





The Bible speaks of man being exposed and judged in the
last day, also called the day of judgment. Paul says that then
we must all appear before that judgment seat (I Cor. 5:10).
One version has it that then we will all stand before Him
without any pretense. Another, that then our lives will be
laid open. Already in the Old Testament, it is said that God
will bring every work into judgment, with every secret thing,
whether it be good or evil, We also read *“that there is nothing
covered that shall not be revealed, neither hid that shall not
be made known."” In our Confession of Faith, Article 37,
we read that then the books, that is to say, the consciences,
shail be opened, and that the dead will be judged according
to what they have done in this world. Also that all men shall
give account of every idle word spoken, which in this world
s counted amusement and jest, and that the secrets and
hypocrisy of every man will be disclosed and laid open before
all.

Try to imagine what this will mean, first of all for the
wicked. All their deeds will be exposed as well as all the
motives, lusts and desires. Thoughts that have never come
out in the open will then be made known. Sin will be exposed
in all of its corruption, from the deepest secret motive to the
most atrocious and godiess deed. Who of us would want to
be so exposed before other people, even our friends? To be
exposed before God will be infinitely worse. The Lord will
judge men according to all that they will have done and ac-
cording to what they are in their sins. No wonder that this
is cailed the great and terrible day of judgment.

What will happen to the righteous? They will also be
exposed. We will be judged according to the good we will
have done, even though every good work {done by the Spirit
of Christ) will still be imperfect, tainted with sin. Doesn’t
this scare every one of us? Even the best Christian must admit
that when he takes inventory of himself, considering his
motives and lusts, he still is a big sinner? The godly apostle
Paul says that he is (present tense) the “‘chief”’ of sinners.
Doesn’t every one of us feel at times that compared with
others we are worse than anybody else? And that is all going
to be laid open in the great day? It will also be revealed that
these same sinners, as children of God, daily confessed their
sins, pled for forgiveness for the sake of Christ’s sacrifice.
The result will be that all those sinful Christians will then
stand righteous before God, completely covered by His
atoning blood. How great will Christ’s sacrifice then appear
to be, the payment of Him who hung naked on the cross that
we might be covered forever,

If we cover our sins now (not confessing them) the Lord
will uncovcer us completely in that day. But if we now uncover
ourselves {confessing all of our sins} the Lord will completely
cover us in that final day.

How fitting to sing:

Nothing in my hands I bring,
Simply to thy cross 1 cling,
Naked, come to Thee for dress;
Helpiess look to Thee for grace;
Foul, I to the fountain fly,
Wash me Savior, or I die.

In heaven after all of our *“dirty sinfutl clothes’” will have
been washed in the blood of Jesus Christ, they will come
out perfectly clean. And we will be dressed in white robes,
in a radiancy we have never seem before. So perfect and
clean we will be through our wonderful Savior, Jesus Christ.

Hallelujah, what a Savior! O
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in October of 1983, Do you think we will see justice
in this case by 1993? Or ever? Thank God there is
a Tribunal where perfect justice shall be meted out.

4 . But enough of this. Let's look through the paper for
some sort of religious news. Can’t they write about
somebody who carries a Bible instead of a knife?
What's this over here? “*Three cops rescued a 14-year-
old girl who had been kidnapped and raped at knife-
point in Queeus by a Bible-toting 300-pound state
employee, police reported yesterday,”” Oy vey.

Did you ever notice how the press rever misses an
opportunity to link the Bible and Christianity with any
sort of reprehensible act? Well, in this article about
a horrible rape, the Bible is mentioned at the begimning
and the end. The second mention revealed that the
Bible was merely found in the van in which the
criminal was apprehended. But was it his van? Was
it his Bible? Did he read it? ‘“What does it matter,””’
they must have thought. **It was there. Let’s play it
up.”’ So, with the public spirited help of these journa-
ists, we now begin to discover the reclly dangerous
element is in society! Bible-ioters!, not Ms. Jong,
‘Ms.” McCormick, or Monster O’Toole.

5. ‘“Ah, finally. The ‘Religion’ column. I can get away
from these tormuous articles and see what’s up in New
York’s religious community. What’s this? ‘Council
has hard decision.” My. Wonder what this is about?
Oh NO! There’s no escape! ARGGH!™

The article turns out to be about the National Coun-
cil of Churches wrangling over the application of
Metropolitan Community Churches to become the
33rd member of the NCC. ““The problem 1s that
the. .. Metropolitan Community is mostly homosex-
ual.”’ I suppose I should thank God that there is at
least some opposition. Yet, ‘‘io many in the Council
of Churches, justice, not sexual orientation, is the key
issue.”” HA! If justice were the issue they’d have no
problem. God has told us what the justice is which
He requires. See Leviticus 20;13. But, not surpris-
ingly, the NCC does not take God or His word as the
standard of justice (or anything else). For, the article
tells us, ‘“Churches, from Catholic to Calvinist, decid-
ed that homosexuality itself was not sinful.’’ Indeed?!
Don’t you love the way they phrased it? “‘Chur-
ches... decided.”

Well, who can argue with so many religious leaders? And
who dares to dissent from the opinion of most cops? And
who could disagree with high-flying Erica? Where is another
voice to be found? In the Bible? Don’t you remember? That’s
the book that rapists read! Surely, all these ‘‘authorities™
are right. After all, even Catholics and Calvinists believe
God’s moral standards should be made ‘‘new and im-
proved.’” These apprehensions I feel must be bugaboos left
over from my unenlightened superego. Why, anyone who
wants the death penalty for Otis O’Toole is just as bad as
he is. All we really necd is love, sex and tolerance. What
am ] worried about? Don’t fight it. That’s the way the world
is in 1985, Get with it. Right?

Of course not. But that’s the way millions are led to think
each day as they pick up and read their “*friendly’” newspaper
with “‘all the news the misfits print.”’It’s probably better to
be uninformed than to be so radically misinformed.

Yet, it’s incumbent upon us to offer more than criticism.
What's a person to do? Let me make some proposals:

1 . That all who call themselves by the Name of Messiah
follow the good advice of Dr. Lloyd-Jones: “‘Let us
decide to spend less time in reading the newspapers
and more time in reading the Bible™ (God’s Ultimate
Purpose, p. 207). And we ought to heed every jot and
tittle that proceeds from the Mouth of Ged.

2 . That we become aware of journalistic techniques that
distort and pervert truth in order to further the
socialistic, anti-moral, anti-family vision of the media
moguls. One example of such reality re-shaping is the
blackout of women’s voices that do not share the
agenda of the National Organization for Women. Why
does NOW (membership /20,000) get vast coverage
while Concerned Women of America (approximate
membership 300,000), the Women’s Christian
Temperance Union (membership 250,000), the
General Federation of Women’s Clubs {(membership
600,000), B'pai B'rith (membership 500,000).
Hadassah (membership 370,000), or Church Womnen
United in the USA (membership 2,000,000)) get
none? Even the Daughters of the American Revolu-
tion can boast nearly twice the membership of NOW.
When was the last ime you saw an article about them
in the paper?

Newspaper editors necessarily censor some news
in favor of other news. Do the articles in the paper
you read serve to advance an unarticulated but dis-
cernible agenda? Be aware.

3 .:Read suspiciously. Unfortunately, journalistic mendac-
ity is increasing and will continue to do as com-
petition for market share increases. Sensationalistic
reporting will also increase as newspaper after
newspaper compromises by aiming low to get circula-
tion high. Fortunately, recent surveys indicate that
Americans have diminishing faith in news reports.

4 . Read selectively. Just because it’s in the paper doesn’t
mean it’s proper to read (Rom. 16:19; Phil. 4:8).

5. Let us teach our children well. The Psalmist could
have been speaking about the newspapers when he
said, “‘They will perish, but (the Lord) remains. . . .
They will be discarded. But He remains the same, and
His years will never end”” (Ps. 102:26, 27}, Our
children must be explicitly taught to have complete
confidence in God and His Word and little in man and
his.

6. Vigorously seek to win men o the Lord and disciple
them in the whofe counsel of God. “*“The law of the
Lord is perfect, restoring the soul. . . The cemmand-
ment of the Lord is pure, enlightening the eyes’” (Ps.
19:7, 8). We cannot expect a godly society without
regenerated men and women. But, how can they
believe unless they hear; how can they learn unless
they are taught?

7 . Be prepared to reconstruct, for we know that the Lord
sees what is in our papers, end in our hearts. Surely
we should trembie even as we serve (Romans 16:20).

The daily papers. They used to be different. Oram I a
romantic? Is nostalgia appropriate when you're only 327 I
think my old decision not to buy the paper was probably a
sound one. What I have to figure out now is, are the coupons
worth it? @

S.M. Schilissel, 1841-83rd St.. Brookiyn N.Y. 11214, is pastor of Messiah's
Congregation in Brooklyn, and an elder of the Queens CRC.
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‘What foreign mission board actually seeks to follow the
guidance of the Lord as provided by His Word and His Spirit?
They all think they do, but what they do in fact is to assume
the scripiuralness of their ends and then ask for help to find
ways to achieve them. They may pray all night for God 1o
give success to their enterprises, but Christ is desired as their
helper, not as their Lord. Human means are devised to
achieve ends assumed to be divine. These harden into policy,
and thereafter the Lord doesn’t even have a vote.

In the conduct of our public worship where is the authority
of Christ to be found? The truth is that today the Lord rarely
contrals a service, and the influence He exerts is very small.
We sing of Him and preach about Him, but He must not inter-
fere; we worship our way, and it must be right because we
have always done it that way. as have the other churches
in our group.

What Christian when faced with a moral problem goes
straight to the Sermon on the Mount or other New Testa-
ment Scripture for the authoritative answer? Who lets the
words of Christ be final on giving, birth control, the bring-
ing up of a family, persopal habits, tithing, entertainment,
buying, selling and other such important matters?

What theological school, from the lowly Bible institute up,
could continue to operate if it were to make Christ Lord of
its every policy? There may be sorne, and T hope there are,
but I believe I am right when I say that most such schools
to stay in business are forced to adopt procedures which have
no justification in the Bible they profess to teach. So we have
this strange anomaly: the authority of Christ is ignored in
order to maintain a school to teach among other things the
authority of Christ.

The causes back of the decline in our Lord’s authority are
many. I name only two.

One is the power of custom, precedent and tradition within
the older religious groups. These like gravitation affect every
particle of religious practice within the group, exerting a
steady and constant pressure in one direction. Of conrse that
direction is toward conformity to the status quo. Not Christ
but custom is lord in this situation. And the same thing has
passed over (possibly to a slightly lesser degree) into the other
groups such as the full gospel tabernacles, the holiness
churches, the pentecostal and fundamental churches and the
many independent and undenominational churches found
everywhere throughout the North American continent.

The second cause is the revival of intellectualism among
the evangelicals. This, if I sense the situation correctly, is
not so much a thirst for learning as a desire for a reputation
of being learned. Because of it good men who ought to know
better are being put in the position of collaborating with the
enemy. I'll explain.

Cur evangelical faith (which I believe to be the true faith
of Christ and His apostles) is being attacked these days from
many different directions. In the Western world the enemy
has forsworn violence. He comes against us no more with
sword and fagot; he now comes smiling, bearing gifts. He
raises his eyes to heaven and swears that he too believes in
the faith of our fathers, but his real purpose is to destroy
that faith, or at least to modify it to such an extent that it
is no longer the supernatural thing it once was. He comes
in the name of philosophy or psychology or anthropology,
and with sweet reasonableness urges us fo rethink our historic
position, fo be less rigid, more tolerant, more broadly
understanding.

He speaks in the sacred jargon of the schools, and many
of our half-educated evangelicals run to fawn on him. He
tosses academic degrees to the scrambling sons of the
prophets as Rockefeller used to toss dimes to the children
of the peasants. The evangelicals who, with some justifica-
tion, have been accused of lacking true scholarship, now grab
for these status symbols with shining eyes, and when they
get them they are scarcely able to believe their eyes. They
walk about in a kind of ecstatic unbelief, much as the soloist
of the neighborhood church choir might were she to be
invited to sing at La Scala.

For the true Christian the one supreme test for the present
soundness and ultirnate worth of everything religious must
be the place our Lord occupies in it. Is He Lord or symbol?
Is He in charge of the project or merely one of the crew?
Does He decide things or only help carry out the plans of
others? Ail religious activities, from the stmplest act of an
individual Christian to the ponderous and expensive opera-
tions of a whole denomination, may be proved by the answer
to the question, is Jesus Christ Lord in this act? Whether
our works prove to be wood, hay and stubble or gold and
silver and precious stones in that great day will depend upon
the right answer to that question.

What, then, are we to do? Each one of us must decide,
and there are at least three possible choices. One is to rise
up in shocked indignation and accuse me of irresponsible
reporting. Another is to nod general agreement with what
is written here but take comfort in the fact that there are
exceptions and we are among the exceptions. The other is
to go down in meek hurnility and confess that we have grieved
the Spirit and dishonored our Lord in failing to give Him
the place His Father has given Him as Head and Lord of
the Church.

Either the first or the second will but confirm the wrong.
The third if carried out 1o its conclusion can remove the curse.
The decisions lie with us. ®

VAn extract from an arnticle in The Best of A.W. Tozer, compiled by Warren
W. Wiersbe, Chrisrian Publications, Inc. Harrisburg, Pennsylvania.
Dr. Wiersbe writes: ‘This article first appeared in The Alliance Witness
on May 15, 1963, just iwo days after the death of Dr. Tozer. In a sense
it was his valedictory, for it expressed the concern of hix heart.’

Reprinted from Banner of Truth, Dec. [984.

Reprinted fram God Tells the Man Who Cares, by A. W. Tuzer, ©1970
by Christian Publications, Camp Hill, PA and used hy permission.

The 7th Ministers and Elders Conference spon-
sored by Banner of Truth will be held at Calvin
College, Grand Rapids, Michigan on May 28-31,
1985. The Conference theme is *‘The Office and
Work of the Holy Spirit.”” Speakers include Pastor
Walter J. Chantry, Dr. J. Richard deWitt, Dr.
Sinclair B. Ferguson, Pastor Albert N. Martin,
Rev. lain H. Murray, Pastor Ernest C. Reisinger,
and Dr. O. Palmer Robertson. For registration in-
formation contact the conference secretary,
Banner of Truth, P.O. Box 621, Carlisle, PA
17013.
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people think about nuclear weapons,'” showing them up ‘‘as
clumsy brutish things outwitted by a cheaper and more agile
adversary’’ (p. 46).

A Computer Revolution

**The mathematician John von Neumann played a leading
part in the development of nuclear weapons and an evet
larger part in the development of computers. He said in 1946
when both these developments were just beginning, that the
computers would be more important than the bombs. The
impact which computers have made upon civilian society has
already proved him right” (p. 51). Dyson sees new
developments promising **to prove him right in the military
sphere also,’” as “‘small cheap deviees with brains. . .over-
whelm big expensive vehicles’” — “*David against Goliath.”
Although some scientists might oppose scientific involvement
in weaponry, “*John von Neumnann was the most brilliant and
the most articulate of the scientists who consciously devoted
their talents to the improvement of weaponry in the cause
of freedom” {p. 53). *‘Freedom survived in England in 1940
because the technological Davids, the coasta] radars and the
fighter airplanes, were there when they were needed.”” *‘For
every scientist who believes with Einstein that modern
weapons in the hands of modern governments are an absolute
evil, there is another who believes with von Neumann that
modern weapons rightly used can help David to survive in
freedom in a world of Goliaths.*

Dyson cites the examples of some highly sophisticated and
inviting weapons that turned out to be impractical and
sometimes expensive failures and wonders whether the MX
program might turn out to be the same. In a chapter entitled
“‘Star Wars’’ he suggests that though space developments
may have a modest role to play, ‘‘Space forces, like air
forces, should be firmly harnessed to the strategic needs of
earthbound humanity”” {p. 72).

Sensible Shelters

Dyson was once invited to consult with Swiss officials on
their very extensive shelter program, His conclusion was that
their properly constructed shelters were, from a technical
standpoint, remarkably effective and that such a system ‘*has
a good chance of making the difference between the life and
the death of a society’ (p. 91) and offers ‘‘a better chance
of saving your life than any other weapon sysiem which you
could buy for the same money.’” He secs such shelters,
however as, in spite of their merits, practically unacceptable
to the American public because of their expense and politi-
cally inexpedient because our building them would be
interpreted as preparing for a nuclear attack on others.

Facing U.S.—Soviet Differences of Strategy

A ceniral part of the book deals with the experienees and
points of view of a wide variety of individuals and groups
of people such as soldiers, scientists and diplomats in the
complex subject of war strategy. Dyson sees both U.S. and
Russian current dependence on nuclear weaponry as a
mistake, He cites U.S. Lieutenant General Arthur Collins’
opinion that ““If we try to defend Europe with nuclear
weapons ., . . we are playing a game which the Soviet Union
knows how to win’* (p. 161). He thinks that ‘‘a non-nuclear
defense of NATO territory is feasible and affordable, Only
the addiction of our military and political leaders to nuclear
weapons deprived us of all incentive to build a defense system
that would really work’’ (p. 162). While *‘Woaorld War I was

the classic example of a war of stupor and mass destruction,””
*‘the carly blitzkrieg campaigns of Hitler were amazingly
nondestructive compared with the campaigns of World War
I.”* **The technological arms race. . .is moving away from
mass destruction toward weapons which give scope to brains
and initiative.”’

Our dealing with the Russians has been complicated by
differences of history and viewpoint. While we think of
deterrence from war by weapons development (*‘assured
destruction’’), they envision survival and uitimate victory
if war should come. While the Soviet strategy, reflecting
Russia’s past history as dramatized in Tolstoy’s monumental
War and Peace, has been based on development of a
“‘counterforce’ adequate to meet and overcome any atiack,
that of the U.S. for thirly years has stressed building weapons
for *‘assured destruction”™ and (somewhat contradictorily)
for a “‘limited nuclear war™ (p. 291). These U, S. concepts,
Dysan rejects, “‘assured destruction because it is immoral
and suicidal, limited nuciear war because it is illusory, and
both of them because they are incompatible with Sovict
concepts and, therefore, ineompatible with comprehensive
arms control agreements.”” The author’s own conclusion is
bluntly stated. “*If I were running the United States as an
absolute monarch, I would choose non-nuclear resistance as
my policy. It is risky, it is hopeful, and in my heart I know
that it is right. I would accept the risks of leaving the Soviet
Union as the only major nuclear power in the world. Fortu-
nately, T am not an absolute monarch and do not have to take
this responsibility”” {p. 292). Short of that, he would advocate
a policy of “‘live and let live.”

Canclusion: What Ground for Hope?

In a final chapter, **Tragedy is Not Qur Business,”” Mr.
Dyson, somewhat as in his earlier book, leaves the technical
and political fields behind and takes refuge in past history
and literature. He quoles extensively from Governor William
Bradford’s history of the early Plymouth colony and, after
a number of other such litcrary digressions, returns to
Bradford with the remark, ‘‘Many of us do not share Brad-
ford’s religious belief, but we can all share his pride and his
hope. Pride for what the old people have done, hope for what
the young people will do. The most important lesson which
comedy has to teach us is never to give up hope.”’

This extraordinarily well-written book sheds far more light
than this review can detail on the technical problems and
complexities of national defense in today’s world. Whether
or not one agrees with the author’s conclusions, it 1s a good
book to read to become better informed on the subject. He
tries to give a balanced treatment of the controversial
questions involved. He also makes it plain that his basic
perspective does not depend ultimately on technology but on
his faith. Unfertunately that is avowedly not the Christian
faith, but a secular faith which appears remarkably akin to
the humanistic wishful speculation of the {liberal) Protestant
and Catholic clerics with whom he evidently associates
himself in their peace movement. This faith is not ours, and
neither should its perspective be ours.

As a study of weaponry, Mr. Dyson’s book is very
informative, but as an assurance of hope (the other half of
his title) it is really without substance or ground. The real
bankrupicy of the hope becomes pathetically apparent when
he in his conclusion recemmends adopting William Brad-
ford’s confidence while explicitly rejecting the faith in God
which was its only ground! Something simitar happens in
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to bear an entire lifetime of reflection and insight upon the
life and writings of a man he loved dearly. After discussing
the life and times of Abraham Kuyper with great feeling and
insight in a way that at times reads like an intriguing novel,
Dr. Praamsma writes in the concluding chapter that **Kuyper
was a giant who straddled the 19th and 20th centuries. His
life bridged the closing of one era and the opening of another.
By his influence conservatism was conquered, liberalism
thwarted and socialism checked. Reformed theology was
renewed, honesty in the church was proclaimed, the con-
fession was honored and the Kingship of Christ was
professed.”’

In this quotation lies the key to the question why Dr.
Praamsma was so preoccupied with the life and work of
Abraham Kuyper. The reader must not forget, as he reads
these words about the great Calvinist, Abraham Kuyper, that
they are words quoted by a wman who had an intimate
knowledge of the church of the Reformation he loved so
much. Louis Praamsma was not blind to the personal fail-
ings of this great man nor was he ignorant of the short-
comings of the reformed comununity during Kuyper’s
lifetime. But these shoricomings paled in comparison to the
modemism and the naked unbelief which everywhere
manifested themselves in the reformed churches in The
Netherlands during the early years of Kuyper’s career when
Kuyper himself was still a modernist.

Louis Praamsma was s0 attracted to the writings of Kuyper
because Kuyper, more than anyone who came before him,
identified and fought the collective evils of conservatism,
liberalism and socialism which were eating away at the heart
of the confession of the people of God. Kuyper succeeded,
more than anyone else, in opening the meaning of the Scrip-
tures for the life of the ordinary man so that they sought,
with heart and soul, to proclaim the Lordship of Jesus Christ
in all of life. Those who think and say that Louis Praamsma
was a stuffy conservative never knew the man and his
writings and have failed miserably to understand the warmth
and genius of a man of God who was deeply under the
influence of the great Dutch Calvinist who dedicated his life
to one great goal: Let the people of God everywhere
acknowledge the Kingship of Christ. This also was the
lifelong quest of Louis Praamsma as he wrote and worked
among the sons and daughters of the Reformation.

In the opening chapter of his moving book on Abraham
Kuyper, Dr. Praamsma points out to his readers that *“the
19th century was in the first place a reaction against the
frightening aspect of the French Revolution. Yet at the same
time it carried the ideas of the French Revolution further.
It opened the door both to reaction and to liberalism, to
conservatistn and fo socialism, to ail manner of new
theologies and to a revival of the old one, to secularism and
to evangelism and to agnostic idealism. When Kuyper was
young he assimilated all the new ideas of his time. However,
when it pleased God to convert him, He used all the
remarkable powers of Kuyper’s mind to renew the Duich
Reformed Church and to liberate the people of God in The
Netherlands, together with their children, from a house of
bondage. In his activities in both church and state the cry
of Kuyper’s heart was: ‘Let Christ be King!" ™

When Kuyper appeared on the Dutch scene the belief in
the sovereignty of man was proclaimed from many reformed
pulpits and the gold of the great Reformation had grown dim.
But for the converted Abraham Kuyper the pivotal turning-
point in history became the ascension of Christ and the

revelation of how God’s grace wrestled throughout history
against the consequences of sin. Kuyper once again empha-
sized the ‘“Calvinistic character of the nation and appealed
without apology to the energy, fearlessness and faith of the
Reformation era.’” As Dr. Praamsma points out in his book,
““When Kuyper died, free Christian schools were to be found
from north to south, Believers were applying Christian
principles in their homes, churches and associations. Chris-
tian men of science were demonstrating that belief in the Bible
was not antiquated but up-to-date. The face of the country
had been renewed.”’

Once again we ask the question what it was about Abraham
Kuyper that intrigued Louis Praamsma to the point that he
began his professional life by writing about this great Chris-
tian statesman and forty years later concluded his life by again
writing on Kuyper for an English-speaking audience. For
a complete answer to this question the readers will have to
turn to Praamsma’s new book. For it is in this book, more
thap any other book, that the author pours out his own heart
and his own soul and reveals, time and again, that the cry
of his own life was also: *‘Let Christ be King in home, church
and school. Let the people of God above everything else
remain faithful to the Word of God and to the confessions
as these have been articulated by the faithful throughout the
ages.”’

As one reads the many books as well as the numerous
articles that Dr. Praamsma wrote on a very wide range of
subjects, one is struck by one recurring theme: ‘‘People of
God, for Christ’s sake, be true to your eonfession!’ This
theme surfaces time and time again in every book and every
article that Dr. Praamsma wrote.

In his magnum opus (great work), which has already
appeared in four double volumes in Dntch under the title,
De kerk van alle tijden, and which will appear in English
in eight* volumes, the organizational principle is once again
the author’s overriding concern to point out to the people
of God the history of obedience and disobedience of the
church througheout the ages. The underlying warning is
always there: Be true to your confession. In this great work,
Dr. Praamsma conclusively demonstrates that in our age
there are no new heresies, only variations on heresies that
are often as old as the church of Jesus Christ herself. His
extensive knowledge of the history of the church reinforced
the biblical emphasis for him that only Jesus Christ can pre-
serve His church, In the face of countless attacks made by
satan upon the church, there is only one hope, one future
for the church: Jesus Christ her Lord!

Dr. Praamsma has no patience in his books and articles
with those who live out of the pretense that they possess
within themselves the power to establish God's Kingdom on
earth, here and now. They have no humility and deny the
power of satan. The number of those who believe that they
can bring salvation to mankind is legion. But the road on
which they take the Church of Jesus Christ is a road that
leads to death. There is no hope in this modern century for
those who seek their salvation outside of Jesus Christ. For
this reason, and in the face of great personal opposition, Dr.
Praamsma persisted throughout his life in pointing his
listeners to the indispensable need of remaining true to the
reformed confessions.

Before he left The Netherlands, Dr. Praamsma was already
criticized severely by liberal colleagues and professors at
various theological schools whom he dared to criticize. The
work of these people undermined ihe confession of the people
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of God and this hurt him deeply, In Canada also, his work
was not always appreciated. Upon his return from the Free
University in The Netherlands and after having assumed a
teaching position at the Institute for Christian Studies in
Toronto, Henk Hart in the book, Out of Concern for the
Church wrote: **At best it (such a faith) halts at the sterile
doctrinal infighting and heritage-preserving leadership of a
Dr. Louis Praamsma, whose range of problematics, char-
acteristically, is largely confined to the Christian Reformed
Church. This kind of Christianity can only be practiced
behind church walls. On weekdays its people serve either
the free enterprise conservative capitalist establishment or
the liberal-socialist hypocrisy in the democratic West.”” Why
this biiter, public aitack upon a man whose reformed life and
actions were unassailable by a young upstart who had just
returned from The Netherlands and the ink on whose disser-
tation was still wet? The terrible irony of these words is that
today, fifteen years later, we know the extent to which Henk
Hart has himself refined the art of sterile infighting within
the ICS, the downtown Toronto Christian schools, and St.
Matthew’s in the Basement, thereby frustrating the work of
Jesus Christ in this world.

What Dr. Praamsma writes of Kuyper in the concluding
chapter of Let Christ Be King, can also be said of Louis
Praamsma himself: *‘He (Kuyper) did not bow his knee 0
the baals of his time, whether in the form of scientism,
mammonism, evolutionism or culturalism. He fought for a
free church, a free Christian school, a free university, a free
Christian labor movement and a free Christian political
party... He respected the laws of history, recognized
different Christian communities and acknowledged the
pluraformity of churches. Yet he always drew the line when
he sensed that people were not being true to their sacred
commitments (emphasis added). In 1914 Kuyper wrote to the
board of the Free University: ‘If your association should
decide to accept a. .. teacher, an instructor, who would
definitely deviate from the confession, rest assured that in
such a case I would cut off every connection and contact with
the Free University, and I would do so publicly.’ ** When
the Henk Harts of this world understand this sentiment, they
will begin to understand the Louis Praamsmas of this world.
The Kuypers and Praamsmas will tolerate much but they will
not stand idly by while the reformed confessions are being
trampled upon.

What was said of Abraham Kuyper may now be said of
Louis Praamsma, *‘He spoke the truth even when this meant
estrangement from people he would have preferred as his
friends. He could be very tolerant but drew the line when
he sensed that people were not being true to their sacred com-
mitments,”” For this reason he spent much of his life speak-
ing out against men such as Jan Lever, H.M. Kuitert, H.
Wiersinga, Augustine, Koole and many other Dutch leaders
who played fast and loose with the Scriptures and the re-
formed confessions, leading young people under their
stewardship to the abyss of unbelief.

During his lifetime Dr. Praamsma was an oulspoken advo-
cate of Christian schools and Christian organizations. Already
in 1959 when he addressed the Al Ontario School Rally heid
in Hamilton, he cautioned his listeners not to fall into the
trap of conformity to the world but to establish distinctive
Christian schools so that covenant children might be given
an education which would teach them to acknowledge the
Lordship of Jesus Christ, And Louis Praamsma was inti-
mately acquainied with the writings and labors of men such
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as Vollenhoven, Dooyeweerd, Van Riessen, Popma,
Zuidema, Runner, and a host of others involved in the
reformation of the sciences. And without exception he had
a deep admiration and respect for all these men insofar as
they were faithful to their reformed ‘“‘beginnings.’”” As a
historian he was better acquainted than most with the history
of the Society for Calvinistic Philesophy, with its strengths
and its weaknesses. And the influences and the insights of
these men are everywhere present in his own work.

It is not true, as the mythmakers are already begining to
suggest, that Dr. Praamsma disassociated himself from
the ARSS/AACS because he was not free from *“‘the inci-
pient, Kuyperian dualism as it came to expression in the
doctrine of common grace.”’ (See Bernard Zylstra’s article
in the January 4, 1985 issue of Calvinist Contact.) Before
the myth is elevated to the status of historical fact, the
mythmakers would do well to read that chapter of the book,
Let Christ Be King, which is entitled *‘The Two Graces.™’
Even a superficial reading of this chapter will quickly dispel
the unfounded notion that the reason that Dr. Praamsma did
not associate himself with the AACS in its early years was
because of some dualism he had inherited from Abraham
Kuyper. He had better reasons than that to exercise caution.
And a good number of those reasons can still be found in
the book authored by AACS staff members entitled: Out of
Concern for the Church, as well as its sequel: Will All the
King's Men.

No, if it already becomes necessary to talk pubiicly about
why Dr. Praamgma did not associate himself closely with
the ARSS/AACS during the years that John Olthuis and
James Olthuis and Hendrik Hart and Arnold de Graaf joined
the staff, the reader would do well to consult those articles
which Dr. Praamsma himself wrote on the subject at that
time. And those articles are readily available. In an article
written in 1967 in which he congratulated the Institute for
Christian Studies on its opening he wrote: *‘Let me say from
the start that I sympathize essentiaily with the ideals of the
ARSS; that it is my sincere wish that God will bless this Asso-
ciation for the advancement of Chrisitan scholarship; that
I am convinced of the deplorable, almost chaotic situation
on the campuses of most of our universities where a lack
of sound Christian leadership is more than evident; and that
I share the hope of the ARSS that it will turn the tide. There
should be no misunderstanding among us concerning our
commitment to the Reformed {Calvinistic) view of world and
life, and I would like to stress the R of the ARSS.”"

It is true that Dr. Praamsma did not enthusiasticalty endorse
the work of the ARSS/AACS during the years that the young
graduates from the Free University rose to positions of
leadership and soon published such writings as Out of
Concern for the Church. For some of us it was extremely
difficult at that time to understand his caution. What we could
not see then, Dr. Praamsma, with the keen eye of an historian
had already begun to detect: faithlessness to our beginnings.
Many who lacked his depth of insight and perception then,
can certainly tell today.

Dr. Praamsma was critical of the Institute for Christian
Studies for the same reasou that he was critical of the Free
University of Amsterdam: those placed in positions of leader-
ship were being unfaithful to their “*beginnings,” to the task
and mandate to which they had been appointed. And like
Abraham Kuyper, Louis Praamsma raised his voice in protest
against this faithlessness. *“If your association (i.e. the Free
University) should decide to accept an instructor who would



definitely deviate from the confession,’’ Kuyper wrote a few
years before his death, *‘rest assured that in such a case I
would cut off every connection and contact with the Free
University, and I would do so publicly.”” On this crucial issue
of faithfulness to the confessions both Kuyper and Praamsma
were men who could not be moved. It was not for naught
that it was said at his funeral that Louis Praamsma during
his life was a man of beslistheid, belijndheid, and beli-
Jdenisvastheid. He feared and heonored God more than his
fellow man.

How it hurt Louis Praamsma as he watched his worst fears
become reality, especially during the last years of his life.
A dark shadow descended upon the bright hopes he heid for
the reformed community in North America and its Kuyperian
inheritance, as the Institote for Christian Studies gradually
became a house divided against itself. Its energies became
absorbed fighting about issues that should have constituted
common ground. Reformed professors at the Institute began
to advocate the ideas of their liberal colleagues at the Free
University of Amsterdam. A lengthy, divisive, acrimonious
debate preceeded Arnold de Graaf’s dismissal in 1980. The
unthinkable, from a confessional point of view, became the
substance of prolonged debate. Man began to decide over
life and death. Abortion became permissible, the liberation
theology of Jirgen Moltmann and others made its inroads
into the classroom, the “*distinction’ of referring to God as
a female on national television for the first time in the history
of Canada went to an institute professor, homosexual
marriages were seriously discussed as a pastoral solution to
homosexual problems and the Institute’s professor of
Theology and Ethics became a confessing member of the
most liberal church community in the land, the United
Church of Canada. What was already present in seed form
in the late sixtics now began to manifest itself with a
vengeance. The Institute for Christian Studies was no longer
true to its confession.

But a lifetime of functioning as a prophet had taken its toll.
Louis Praamsma’s heart began to weaken. He no longer
possessed the psychic and nervous energy needed to wage
the battle. He resigned himself to the eomforting knowledge
that not he, but Jesus Christ, would preserve His church —
against the gates of hell if necessary,

He turned once again to his books. He reached into the
very depth of his heart and once again wrote with great
feeling the story (history) of Christ and His bride. Once more
he demonstrated from the pages of history that only a church
which is faithful to its ‘‘beginnings’’ can withstand the
terrible onslaught of satan in this world. Only they who
endure to the end shall be saved. Christ! not man, is our
salvation. Ask and it shall be given. If only the people of
God would be obedient to His Word.

But confession, of and in itself, is not enough. Faith
without works is dead. So Louis Praamsina marshalled all
his great insight and energies one last time. No one, except
perhaps his wife, will ever know the toll this work took upon
his health. He could have spent the last years of retirement
reading mystery novels while others did the work. But
circumstances did not permit it.

For what was to be the last tine, he tock up his pen. In
the most dramatic way he knew how, he combined confession
and Christian living. He wrote a book on the life and times
of Abraham Kuyper and let the jubilant cry go forth with
power fromn his lips for one last time: Let Christ be King.
Confess it! Live it!

Louis Praamsma is dead, yet he shall live. May God
comfort those who mourn. The legacy he has left us in his
books is invaluable.

It has been said that as lcaders of the older generation are
departing to be with their Lord, there are nc new leaders
to take their place. That is a great tragedy, but a tragedy that
has been brought about by an inability among potential
leaders to generate among God’s people a sense of trust and
confidence. The greatest tragedy of our time is that the
younger lcaders have been unwilling to learn from the ofd.
Indecision, uncertainty and equivocation as well as an unwill-
ingness or inability to stand on principle and suffer the
consequences, has characterized the words and actions of
potential leaders. There is a debilitating unwillingness to
place principle above friendship. Thix is the hard but crucial
lesson our young potential leaders have failed to learn from
their elders.

The hour is late, the time is short. Yet we may work while
it is stili day. More than ever the church of Jesus Christ needs
leaders like Louis Praamsma whose first love for Him
bloomed during their childhood years, and blossoms still.

There is hope! Yes, thank God, there is still hope. We find
that hope firinly confessed in the concluding chapter of The
Church in the Twentieth Century, where Louis Praamsma
writes: *‘Time has not yet run out, and the Church of Christ
may continue to build on the unchangeable promises of God.
We have the promise that ‘this gospel of the kingdom’ will
be preached in the whole world. We have the promise that
the gates of Hades will not prevail against the Church. And
finally we have the promise that the believers, even when
others faint with fear and foreboding because of what is
coming over the world, may look up and raise their heads
because their redemption is drawing near. Yes, the Kingdom
will certainly come!™’

For Louis Praamsma, servant of the Most High, it already
has. ®

*Volume 7 is already in print under the title: The Church in the Twentieth
Century. Paideia Press, 1981

Louis Praamsmma was bomn in Amsterdam, The Netherfands, in 1910 and
emigrated to Canada in 1958, He studied at de Christelijke Kweekschool,
Srieek, het Gymnasium, Sneek, and de Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam {B.D.,
1934, Th.D., 1945). In 1935 he was ordained as a minister in GKN and
served as pastor af Miewalda GKN (1935-1944); Stadskanaal GKN
(1944-1949); Groningen GEN (1948-1958); First CRC of Toronto, Ontario
{{958-1962}; Fruitland CRC, Oniario (1963-1972) and Collingwood CRC,
Ontario (1972-1974). He was emeritated in 974, He was a teacher in Church
History at de Gereformeerde Kweekschool voor Onderwijzers, Groningen
(1952-1958). He was Professor of Historical Theology at Calvin Theological
Seminary (1962-1963). In The Netherlands he served on séveral synodical
committees of de GKN. The synodical commitiees af the CRC on which ke
has served include *‘Infallibility and inspiration in the Light of Scripture
and the Creeds, " *'Ecumenicity and the World Council, " and " 'Synodical
fnterim Committee. ”* He was editor of Groininger Kerkbode (/957-71958).

The greatest tragedy of our time is that the younger
leaders have been unwilling to learn from the old.
Indecision, uncertainty and eguivocation as well as an
unwillingness or inability to stand on principle and
suffer the consequences, has characterized the words
and actions of potential leaders. There is a debilitating
unwillingness to place principle above friendship.
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It is the same (God who will give complete salvation from
sin. The One Who prays for his people is greater than
Hezekiah!

A Prayer in lliness

In the second passage listed at the top of this lesson,
Hezekiah prays in the midst of very serious sickness. This
is a4 very moving passage, but also a difficult one. The
occasion is ¢lear, Isaiah the prophet is commissioned to go
to the king to teil him that he will not recover — that he is
going to die. What a painful message he is called to convey
to this man of God who is deathly sick. Will this message
now so upset him that he loses the will to live. Or would
the will to live now be sin? Besides all this, consider that
this word of the ‘‘unchangeable’’ God does not go into effect,
but that He “*changes’” His mind! These are some of the great
difficult matters which face us in this passage.

Because Hezekiah will not recover from this illness, he
must set his house in order. He must regulate and make his
final arrangements for all the things which pertain to his
house and property. How do you do that? There is evidently
still time to do this. He also had a mind able to do this. But,
what distressing news to hear in the prime of life! It is thought
that Hezekiah was about 35 or 36 vears old at this time —
cut off in the midst of his days!

What is the proper reaction to this news? Should he just
say: The Lord who does not change has spoken and,
therefore, His will be done? I think this would be a proper
answer, but, it is not the answer or the reaction of Hezekiah.
He turns himself to the wall and prays. Why pray when the
judgment has already been made? A question which often
rises in the hearts of God’s people is, ‘' Does prayer really
change things?’” Surely, no one will come to the conclusion
that Hezekiah is not submissive to the will of God! The
question is: How are we fo deal with the God Who hears
and answers prayer? Does Hezekiah now have sufficient
excuse to cease from praying? Has the time come to stop
praying when the prophet has brought this word?

The content of his prayer sounds sirange to us. Hezekiah
asks God to remember how he has lived before Him, ‘‘in
truth and with an undivided heart.”” He has done that which
was good in the sight of the Lord. Is he here basing his prayer
for restoration on his own goodness? Tt may sound that way.
However, Nehemiah also prays virtually these same words
again and again and they find favor in the sight of Ged. Has
God not promised long life to those who walk before Him
according to His law? (Proverbs 10:27) Here, too, he bases
his petition on God’s word, on His promise. It is always a
mystery to the people of God when the wicked live a long
life (See Psalm 73). But why must a man such as Hezekiah,
a God-fearing king, be cut off right in the midst of his life?
That is the content of his prayer. And, we read, Hezekiah
““wept sore.”” Is he afraid to die? That conclusion does not
follow from his weeping. We must realize that life is sweet
for the believer. Neither was the outlook on eternal life as
clear then as it was made later in the New Testament.

Recovery!

The sequel is amazing. While Hezekiah prays and Isaiah
has not left the royal property, the prophet is told to go back
to Hezekiah with not only a different message, but one that
was the very opposite of what he had been given before. What
a glorious message it was. This ‘‘sick visitor’” must telt

Hezekiah that his prayer has been heard and that his tears
have been noted. Isaiah must go to **the prince of my people”
with the words of **Jehovah, the God of David thy father.”’
Not only is his prayer heard, it is answered in a way beyond
anything he would have dreamt. “‘I will heal thee,”” says
God! In the days when medical science knew little concern-
ing the human body, God would heal him. He is the only
One who can heal. To show that the cure is miraculous, he
is alsc assured that he will go up to the temple on the third
day. The man who was deathly sick will in 72 hours be well
enough to go up to the house of God. The promise assumes
that Hezekiah will want to go there to bring his thanks for
restoration.

The answer to his prayer now becomes very specific. Isaiah
must tell him that the Lord will add fifteen years to his life!
Has anyone else ever lived who could walk in the assurance
that he would live another fifteen years? He will not be an
old man when these fifteen years are completed, but he will
certainly live to an age which is above average for his time.

Besides his bodily restoration the Lord also informs him
that he will be delivered out of the hand of the king of
Assyria. His fifteen years will not be spent as a captive in
Assyria!l The God to Whom he prays is able to prolong his
life and is also able to defeat world-powers. He is the God
to Whom His people pray.

Hezekiah has seen correctly. God will defend Jerusalem
““for mine own sake” and for my servant David’s sake. The
promise which He has once made shall stand throughout the
generations. This God is our God forever!

Questions for discussion:

1. What do yeou think of the ‘‘dramatic’” way in which
Hezekiah spreads the letter of the king of Assyria before
God? Is this example to teach us to entrust all our needs
to Him and hide nothing?

2. Is there a difference between the adoration of God and
thanks to God in prayer?

3. Is it wise for us to allude to various attributes of God
in our prayers? Why does Jesus tell us to use the simple
address: Father?

4. How well must we know the word of God in order to
be able to base our petitions on His word?

5. God does not change (Mal. 3:6; I Sam. 15:29; cf. 11).
How then must we understand the one word of God to
Hezekiah that he will dic and the other that he will live?
Can we understand this difference?

6. May we ever think of the unchangeableness of God as
though He were unfeeling?

7. Is there a conflict between Hezekiah's prayer after he
has been told he will die and Paul’s decision-not to pray
anymore concerning his thorn in the flesh (2 Cor. 12:8
ff.)?

THE PRAYER OF DANIEL

Lesson 14 Daniel 9:2-19

Daniel ranks amoeng the greatest heroes of Old Testament
times. While he was still very young he stood head and
shoulders above the other Jews found in Babylon. He was
heroic in the stand which he took against the commandment
of the Babylonian king regarding the food which he and his
friends were to eat. He would not “*defile himself with the
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king’s dainties’” and thereby sin against the law of his God
conceming clean and unciean food. Again, although he knew
the edict which had gone out thai no one was allowed to pray
to any god for a certain time, he prayed to the Lord his God
as he had done before. Neither did he do this in secret; with
his windows open to Jerusalem, so that anyone could see
him, he prayed. He would not permit his religious practices
and convictions to be compromised by those who were out
to entrap him. Regardless of threatened consequences, he
felt safe only in obedience to his God.

Prompted by a Scripture

Daniel’s lengthy prayer in the ninth chapter of his book
is an example of confession and intercession which has
seldom been equaled. This prayer is occasioned by the fact
that Jeremiah had spoken of 70 years of captivity for the
people of God. The end of their captivity would be closely
connected with the fall of Babylon, the country which had
taken Judah captive. Daniel studied the prophecy of Jercrmah,
and many of the expressions used in this book remind one
of the style of Jeremiah. He refers especially to chapters 25
and 29 of Jeremiah’s prophecy. Babylon has failen. Darius
the Mede is on the throne. Persia has conquered Babylon.
It had seemed for a long time that this kingdom of Babylon
would continue for ages because of its strength. However,
the strength of the nations is a fleeting thing. Since Babylon
is fallen, is the redemption of Israel from this captivity now
coming near? Perhaps the rest of the people have not taken
note of Jeremiah’s words or understood the time when Judah
would go back to its own land. This prophet, Daniel, sees
the implications of the words which God spoke through
Jeremiah, and he now begins to plead for his people. The
prophet is fully aware of his duties. He will speak the word
of God when he is called to do so and he will also intercede
for his people us a true priest of God. Such leaders God's
people need!

Addressing God

The prayer which Daniel utters in this chapter is not a
liturgical prayer, as some have thought, but it is an intensely
personal prayer which he prays for the whole people. This
is not a contradiction in terms. He feels himself one with
the people of Judah and with her kings. He pours out his
heart in this prayer. It gives us a glimpse of the true spiritual
life of a devout child of God. He begins in all humility. Even
though he is a great man in the kingdom of Darius, as he
also was in the kingdom of Babylon, before the face of God
everyone is simply a sinner. He calls on his God in prayer
“‘with sackcloth and ashes.”’ These often in Scripture denote
an attitude of deep humility. Thus Danie! addresses God.

God is now spoken of in the highest and most endearing
terms. He is the covenant God. It is important that God’s
people realize that they come to God Who has given His
promises to His people and that these promises shall always
stand. No other people know of a god such as Jehovah. But,
He is also the great and dreadful God. He is awesome in
His power. However, He is the One Who keeps covenant
and loving-kindness with all those who love Him and keep
His commandments.

Penitence

This, however, is the difficulty. Why should this God listen
to the prayer of Daniel or any of these people? They have
not kept His commandments? They have done the opposite.
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Although it is the purpose of Daniel to pray for the release
of the people of Judah from the bondage of their captors,
he must first make confession. The sin of the people was
the reasen they had been led into captivity. They had not
repenied of their sins. They had often bemoaned the state
in which they found themselves now, but they didn’t come
to the conclusion that it was their own fault. Daniel says,
“‘we have sinned.’” He completely identifics himself with
the pcople of God. They have dealt perversely and have done
wickedly. They have rebelled and have turned away from
the commandments which their God had given them to kcep.
God had sent His prophets again and again to inform the
people of their sin and the danger of their ways but we didn’t
listen to them. They had not listened to the Lord Himself
when He warned them.

The prophet now draws a clear contrast between the God
against whom they have sinned and His people. To God
belongs righteousness. All that He does is righteous. Men
must confess that! They must confess that even when they
do not understand! On the other hand, to the people belongs
confusion of face, utter shame! This is true of all the people.
They ought to be ashamed of the fact that their God had to
send them into this captivity! Shame belongs to them as long
as that captivity continues! He has scattered them out of their
own land. They have been sent to Babylon and to various
other nations. All Israel, the northern kingdom as well as
Judzh, is guilty of the sins which Daniel confesses. Had there
only been this spirit of confession years ago — how different
would have been the history of His people! They have
trespassed against their God. They are guilty of treason!
Unless God shows lovingkindness, there will be no hope for
Judah.

Daniel reiterates his confession in verse 8. It is now evident
that this shame belongs not only to the common people, but
also to their leaders. They must also come ashamediy before
their God. Kings and princes and the fathers must all humble
themselves under His mighty hand. A man’s station in this
life or in this world is of no use to him when he appears
before God!

The situation of his people and the reason for their captivity
do not fill the heart of Daniel with hopelessness. To the Lord
our God belong mercies and forgiveness, even though we
have rebelled against Him. The nature and character of God
give hope. The situation of the people is bleak. Looking
at them now or in the past would smother all hope, but with
the Lord are mercies and forgiveness! And this people
desperately need these! They have to live on the mercies and
the forgiving spirit of God. The people have rebelled and
do not deserve His favor. They have not obeyed the voice
of their God which came to them through the prophets. They
have gone their own way. This has cost them their freedom
and their prosperity. When will this people learn that the law
of their God is for their profit? When will they learn that
their life is only to be found in their obedience to the
commandments which He has given? Daniel prays for them

We apologize to our readers for two especially
annoying errors in our February issue. The printer
transposed pages 8 and 16 and misprinted our
cover announcements.
















