I
believe the Christian people —but not the chureh—
should get involved in politics and in social affairs,
The kingdom task of the church is to save men from
the wrath to come by bringing them to Christ.” “The
main function of polities, culture, and all these
things is to restrain evil. They can never do an ulti-
mately positive work.” “You can never Christianize
the world.” When “all civilization is rocking and we
are facing collapse, morally, politically and in every
other way ... our urgent message should be, “Flee
from the wrath to come.” Although he encouraged
his son-in-law to labor in the European Parliament,
he was convinced that to say “fhis is the Christian
political view” was “the mistake of Abraham Kuy-
per.” Kuyper placed himself in a compromise posi-
tion: a Christian minister becoming prime minister
and then needing to form a coalition with Roman
Catholics and claiming Christian sanction for specif-
ic political positions.” In the current collapse of
civilization our message should be “Flee from the
wrath to come” and “Believe on the Lord Jesus
Christ.”

An Evaluation

There is abundant reason for thanksgiving to God
for the remarkable career of Dr. Lloyd-Jones and
the enormous influence that he has had in Great Bri-
tain and throughout the world. His single-minded
practice and promotion of expository preaching has
had an incalculable influence on evangelical churches
and ministers in our time and, as I have already indi-
cated, I am sure that any gospel minister could profit
greatly by studying his sermons.

As we as Bible-believing Reformed Christians
seek to appreciate and profit by the massive work of
Dr. Lloyd-Jones, can we see weaknesses in it which
ought not to be imitated? I believe that there are
several.

1. Even his expository method of preaching con-
centrating over a long period of time on one or two
books (twelve volumes of sermons on Romans and
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important, city causes the Apostle to rejoice in the
quality of their faith. It is a living faith which is
of great value to themselves and now also spreads
from them to other believers. For you have become
a sounding board for the gospel. Note that a sound-
ing board does not itself produce the sound, but it
amplifies the sound it has received. From you hath
sounded forth “the word of the Lord””! Not your own
experience! Only the word of the Lord initiates
faith. Human experience may be interesting, but is
not unto salvation! He now tells them that they have
sounded God’s word forth not only to Macedonia and
Achaia, but it has gone forth everywhere! A church,
recently come out of heathendom, is a missionary
church such as has seldom been seen.

As a result of their faithful activity the work of
the Apostle has been eased. So often he speaks to
the one church concerning the progress of the other,
but he doesn’t have to speak about the church in
Thessalonica at all because everyone has heard
about it. The Thessalonian Christians speak to
everyone of their faith but also of the Apostle’s
labors among them. If every church had shown this
- zeal how it would have helped Paul in his difficult
labors. They speak to everyone how they had turned
away from the idols of the day. There could be no
compromise, of course, Idolatry and the service of
Christ were mutually exclusive. But, this turn-
around was a major step for these people to take. In
their idol worship they had found their social life.
Economically they would suffer if they turned their
backs on idolatry. But, they did it! They turned to
the true God. They turned from dead gods to aliving
God! Even if they have to suffer in the body as a re-
sult, it is well worth it, It has been a complete turn-
about for them. But, that’s what the gospel is all
about, No wonder that their opponents claimed that
the missionaries were turning the world upside
down!

Waiting for the Returning Lord

These who are serving a true and living God have
come to this position through the Son of God Who
had been proclaimed to them. This Christ has gone
above and is no longer present here in the church in
physical form. The true believers now wait for that
Son to come again. This coming again will be treated
much more fully later in this epistle and in the next.

However, even though they may have had wrong
ideas concerning the time and manner of that re-
turn, it is obvious here that they indeed believe in
His return. Not only do they believe in this fact,
they are longingly waiting for it. Theirs is not a
“gospel” which only looks back over those things
which have been completed, but it also looks for-
ward to the return of Christ when all of the prom-
ised things shall be fulfilled. In a measure, these peo-
ple are ready for that return. The Apostle reminds
them that the One who will return is the same Jesus
Who was raised from the dead. This may never be
lost from sight.

Love and Judgment

This Jesus is also the One who delivers us from
the wrath to come. Note the balance we find in this
chapter. He has been speaking of the grace and
peace of God; the love, the faith, the hope, and the
joy ol believers; but he also speaks of the wrath to
come. In many places today the love of God alone is
mentioned. Paul emphasizes the urgency of salva-
tion and is fully aware of the fact that the wrath of
God is something to be feared! He will not condone
sin—and His wrath is kindled against it. He does not
accept the blasphemer —and His wrath is kindled
against such. But—and this is the glory of the gospel
—He delivers us from the wrath to come! We are
saved to fullness of life and from the wrath to come.

Questions for Discussion

1. Must the gospel be made “very simple” to those
who hear it for the first time? How did Paul
preach?

2. What is the place of prayer in the work of the
Apostle? Does a minister’s prayer life become
evident in his work?

3. How can one be sure of his election? Pauline the-
ology is based on election. Do we hear enough of
this doctrine today?

4. Would it be proper for a minister to tell the con-
gregation to become imitators of him? Discuss.

5. What does the New Testament mean by “wit-
nessing”? Does the present-day form of "witness-
ing” agree with this?

6. Is the “wrath of God" a very important subject in
the Scriptures? How is it related to the love of
God, or isn't it so related?

PAUL'S DEFENSE OF HIS MINIST{RY AT THRESSALONICA

Lesson 2 — I Thessalonians 2:1-12

False Accusations

Those who had made it impossible for the Apostle
to continue his ministry in Thessalonica have made
all kinds of accusations against him and these he
refutes in this particular section. Their attacks were
not aimed at the message, first of all, but rather
against the messenger. However, the criticism of
him as a minister of the gospel could also lead to a

criticism of the message itself. For that reason he
makes his defense. We do not know to what extent
the Christians at this place had been influenced by
these criticisms, but he seeks to cut off the effect
immediately. The minister and the gospel he brings
are too closely associated to allow such criticism to
stand. Besides, he knows himsell to be blameless of
the charges made against him,

There were certain conditions at that time which
made some of the accusations of his opponents more

august, 1980/seventeen



plausible than we might think in our time. In the
first place, no one had asked the Apostle to come to
Thessalonica. He was not “called” there. Then why
did he come? There has, perhaps, never been a time
in which there were so many philosophers and
teachers (quacks!} roaming the countryside as dur-
ing the time the Apostles lived. There were various
reasons for this. These “teachers” went about to
make a living by means of their teaching. They
served themselves and not those whom they taught.
The teachings which were coupled with some reli-
gion were often the most popular. Now, in view of
these conditions, it was rather simple to attack Paul
and claim that he was of the same kind as the others.
If this charge were believed then he would indeed
be discredited, but the gospel would also be under-
mined. His purpose in this section of this epistle is
not first of all to defend himself, but his love for the
gospel compels him to write as he does.

Sincere Preaching of God’s Truth

"*Our entering in unto you ... hath not been found
vain.” This the Thessalonians know. Let them re-
member it, When he and his associates came to them
and while he worked among them, it was not true
that they were empty-handed. In other words, they
did not come to them in order to receive from the
people, but to give them something! They did just
the opposite of the frauds to whom they are likened.
This reminder alone should be sufficient to dispel
the notion that they were like the others. Paul will
make it clear in subsequent words what he gave
them.

No, they had not arrived at Thessalonica to re-
ceive something for their own benefit. The opposite
is true. They had come to this city from Philippi.
Here they had been treated shamefully. They had
been beaten; they had been placed in prison without
a hearing; they had even been placed in stocks (Acts
16). It is true that they had also had a marvelous ex-
perience there. God had opened the prison for them
and they had been able to minister to the jailor. But,
if there would be any experience which would turn
them away from the gospel ministry, this was it!
However, they had not become discouraged. They
had simply traveled 100 miles(!) to come to Thessa-
lonica! They had received courage to do this from
their God. No one else could have persuaded them.
They had received the courage to speak the same
gospel for which they were imprisoned at Philippi to
people at Thessalonica. This is their only calling!
They brought the gospel “in much conflict,” i.e.,
they agonized over it. They sought the welfare of
the people to whom they brought the word. This at-
titude is the direct opposite of the charge of their
aceusers.

How did they bring the word here? The author
first speaks negatively whereby he informs us of the
charges which were brought against him. Our exhor-
tation, or appeal, was not of error or delusion. They
had indeed made a strong appeal to the people. Paul
never brought the gospel in a manner of “take it or
leave it.” He pleaded with the people to believe! But,
this was not an appeal to a delusion as though it had
no substance! He knew whereof he spoke—he be-
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lieved it with all his heart, and he wanted all his
hearers to have what he has. Neither were his mo-
tives impure. This refers to the next charge which
they levelled against him. By impure motives they
may have referred to several things. Not a few of
the chief women had believed and this was sufficient
for his accusers to charge immorality. His own gain
and honor were also called suspicious. They had also
charged him with guile, or with deceit. Many of the
teachers of the day used all manner of tricks. Paul is
charged with using gimmicks. These charges, if
true, would make him totally unworthy to be fol-
lowed. He says the charges are false and will prove
it in the next verses.

Approved by God and Seeking His Approval

He now tells us why the charges brought against
him are lies. He and those who were with him have
been approved by Ged Himself, They have been ap-
proved to bring the gospel and that gospel is the
truth and cannot be characterized as error. God
would not entrust that gospel, which is the gospel of
His Son, to everyone. This ought to make clear the
fact that lies have been spoken concerning Paul and
his companions, Besides, if they are approved of
God, men surely ought to approve of them. But, they
were not only accused of speaking error, their mo-
tives were also questioned. They speak the gospel at
all times not to please men but to please the God
who has given that gospel to them. Now God is the
One who judges the heart, something which men
cannot do, Men can therefore not sit in judgment on
their motives.

They did not use words of flattery while they
were ministering to the church at Thessalonica.
Words of flattery are used by those who seek to en-
trap people into something which they might not de-
sire. They are used to make an appeal to men where-
by the emphasis is shifted from the message which
is brought. Paul and his helpers have not used this
method, as the Thessalonians well know, All the em-
phasis rested on the word which they brought. The
word has to draw men; other methods will always
fail. They are seeking to please God, not men, and
therefore the whole idea that they would use flat-
tery is ridiculous, Neither did they use methods asa
cloak of covetousness. Flattering words were often
used to cover up the real reason teachers had come,
namely, to enrich themselves. Perhaps the people
would not be able to judge whether or not this de-
fense of the Apostle is true because it deals with the
motivation of the ministers. Therefore Paul calls
God to witness. He proves the hearts and the Apos-
tle is so sure of the nobility of his motives that he is
not afraid to call God to witness.

They have not sought their own glory or honor
from this church nor any other. What human honor
was there to be had? Is the suffering, such as at
Philippi, or the necessity of the hasty retreat from
Thessalonica to bring honor to men? How can any-
one seriously accuse them of this? Yet, in a certain
sense —although that never entered the mind of
their accusors—they could have claimed respect
and honor from those to whom they ministered.
They had been appointed Apostles by the Lord.




They were His ambassadors! They came with His
authority! Let no one think lightly of the high office
to which they had been appointed!

in Motherly Care

Instead of emphasizing the authority wherewith
they came and the honor due to them as those who
had been divinely appointed to high office, they did
the very opposite. We were “gentle” in the midst of
you. No one can rightly claim that they had sought
honor for themselves. They have dealt with the peo-
ple of Thessalonica as a mother would deal with her
own little children. A mother feeds, clothes, nurses,
defends, yes, sacrifices herself for her own children.
That is the way the Apostles had conducted them-
selves while they ministered to them. Not the honor
of the messenger, but the welfare of the church was
his goal!

The relationship between the messengers and
those to whom the message was brought was very
close. Paul says that they longed for these people. It
is the kind of relationship which is not easy to under-
stand for those who are not involved. They had been
strangers to each other and had learned to know
each other for such a brief time, Yet it was a rela-
tionship such as is seldom found in the world. The
missionaries were delighted that they were able to
impart the gospel to them, but this was not done in a
cold manner. No, they wanted to impart themselves
to these people. These people had become very dear
to him and his helpers. God had shown His love to
them, and those whom God loves, the Apostles love!
In a short space of time they had indeed become
brethren!

It has been charged that Paul was seeking to
enrich himself at the expense of the people at Thes-
salonica. Well, he says, you know that that is a lie.
They must remember how he labored while he was
there. He took a “job” so that he would be able to
meet his own expenses and not become a burden for
the church. He was a tentmaker by trade (Acts 18:3)
and may well have been engaged in this type of
work while he was there, He did have the right, of
course, to receive payment from the people in Thes-
salonica. Although this is often considered a touchy
subject today, Paul did not consider it to be such. He
refers to this matter time and again in his epistles
{cf. II Cor. 9:6-15). It is the duty of the believers to
support the labors of the ministers also with their
gifts, and the measure in which they do so is also a
measure of their spiritual strength. When things are
normal the Apostle not only expects this, he de-
mands it! However, there are also circumstances
which prohibit the normal functioning of the church.
His stay in Thessalonica was so brief. He did not de-
sire to claim his rights but considered it more appro-
priate to labor with his hands and receive gifts from
other churches. As a result, he had to work “night
and day” while he was with them. The gospel had to
be preached! To achieve this goal he would suffer all
inconvenience. He was not laboring for himself —but
for the Liord Who had called him!

He is in no way ashamed of the way in which they
have conducted themselves in the time they were

laboring in this church. They had behaved them-
selves piously and righteously and unblameably.
They had done everything humanly possible to
bring the gospel and found the church at this place.
These Thessalonians know it and he is, again, not
afraid to call in the witness of God Himself. He has a
clear conscience and rejects all the accusations
which are brought against him.

Fatherly Encouragement

Had he earlier spoken of his work among them as
that of a mother who cares for her children (vs. 7), he
now likens his work in their midst to that of a father
in the home. A mother “cherishes” the children, the
father admonishes them. Yet, a father does not only
admonish, he also encourages. So had this Apostie
dealt with these people. As he testified concerning
the gospel of Jesus Christ he admonished them to
walk in the way shown them. He encouraged them
when it seemed to be too difficult to walk this way,
He dealt with them individually and as a group.
These functions were always in complete harmony.
He gave no different advice to the individual than he
proclaimed from the pulpit.

“Walk Worthily of God”

The purpose of all his labors was to cause them to
“walk worthily of God.” But, who is sufficient to
these things? Their manner of life is to be in har-
mony with the will of God. By the gospel they have
also been called to a certain life-style. It does not
only give a certain knowledge. It transforms the
whole person! The kingdom of our God has come and
by their faith they have become citizens of that king-
dom. In all of life they are to be obedient to their
new Sovereign. They belong to Him body and soull
However, they are not brought intoe a different slav-
ery! The glory of His kingdom must be reflected in
their lives. He desires —and makes—willing sub-
jects! Walking before Him in the obedience of the
gospel, they will experience that they have received
the true freedom. -

So he ends this section in which he defends him-
self against all attacks, on a strong positive note. @

Questions for Discussion

1. What are the dangers found in the criticism of a
minister of the gospel? Why is it so common?

2. Seeing that Paul mentions several times that
they know these things and that they are wit-
nesses of these things, why does he defend him-
self so strongly?

3. What was Paul and his companions’ authority as
Apostles of Christ? Does the office of the minis-
try have authority? What is meant by “ambassa-
dor”? Is that a serving office?

4. Why is a minister's salary often “a touchy
matter”? How does Paul deal with this matter in
his various episties?

5. Can a minister’s work be effective if he doesn’t
love the people whom he serves?

6. Can anyone “walk worthily of God”? What does
this expression say concerning our use of the gos-
pel which we hear?
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covepant in interpreting N.T. “apocalyp-
tic" pessages: "They fail to deal with pas-
sages like Matthew 24, II Thessalenians 2,
and Revelation §-18 as covenant prophecy
addressed to God's covenant people...
that deals with their future against the
background of the covenant relationship”
{p. 99}.

This beok is refreshing in its emphasis
on the covenant as the basis for interpret-
ing ail of Scripture. This is something we
need to hear and stress again in our day.
Vanderwaal's solution, however, arouses
serious reservations. He argues for a re-
dating of the entire New Testament, in
wholehearted agreement with John A. T.
Robinson who maintains that all of it, in-
cluding the book of Revelation, was wril-
ten before the destruction of Jerusalem in
70 A.D. This turns the above mentioned
apocalyptie passages into prophecies which
have been fully fulfilled. But while it does
undercut the dispensationalist error of see-
ing only a vague “end time” fulfillment, it
leans too far in the direction of seeing all of
apocalyptic eschatology as already realized.

In summary, this book constitutes a val-
uable exposure of Lindsey’s dispensation-
alism, and & challenging call to reempha-
size covenant theology. Its coneluding solu-
tion of calling for a complete reiuterpreta-
tion of some basic Reformed eschatological
beliefs, however, should be recognized as
resting on a theory not adequately proved.

IS THE BIBLE A JIGSAW PUZZLE
by T. Boersme. Paidein Press, 8t. Catha-
rines, Ontario, Canada, 1978. 193 pages,
paperback, $4.95. Reviewed by Rev. L.
Kerkstra.

Why two books out of the Reformed
community on the same subject? For this
book also is a criticism of Hal Lindsey's
views of prophecy. Personally I believe the
two books are most helpful when used to-
gether. While Vanderwaal in the above re-
viewed book aimed his eriticism at Lindsey
in reference to his failnre to take the cove-
naut into account, Boersma faults him for
his failure to see the national character of
the church of the old dispensation. As a re-
sult, the church for Lindsey is merely an in-
terlude between the Q.T. times and the
millenuial kingdom of the end time. What
is so serious about this is that Christ and
His Church are not given “center stage.”
Rather Lindsey makes a “giant leap” from
0.T. Israel which finds itself in the Middle
East to the Israel of the end times.

Lindsey's method of interpretation of
prophecy is that of piecing together proph-
ecies like one puts together pieces of a
jigsaw puzzle. By contrast, Boersma advo-
cates taking into account the concrete his-
torical situation and its relationship with
the history of redemption (which also takes
in the N.T.} together with the national
framework of the prophecy. Only then will
we arrive at the proper prophetic perspee-
tive with respect to the “day of the Lord.”

Boersma does not go into the dispensa-
tionalist background of Lindsey’s interpre-
tation as did Vanderwaal. Rather he gives
a more eomplete point by point evaluation
of Lindsey’s toachings and follows this
with his own views on each prophecy or
teaching. This book is therefore a valuable
one for a Reformed Christian to have at his
side if he plans to read Hal Lindsey's

books, The Late Great Planet Farth, and
There's ¢ New World Coming.

Rev. Boersma does not neglect or play
down the element of further fulfillment of
Biblical prophecies. He holds that the Q.T.
prophecies were promises of redemption,
many of which bear on Israel's return out
of captivity, but that this in no way ex-
hansts such promises. Further stages of
these promises are to be found in Christ’s
birth, death, and resurrection; in the es-
tablishment and expansion of the church
throughout the world; and in Christ's re-
turn when the church will share fully in
God's salvation in the New Jerusalem.

It is Lindsey’s giant leap from Q.T.
prophecy to the end time, rather than the
telescopic view of progressive fulfillment
which causes him to come up with all sorts
of bizarre conelusions such as that Ezekiel
prophesied about Russia, and Daniel about
a twentieth century Arab-African power
and that China will invade the Middle East
with 200 million troops.

There is & distinciion made by Boersma
between the “man of lawlessness” men-
tioned by Paul in H Thessalonians and the
Antichrist mentioned by the Apostle John.
He does not interpret these as being per-
sons, however, but maintains that they
represent forces, The “man of lawlessuess”
he sees as representing politieal forces
which attack the true chureh from outside
and the Antichrist as representiug apos-
tate forces within the church itself. With
this assessment this reviewer does not
agree.

All in all, Boersma's Jigsaw Puzzle is a
helpful analysis of Hal Lindsey's dubious
method of scouting through Scripture to
find prophecies which he can fit into his
preconceived notions of what is fo happen
in the end time. And just as we in Re-
formed circles need a renewed emphasis on
the covenant, as advocated by Vanderwaal
in the above reviewed book, so also we
need to have the importance and signifi-
canee of the church throughout both the
old and the new dispensations stressed, as
Boersma does. The concepts “covenant”
and “church” are, of course, not coutrast-
ing coneepts, but harmonizing elements in
Scriptural teaching.

Books such as Vanderwaal’s and Boers-
ma's are in a sense long overdue. It is inter-
esting that they should come from Dutch
authors logking across the sea rather than
from American authors in the Reformed
community who live in a hotbed of dispen-
sationalism in this country, Hopefully
these books will serve to counteract the in-
roads which dispensationalism is making
into the Reformed communitly so that Re-
formed believers will be less likely to join
in playing the dispensationalist’s jigsaw
puzzle game with Scripture.

HE GATHERS THE LAMBS, by Cor-
nelius Lambregise {translated by Harry
der Nederlanden); Paideia Press, St.
Catherines, Ontario, Canada; 290 pp; $7.95;
bard cover. Reviewed by JVP

His lifespan covered only a brief four
years, every day of which Fransje West-
rate lived to the full. His endless question-
ing about this world and also about the
world to come was a constant challenge
especially to his God-fesring mother who
tried conscientiously to answer him the

best she knew how. At the tender age of
four Fransje was gathered as a precious
lamb into heaven where he hoped he might
sit on Jesus’ lap as he had seen the children
do in a Bible picture-book. The strain of
emotionalism, overwhelming at times even
for the more phlegmatic reader, is reputed-
iy typical of Zeelanders in the Netherlands.
The story is well told, the characters clear-
ly drawn, and the nature scenes with their
seagsonal changes outstanding.

Cornelius Lambregtse, the auther,
emigrated to the U.S.A. in 1947, studied at
Calvin College, for two years taught Dutch
language at Calvin, and has since 1950 been
busy writing, editing, and translating. He
also serves as an elder in the Netherlands
Reformed Church of Grend Rapids,
Michigan.

He Gathers the Lambs, says the author,
has been written: “In precious memory of
my only son CALVIN JOHN who at the
age of three years and seven months had
finished his earthly sojourn and on the day
of his departure said ‘T am going home to
Jesus, Don't ery, Daddy’ ™.

What may be a strain of religious sub-
jectivism and mysticism in this book might
lead some to be less than enthusiastic in
their acceptance of it. However a book as
wholesome and edifying, and also as well
writton as He Gathers the Lambs, is hever-
theless appreciated in sharp contrast to
the demoralizing and shameless debauch-
ery in so much of modern fiction. Amid an
avalanche of poison in print, this gquaint
story about a devout and fascinating little
fellow named Fransje is a precious excep-
tion deserving of wide acceptance.

THE MOON, ITS CREATION, FORM
AND SIGNIFICANCE by John C. Whit-
comb and Donald B. De Young. Cloth-
bound, 1978. BMH Books, Winona Lake,
Indiana, 46590. 35.95. Reviewed hy JVP.

When, just a few years ago, man first set
foot on the moon, interest in that heavenly
body rose to a fever pitch and the Presi-
dent of the U.S. called that achievement
“the greatest thing sinee Creation.”
Althongh that intense and wide-spread in-
terest has not been sustained, the authors
of this highly informative volume rightly
observe that "the time for a careful re-
appraisal has surely come.”

“This book,"” Apolle 15 Astronaut James
B. Irwin has said, “presents the best com-
parison of the various moon origin theories
I have ever seen. I congratulate the
authors on this material.” This evaluation
by one in a position to know is reassuring
for the average reader hardly competent to
judge as to the accuracy of the scientific
data provided. Moreover, being decidedly
true to Scripture all the way, this timely
book deserves an honored place in the
Christian classrcom, on the shelves of
every church and school library, and in the
hands of everyone interested to know more
about what the authors refer to as our
“nearest astronomical neighbor.” While
moon worship is clearly an abornination to
the Lord, indifference and disinterest as to
this part of His amazing creation are surely
not pleasing to Him either.

For the special price of $5.95% offered to
our readers (regular price $7.95) the book
should be ordered from Dr. John C, Whit-
comb, Grace Theological Seminary,
Winona Lake, Indiana 46590.
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