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Editorials . . .
AHEAD

With Confidence

A satire on that familiar piece of doggerel,
“Little Bo-Peep,” has a section where the
comic treats the phrase, “they [the sheep]
will return, wagging their tails behind them.”
ITe asks in mock horror, “And where do
you supposc they might be wagging their
tuils? In front of them?” In a similar vein,
one might ask where else we can go as an
old year dies and a new year is born —
“Backward?”

If the appeal to press on were aimed at
young people in general, just-any-old young
people, the sarcasin might be to the point.
As far as mere natural existence is concerned,
none of us can do anything else hut go for-
ward into the year of our Lord, nineteen
hundred and sixty-three. A decper matter
is our concern. As regards the year stretch-
ing out before us, alternatives present them-
selves to us. Shall we luboriously use the
days or shall we idly pass through themn?
Shall we live them out, impelled by the
single motive of love for the Lord, com-
pelled by the knowledge that we muke,
every day, our entrance and exit coram Deo,
in the presence of God, or shall we walk
the weurisome treadmill of doing much but
accomplishing nothing? More specifically,
the issue touches upon our past instruction
in the Word of God. Do we hold it dear or
shall we search out pleasure above God-
liness, frivolity above study, and self above
God? In a word. shall we go forward or
backward?

Even to stund still, to rest content with
our spiritual acquirements of love and truth
and humility is to retrogress. The alterna-
tives are either-or: press on, strive with all
your might, or fall back. Paul expresses this
insistent appeal to go forward in terms of
his own life. “This one thing I do, forget-
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ting those things which are behind, and
reaching forth unto those things which are
before, T press toward the mark for the prize
of the high calling of God in Jesus Christ”
(Philippians 3:13, 14). Constrained to press
on, we cannot yield to cheers or jeers from
multitudes of men. The world is filled with
men whose attitude towards the truth of
Scripture is that of dilettantes. In high-
flung phrases they exhort all to dabble in
the Word with them. Progressive as it may
seem, yielding to such pressures drags us
back. “Little children,” says John, “it is
the last time: and as ye have heard that
antichrist shall come, c¢ven now are therce
many antichrists; whereby we know that it is
the last time”™ (1 John 2:18). They who
would blunt the sword of truth, they who
would remove the offense from the gos-
pel, would hold us back. The “last time”
is not a time to dabble in or to minimize the
Word, but a time to ceasclessly press on in
knowledge, love, and confession of the truth.
Must it be said? This does not bid pleasant
dreams to the man at ease in Zion. We re-
pudiate with vigor the self-content, the
movers-of-the-tongue-only, those with pat
answers to cvery troublesome circumstance
but without the full zeal of lifc¢ as well as
lip. But fluil as the theological dilettante
may against these windmills, we neither
may nor can ntter any other confession than
that which God Himself has taught us.
One for whom God’s truth is a living,
life-giving thing soon comes to realize that
the future has a menacing appearance,
Against the inclination of a youth to regard
what lies ahcad as a limb of fruit ripe for
his picking, the facts of spiritual life oppose
themselves. Constant rebuffs, frequent jibes,
and the seeming scarcity of those who are
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“set for the defense of the gospel” often
foster a debilitating cynicisin and hitterness.
Whether this cvnicism be directed outwards
or inwards makes little difference; its effect
is a limping advance and, inevitably, a
destructive backsliding. If the truth, that
is, Jesus Christ, is seen only as a set of rules
which forbids those deeds and thoughts
which men find most pleasurable or if it is
viewed as a mere set of dogmatic proposi-
tions which can bhe altered or ignored to
suit the fickle temperament of the times and

not as the truth which sets us gloriously free,
our advance and, thus, we omnselves are in
peril.

Confidence ought to characterize us, con-
fidence that God’s favor rests upon the man
who buys the truth and sells it not, confi-
dence that God prospers the way of a right-
cous life. And what is this, other than
living by faith in God’s promise, in oppo-
sition to living by the dictates of the sight
of the world’s changing fashions?

D. . E.

FROM THE PASTOR’S STUDY

A Sobexr Sixty-t/z ree

REV. G. VAN BAREN

I Thessalonians 3:8: “But let us, who are
of the day, be sober, putting on the breast-
plate of faith and love; and for an helmet,
the hope of salvation.”

The dawn of another year has crept npon
us. Suddenly 62 is gone and ‘63 is here.
It is a customary procedure in this country
(and 1 presume in others ulso) to “drink
out the old and drink in the new.” It is that
devilish practice which calls to mind the
Scriptural injunction: be sober. The en-
trance into &4 new year requires a sober
reflection as well as a sober evaluation of
the days ahead. Such sobricty requires not
simply abstinence from alcoholic intoxicants,
but above all, a separation from worldly,
godless corruptions which dull the senses
and seek to blind the eve of faith.

There is today a spiritual drunkenness
evident the like of which has not been since
the days of the flood. That can be seen
both in the attitude of man generally to-
wards God’s Word us well as his preoccupa-
tion with earthly things. He is intoxicated
with his science: with his discoveries in
medicine, in space, etc.  Frantically he
searches and investigates — in order to make
of this earth a better place in which to live.

Two

Spiritnal intoxication is evident in his
attitude toward God. Stated simiply, man
absolutely refuses to acknowledge God and
turns rather to atheism.. Sccondly, he has
his heart set upon that which is earthly. His
concern appears to be the “casy life” in
which he can enjoy the pleasures of ease
and entertainment to their fullest extent.
ITis drunkenness is apparent in that to the
eves of this man all things are distorted as
far as their true value is concerned.

Such spiritual intovication cun casily beset
vou too as young people. Beware of it this
coming year. How do you decide upon your
life’s occupation? Do you use a distorted
sense of values: how much money does it
pay? what hours must I work? how much
prestige does it gain? One hegins to won-
der when he looks at our own seminary, for
instance. Two men are being trained there.
To the best of my knowledge, only two
others have presently made definite plans to
attend — and onc of those is a school
teacher with a family to support. \Where
arc the others? True: our life’s calling can
be in many other vocations. But the propor-
tion of men desiring to enter the ministry
to those entering other occupations seems
wrong. And what of the entertainment we

BEACON LIGHTS



desire? What standards do we use in seek-
ing life’s partner? Young people, a proper
spiritual sobriety is required in all this.

Spiritual sobriety for '63 requires three
things. First of all, one must know himself.
He must see and acknowledge that he pos-
sesses a sinful nature — a nature totally cor-
rupt, unable to do any good. He is borm a
spiritual drunkard; he can not deliver him-
self from the bondage of sin. His deliv-
erance, then, can never come of himself
but rather only of his Savior Jesus Christ.

Secondly, proper sobricty is that which
knows the world in which one lives —
knows it in the sense that one recognizes it
for what it is. Oue then does not admire
this world or seek to join it, but sces its
corruption, its godlessness.

Finally, in true sobriety one recognizes
rightly his relationship to this world. The
child of God does nat simply join up with
that world, nor adopt and live by its stand-
ards. Rather, because he is a citizen of the
kingdom of heaven, hie lives here as a pil-
grim and stranger.

And you, young people, are you sober?

One who is sober, recognizes the indu-
bitable fact that protection is needed during
this coming year as in the past. There is
armor he must have on. We live in an age
in which military preparation has become a
necessity. The leaders of the country, aware
of the dangers threatening, have cquipped
the armed forces of the country with offen-
sive and defensive weapons.  Fact is, they
would be grossly negligent were they to do
otherwise. But the child of God, living in
this unsettled world, is principally con-
cerned with spiritual equipment he needs to
endure. There is the need thal he be spir-
itually prepared to face the forces of dark-
ness.

One is equipped when he puts on the
breastplate and the helmet. Both are weap-
ons of defense. They preserve onc against
the attacks of the world. The breastplate,
covering both chest and back, would protect
the vital orguns — particolarly the heart.
The helmet serves as a defense for the head
— the physical control-center for the body.

Our breustplate for this new year is faith
and love. Faith is that bond which unites
us with Christ so that we are made consci-
ous partakers of all His bencfits, Iaith
clings to Christ and to His glorious prom-
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ise. By it we are so united to Christ that
His power both defends and preserves us.
When we stand in Christ’s strength, there
is no one and nothing that can reach our
heart: the life of Christ in us.

The second part of this breastplate is
love. It is listed after faith because it is
through faith that we come to a knowledge
of this wondrous attribute of God. It is the
love of the Triune God. According to it,
God cternally reioices in the perfectness of
His chosen people. By that love, God has
elected unto Himself a particular people in
Jesus Christ. By it, He has sent His only-
begotten Son to die on Calvary. In it, He
preserves and keeps His people till finally
He brings them to glory. That God loves us
means that all His power (hence, all power)
defends us in this world. The child of God,
conscious of that love, has nothing to fear.
Put on that breastplate in "83. It is our
only possible defense.

Also, we need that helmet: the hope of
salvation. Hope is that which looks for
final deliverance. It is that spiritual char-
acteristic within the child of God whereby
he knows assuredly that he will be taken
from this vale of tears and brought to glory.
It is the longing to be delivered. Hope an-
ticipates the glory that shall be, and expects
it without any doubt or question at all.
That hope of salvation is the helmet which
protects the head. It dirccts our thoughts
heavenward. It turns our eyes, our will, our
desires away from this ecarth. Were that
hope not present, there would be nothing
to distinguish us from the world. Now
there is. We walk in the hope of salvation
— the world docs not. That hope is our
incentive — the drunken world has no in-
centive, You will need also that helmet this
year.

Basically, this armor includes all the rest
(Eph. 6). Both offensive and defensive
weapons are not of us but of God. He pro-
vides them all. Our position, then is not
one of weakness in this world, but one of
strength.

Put on that armor of God. You can not
be without it this year. The command to
put on this armor is an injunction given to
the Christian. Natural man does not want
to put on this armor — nor would he be able
to. One could as profitably tell a dead per-
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son to clothe himself as to tell the dead
sinner to put on the armor of God.

But our text speaks to those of the day,
hence, to children of God. Those of the
day are those who already enjoy the light —
they are regenerated children of God. They
already possess principally the henefits of
the day. Although they still live in the
sphere of darkness, in this world, neverthe-
less these are living children of God. They
are of the day though darkness surrounds
them. These both can and do put on this
armor by God's grace.

You confess yourself also to be of the day?
You are not merely in a church, but you
believe you are a living member of the body
of Christ? Such is one who is of the day.
Then it is impossible that you should desire

to walk in darkness; in drunkenness. One of
the day walks in the light — he is sober.
And in that sobriety he consciously puts on,
day after day, the armor of God. He finds
his defcense not in self, but in the power of
the Almighty God.

We live in the last days. Man has be-
come intoxicated with pleasure — and he
seeks to find it all about him. He is drunken
with lusts; with earthly things. And this
siluation grows worse every day. Be sober.
Amid the mad search for earthly “happi-
ness,” look rather for the final coming of
the eternal and heavenly day. One who is
sober understands that that day is at hand.
One who is sober, is so equipped that he is
preserved  even wunto  final  glorification.
Young people, be sober,

THE CHRISTIAN'S PLACE 1N PUBLIC
EDUCATION

KARLENE OOMKES

Within the last few years, many Christian
graduates have taken their place in the
public educational system of this country
assured that they will be able to serve the
Lord better than in Christian institutions.
This is partly due to the influence of a par-
ticular theory, which holds that teaching is
among other things, a great mission calling.
Secondly, graduates are attracted by the
higher salaries and the better facilities that
the public schools gencrally have to offer.
Thirdly, there are many who thiuk that
there is not enough difference between the
Christian and public schools; therefore, their
devation to the former no longer exists when
a thousand dollars salary difference is in-
volved. Money, then, seems to be the big-
gest factor; nevertheless, there is still a
small percent who are convinced that they
have a very definite calling to fulfill in the
public schools.

However, no one has to be in any public
educational system very long hefore he dis-
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covers that he cannot fulfill his calling in a
very dutiful manner. In a bulletin, The
Rale of Religion in the Public Educational
System, prepared by the Grand Rapids
Board of Education, the Board explains its
philosophy and what the teachers’ attitude
should be toward religion.

Our philosophy must begin with the
premise that most Americans are, in vary-
ing degrees, religiously motivated. Our
government has no control or supervision
over religion. The choice of one'’s reli-
gion is entirely a personal freedom.

It is a further part of the American
way that teaching a RELIGION is the
responsibility of the home and the
church, not the school. The schools
support the home in this important re-
sponsibility, but like our government
must ever remain neutral and impartial.

It is the responsibility of the school to
respeet each child’s belief or disbelief
as taught in his home. It is, however,
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the further responsibility of the school
to teach this same child to respeet the
religious beliefs or disbeliefs of other
children. Comparison or cvaluations of
children’s beliefs have no place in the
public schools,

It is impossible to understand world
affairs of today without some knowledge
of the religions of the world. To the
degree that a knowledge of religious in-
fluence is necessary to understand gen-
eral school subjects, this teaching is an
essential element of nonsectarian  gen-
eral education. (pp. 2 —3)

The teacher’s role in this is to “instill re-
spect for people of all faiths. He must re-
gard all religions objectively and never by
any mannerism reflect any expression of ad-
verse  fecling that he might have for re-
ligions other than his own. He should
never lry to impose his own religion on
someone else in the classroom.” (p. 4) Fur-
thertore, religious holidays can all he ob-
served with some of the proper emphasis,
except for Good Friday and Faster — in
which the religious significance must be left
entirely to the home. As pertaining to the
Bible reading, when it is read, it must be
done so withoul any interpretation.

Generally, this is the attitude all public
school systems have taken concerning the
place of religion. To go beyond this, would
be violating the very purpose of public
cducation. Since it is impossible for anyone
to remain neutral, atheistic teaching usually
results, At a panel discussion I recently
attended, one of the members made some

very pertinent remarks on this question. He
stated that it would be very dangerous to
have prayer and Bible reading in the public
school, because if no interpretation is added,
then it is only very superficial and meaning-
less. He went on to say that religion is a
private matter and only the church must
train.

Certainly it is evident that the mission-
minded teacher will not be able to carry out
his calling in this system; and if it is the
duty of the teacher to teach the child all
about Jesus Christ, which 1 think it is, no
Christian should ever be able to find his
place in the public school system.

However, something should be said about
studying in public institutions. There are
locations, even within our own denomina-
tion, in which no Christian education is
available for the children. Parents must
in this sitnation take upon themselves a
very heavy responsibility, and often do a
more thorough job than in arcas where we
have our own Protestant Reformed Schools.

Many times parents forget that the school
is an extension of the home (not of the
state) and supplements the home, not sub-
stitutes it.  Instruction in the home is fore-
most, as it will characterize the attitudes
toward the school. Whenever and wherever
possible, children should be sent to Chris-
tian educational institutions throughout their
learning careers. Above all, it should be re-
alized that education is very important and
necessary, and teachers, parents, and stu-
dents alike have a great obligation toward

their God to be educated in The Truth.

HELPS FOR BIBLE STUDY ON THE

Book of GENESIS

GENESIS 3
REV. H. VELDMAN

THE FIRST SIN*

INTRODUCTION
Adam’s Antithetical Calling
Scripture calls our attention (o two trees:
the tree of life and the tree of knowledge
of good and evil. Whereas the former had
the power to perpetuate the lives of Adam
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and Eve (Gen. 3:22), the fruit of the lat-
ter was forbidden them.

The tree of knowledge of good and evil
was so called because through it Adam and
Eve learned good and evil: the good (fel-
lowship with God) when not partaking of
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it, and the evil when partaking of it; eating
of the forbidden tree they would experience
death, the cvil of death as the curse of the
living God.

This established Adam’s antithetical call-
ing. God did not issue this prohibitive com-
mand to give Adam an opportunity to gain
eternal life (everlasting, heavenly life) in
the way of obedience. Man can never merit
anyvthing. Besides, Christ is the One cter-
nally ordained of God to realize cternal life
for us — how, in the light of Ephesians 1:9-
10, could God offer Adam that which will
be realized for us by Christ according to
the purpose of His will? But Adam must
serve God antithetically. He must choose
the good and reject all evil. He must say
Yes and No. Therefore this prohibitive
command.

Sin’s Entrance into the World

How awful! What a night of sin and
misery and death has resulted since
Adam’s sin engulfed the world! Hence, how
awful from the viewpoint of its effect!

The story of Adam’s sin follows imme-
diately upon the narrative of creation. We
believed that it occurred soon after Adam’s
creation. After all, it was not the purpese
of God that Adum and Eve should live in
the earthly Paradise, but that the way muslt
be prepared for the coming of the Sccond
Adam. It is Adam’s purpose to lead all man-
kind (God’s purpose with them) into the
depths of sin; the Second Adam must lead
us into glory.,

THE FALL OF MAN
The Truth of Man’s Fall Tremendously
Important

Read carefully what we read in Questions
and Answers 6 and 7 of our IHeidclberg
Catechism. They treat this matter.

We cannot deny the reality of sin and
misery. To do so would be folly. Apart
from salvation it is the most astounding
thing that confronts us! It affects and con-
trols everyone of us. Imagine, if you pleasc,
that God had created us evill Our salva-
tion woull then be hopeless. God created
sin? In sin and death He delights? How,
then, could salvation ever come from Himn?

To one more matter we wish to call at-
tention now. [ere we have the difference

Six

between all truly Christian instruction and
the instruction by the world. The Bible
parrative places man at the beginning on a
high level. He was created good. But he
became cvil. And in that sin he has been
developing ever since. The world, however,
places man at the beginning on a very low
plane. He descended from the monkey. His
sin is due to ignorance or lack of develop-
ment. He is ever striving to better himself.
All this, we know, is to no avail. Hence,
according to the world man began at the
bottom and is gradually ascending, “going
up.” According to the Bible inan began at
the top and is gradually “going down.” And
according to the Bible man’s misery and
death are the direct result of the curse of
God, whereas salvation is from God ulone.
What a difference: man can save himself
or all he does is sin and salvation can come
from God alone.

How Conducted

The devil uses the serpent, He did not
come to Adam and Eve in the form of a ser-
pent, but in a serpent. We understand that
the story as recorded in Genesis 3 is real,
historical. There was a real serpent. And
that serpent actually talked. The account
of Genesis 3 is not a myth, or an allegory,
but a reul fact and historical incident. This
animal, we read, was more subtle than any
beast of the field which the Lord God had
made. This must not be understood in an
evil sense. Every creature, also the serpent,
was good. The serpent was more subtle in
the sense that it was the most brilliant of
all the animals. We also believe that, prior
to the fall of man and the entrance of sin
into the world, it walked on legs and feet.
That it crawls upon its belly is because of
the curse of God. Moreover, this animal
conld talk. T have already remarked that
the serpent did the speaking in Genesis 3,
although, of course, it was prompted by the
devil. The devil is a spirit, does not speak
directly to us, does not have a hody and
therefore a tongue. He spoke through the
serpent.  He was in that serpent. And he
selected the serpent because that animal un-
doubtedly stood closest to man, It was
Adam’s “pet”!

Satan approaches Eve first. This is inten-
tional, of course. This was part of his devil-
ish strategy. Eve was not the hcad of the
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human race. Adam was that head. Eve's
sin would not affect the humun race. Of
course, to suppose a situation in which Eve
would have sinned and not Adam is foolish-
ness, Both must fall, accordiug to the un-
changeable will and counsel of the Lord.
But, had Fve sinned and not Adam, God
would undoubtedly have created another
woman for Adawm. lence, the devil ap-
proaches Eve because he would use her to
tempt Adam. Such was the devil's clever
plan of attack.

It is not necessary for me to repeat what
we read in verses 1-5, Satan presents the
idea that man may not cat of all the trees in
the garden as absurd. Were they not all
good? How ridiculous, therefore, that one
may not eat of all the trees in lhe garden,
that there could actually be a tree in that
garden of perfection whereof Adam and Eve
ware not allowed to cat! Satan reveals him-
self here as Satan (the word means: adver-
sary) and as devil (this word means: liar).
He is Satan because he opposes God. He
places his word over against that of the
Lord. He contradicts God. He always does.
He is God’s adversary. Not dualistically, as
if the devil can ever resist God. Of course
not! God uses him also! But he is God’s ad-
versary spiritually, hates God, and seeks to
dispose of Him in the world. e would
have men serve him and not the living God.
He also reveals himsell as “devil,” the liar.
He makes God a liar. e declares that God
lied when He told Adam and Eve that they
would surely die. God knew that they
would not die, but that they would become
as le. The Lord was afraid of that. He,
therefore intimidated our first parents. How
diabolical. And, how foolish! Did not the
Lord make that tree also? Would its fruit
cause anyone to become as the Creator?
Incidentally, Fve’s first mistake was that
she entered into conversation with the devil.
She should have silenced him  with the
Word of the Lord and turned her back
upon him. It is folly to converse and argue
with the devil. Jesus did not argue with
him. Notice what we read in Matt, 4:10,
He quotes the Scriptures and commands
him: “Get thee hence.”

Man’s Terrible Sin
The modern, unbelieving world ridicules
Genesis 3, speaks mockingly of the eating
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of an apple, and that all man’s misery
should ke the altermath of such an innocent
deed. However, we know better. The sin
of Adam was not so innocent.

Adam’s sin was terrible because it was
wanton, wilful, deliberate  disobedience.
Adam deliberately disobeyed God because
“the fruit was pleasant to his eyc.” He
eagerly grasped the opportunity to be as
God. He resented the role of a servant. He
tired of serving God. He was wantonly dis-
abedient. This was the essence of his sin.
Adam did not sin ignorantly. He did not
sin because he was forced into it; he did
not really want to sin but was forced into it.
He sinned deliberately. Sin is always delib-
erate, wanton, After all, the only Lhing
involved in Genesis 3 was the word of the
Lord. Adam was not forbidden to kill his
wife. He might not eat of the tree. Why
not? Because God had said it. Why must
we do this and not that? Because the Lord
commands and forbids. This is the cssence
of all true obedience. It is also the essence
of all disobedience: our refusal that God be
God over us.

Adam's sin was also terrible because he
chose for the devil. After all, he believed
the word of the devil and declared God to
be a liar. He therefore certainly allied him-
self with Satan and he did this over against
God.

Adam’s sin was terrible, in the third place,
because he sinned as the head of the hu-
man race. Let us grasp this to see the
awfulness of it. This does not mercly im-
plv that his sin would involve all his pos-
terity in the sense that all would share his
death. It surely also implied this. Adam’s
sin would render the entire human race
guilty before God, worthy of death, and
subject to sin and death in all its phases.
But the sin of Adam also implied that he
would “line up” all mankind behind the
Lord and in fellowship and alliance with the

devil.

The Result of Adam’s Sin

A word abont this will certainly not be
remiss. God had said that he would die
the day he ate of the trec. And we know
that this happencd. Of course! What God
says always comes true. This applies here
also.

The Christian Reformed Churches (our
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mother-church) deny this. That is one of
the reasons or points of doctrine which was
the ground for our expulsion in 1924, They
teach that man is not by nature dead in sins
and trespasscs. They teach other heresies
also, such as the general offer of salvation
in the preaching of the gospel. But this
particular heresy is upon the foreground
now. And a heresy it certainly is. Because
of “Common Grace” man can do good be-
fore the Lord without regeneration. This,
however, is emphatically not true. \When
Adam sinned he died. Also physically in the
sense that the power of death now con-
trolled his body and no world science can
stop its power. Also spiritually, Man be-
came corrupt. Sec Ephesians 2:(-3; Art.
1-4 of the Canons, 111 and [V, And he also
died the eternal death, became by nature
object of Divine wrath, worthy of everlast-
ing hell

GENESIS 3:15

This is the “Mother Promise”

This is the first promise. Out of it all the
other promises flow. It includes, of course,
all the other promises.

The “sced of the serpent” is the devil and
all reprobate men. The “seed of the
woman” is the elect Church with Christ as
its Head.

Struggle and Victory

The text emphasizes an intense strugyle,
Not hetween people and serpents, but be-
tween the Church and the World, the
Party of the living God, in Christ Jesus, over
against the powers of evil and darkness.
This struggle rages throughout the ages.
The Old Testament is full of it. We need
not, cannot treat this now in detail. Think
of Israel vs. Amalek, Israel in Egypt, etc.
And this continues throughout the ages.

The victory will be complete. The heel
of the woman will be bruised. God's Church
will suffer persecution and affliction. Chirist
did! Alse His people. But the head of the
seed of the serpent will be crushed. This
means that he will be destroyed, and all his
followers, The Church will emerge com-
pletely victorious.

God’s Promise
“I will set enmity.” God will do this. God

will cause separation between the seed of
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the woman and that of the serpent. He
will do that by pouring out HMis love into
His own, upon the basis of the atoning suf-
ferings of Christ.

God will do it alone. Unconditionally!
That always characterizes His promise. After
all, we are dead and blind and deaf and
dumb, and God promises life. We chose
sin. But God maintains His covenant. And
this He does alone. All by Himself! Thanks
be to His Name!

GENESIS 3:21
Man Would Clothe Himself

Notice what we read in verses 7-8. Adam
and FEve made themselves aprons of fig
leaves. They were naked and knew it.

Indecd, man always seeks to clothe him-
self. He would save himself! e would,
in the way of his own works, seck to present
himself acceptable in God's sight. He
wants to work his own way into the favor
of God.

Notice what we read in verse 21

The Lord made Adam and Eve coats of
skin. We understand what this implies, do
we not? This means that an animal was
slain in their bhehalf. And I am sure that
the lLord explained this to themn.

The first sin is accompanied by the first
sacrifice. It has been said that Adam fell
into the arms of Christ. How true! Adam
and Eve were children of God according to
election. When they sinned the Lord re-
vealed to them salvation, salvation through
the Seed of the Woman (primarily Christ)
who would crush the seed of the serpent.
And salvation through Him in the way of
blood. God’s justice must be satisfied. And
it will be satisfied, our sins will he paid and
cternal life merited.  Salvation is of God
alone, through Jesus Christ, our Lord.

°A repri.nt by Rev. Veldman’s permission
from The Teacher's Guide of June, 1935.
- Kd.

GENESIS 4
REV. C. HANKO

Cain and Abel

1. 'Their birth. Adam and Eve looked for-
ward to more than a richer family life when
they anticipated the birth of their first
child. For them it was the evidence that
God’s promise of Genesis 3:15 was being
realized, for there God had promised salva-
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tion through the children that should be
born to them. Therefore when Cain, Eve's
firstborn arrived, she joyfully cried: 1 have
gotten a man from the Lord.” 1L is very
well possible that she thought for the mo-
meut that Cain might be the promised
Seed, the Christ. And, although we know
now that in that respect she was sorely
mistaken, it was still true that by the birth
of this first child God assurced her of future
generations  through which the promised
Sced should be horm., The Lord would
teach her that Christ could only come by
way of struggle, struggle between the sced
of the serpent and the sced of the woman.

How different her attitnde when she

looked at Abel. It is possible, although not
certain, that Cain and Abel were twins,
Yet there was such an outstanding differ-
ence between them. While Cuin was strong
and robust, the very picture of health and
strength, Abel was small and weak. There-
fore she called him “breath”, “vanity”, as
if she could plainly read in him the results
of their sin and the curse. But God’s ways
are not our ways. God was pointing out
that the carnal sced would always be larger
and superior to the spiritual sced from
every natural point of view, so that the
carnal seed would persecute the spiritual
sced and try to destroy it. The whole world
would unite as one man against the Christ
the great promised seed.
2, Their marked differences. “Abel was
a keeper of sheep, but Cain was a tiller of
the ground.” Cain, in harmony with his
robust physiqne, chose to wrestle with the
soil. The more strenuous life of the farmer
appealed to him. While Abcl, as we can
readily see, chose the less stremuous, but
meditative life of a shepherd. Cain was
the man of great earthly ambitions, Abel
songht his delight in fellowship with God in
prayer and meditation, Although they both
had the same covenant training in their
youth, the result of this training for Cain
was that it brought out the depravity of
his nature, while for Abel it reveualed the
work of grace, strengthening him in his
faith in the promised Savior and the hope
of etermal life.

This difference revealed itself particular-
ly in their sacrifices. Cain could not cn-
tirely ignore or forget his early training. He
was willing to bring a formal sacrifice to
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God, if for no other reason than to give
some of his gifts to the Most High, 1t
tickled his vanity to do something that
God should appreciate. Abel, on the other
hand, manifests a decp humility. He brought
the firstlings of his flock, the very Dest,
thereby confessing that God is the sole Pos-
sessor of all things and that even these small
gifts came to him from God’s hands. There-
fore also the choice of a lumb was signifi-
cant. Ever since God had given to Adam
and Eve the skins of animals to cover their
nakedness, it was evident that blood had to
be shed as an atoncement for sin, This Cain
imnored. But Abel understood. Therefore
when he sacrificed his lamb, he did so to
confess his sins before God and express his
hope in the promised Christ. Cain’s sacri-
fice was the Arminian attempt to appease
God with our own works, while Abel’s sacri-
fice was an act of faith. Hcbrews 11:4.
Therefore God also accepted Abel’s saeri-
fice, and rejected Cain’s. Just how it be-
came evident to Cain and Abel that the one
sacrifice wuas accepted and the other re-
jected, we do not know. But we do know
that Abel experienced peace with God,
while Cain did not. Therefore “Cain was
wroth, and his countenance fell.” Even theu
the Lord warned Cain, pointing him to the
fact that the Lord (Jchovah) is a righteous
God. God pointed out to him that those
who keep God’s commandments are ap-
proved and accepted of God. While on the
other hand, those who defiantly transgress
His law must experience a transgressor’s
reward. The soul that sins becomes a slave
to sin, for sin is like a lion crouching in his
den, ready at the first opportunity to pounce
upon his prey and devour him. It is the
duty of man to have mastery over sin, to
oppose and resist all evil. This statement
does not imply that Cain was capable of
keeping God’s commandments or of doing
good in the sight of Cod, as it is often
interpreted. But it does point out the
richteousness of God and His just punish-
ment upon the transgressor. This even Cain
cannot deny, even though he turns o deaf
ear against it,

Cain soon shows that he is very really
“the seed of the serpent”™, a child of Satan,
who was a murderer from the beginning,
For in his hatred against God, Cain also
hates those who love God, and thus turns
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against his own brother. Whether Abel
admonished him or not, whether this con-
tention went on for some time or not, we
have no way of knowing; but we do know
that Cain’s furor arose to a fever pitch
against Abel, so that he arose and slew him.
I John 3:12,

Since this was still at a time when God
spoke dircetly to men, the Lord also spoke
to Cain, pointing him to the atrocious crime
that he had committed before the face of
the living God, and assuring him that God
would certainly vindicate that shed blood.
The curse of God upon Cain was twofold:
First, Cain would have a still more hitter
struggle to wrestle his existence from the

soil. The ground would produce only
enough to give him a bare existence.

And second, he would shift and stray about
in the earth. He was driven from the cove-
nant family to shift for himself as one who
was an outcast before God, as is always
the bitter experience of the wicked, cven
when they revel in luxuries. Cain reacts to
this sentence of condemnation with both
impudence and despair. He shows no sor-
row, but complains that the same lot might
befall him that befell Abel. He would be
like a hunted beast. But God assures him
that he will live out his divinely appointed
days upon the earth, since he must serve
his own purpose, even if it is in the sphere
of wickedness. The answer of God con-
tains not an iota of grace or mercy, but
only shows that vengeance belongs to the
Lord, Who will recompense in His own
time and manner. The sign that is men-
tioned in verse 13 as a “mark upon Cain,”
was evidently not some visible mark, but
rather a sign to Cain, an assurance of God
that he would not be killed. 1t is only after
the flood that we read that the death penal-
ty upon the murderer was introduced. Gen.
9:6.

3. The development of the seed of the ser-
pent in contrast to the seed of the woman.
17-26.

First is mentioned the development of
the seed of the serpent in Cain’s genera-
tions. llere we have the first evidence that
Adam and Eve had more children than the
two already mentioned. Here is also evi-
dence that among the sons and daughters
of Adam there were others besides Cain
who were wicked, as must have been the
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case with this sister who joined Cain in
marringe and continued in wickedness with
him.

Iere it is also evident that Cain defiuntly
sceks his future success and happiness apart
from God in the things of this world. The
greal strides of progress through discoveries
and inventions were made by the men of
this world, the descendants of Cain. Cain
procceds to build himself a city. This may
have been nothing more than a few simple
And the original
purpose may have been to protect their
families from wild animals that roamed
about. But soon this city becume an ex-
pression of their proud boast that they
could get along perfectly well as cnemics
of God. They sought u namne for themselves.
As is evident from the fact that this city
was named after Cain’s son Enoch. Psalm
49,

In these generations of Cain we find
names that include the name of God, as is
evident from the repeated “EF’. At first
there must have been some formal mention
of God, but gradually even the thought of
God was hanished from their minds. More-
over, in these names we also see the devel-
opment of sin. This is especially cvident in
a man like Lamech. He committed bigamy,
taking to himself two wives, And the names
of these wives express his carnal lust. Adah
means “ornament,” while Zillah means “the
shady one”. In this family appeared the
corruption that is so blatantly displayed
in our present world, as represented by
Hollywood. Sce I John 2: 16.

Lamech also expressed his defiance of
God in his wicked “sword song”. We can
readily visualize him, arrogantly holding his
son’s invented sword in his hand, reciting
poctry to his wives to express his deep
contempt for God’s justice. He has heard
of the punishment that God had once pro-
nounced upon all those who would kill
Cain; and he scorns it with his whole soul.
Possibly he already had avenged himsclf
on his enemies, as he inlends to retaliate
in the future. Let God recompense him if
He willl

It was in this wicked family that the
great men of renown appeared. “Adah bare
Jabal,” And Jabal became a nomad, devot-
ing his time and effort to producing cattle
and sheep. He introduced cattle grazing as

houses in an enclosure.
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a means of livelihood. “The name of his
brother was Jubal.,” e was the originator
of musical instruments, both wind and
stringed instruments.  Zillah's son was also
an inventive genius, producing instruments
and utensils of bronze und iron. [magine
what an influence these men had on the
development of Cain’s city, Jubal was the
shrewd business man, Tubal Cain improved
the manner of living with his instruments
of bronze and iron. Jubal helped to pro-
vide the entertainment with his harp and
organ. A miniature metropolis of wicked-
ness had sprung up, throbbing with a life
of sin.

That accounts for it that Tubal Cuin’s
sister is mentioned, Naamah, “the pleasunt
She fits in that scene of carnal lust,
craving pleasure, euse and luaury,
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l. As to Doctrine

That the most important branch of the
Eastern church is the Russian Orthodox
Church is today casily seen. This church
came into being in the tenth century when
Christendom was introduced to the Russian
barbarians by way of an ikon and the rite
of immersion. Denominationul headquar-
ters became centered in Constantinople until
1461, when the Metropolitan (a bishop next
in rank after a patriarch) of Moscow was
advanced to Patriarch (bishop of the high-
est rank), muaking Moscow the Rome of
Russia.

When Peter the Greal came to power, he
founded St. Petersburg (1703), and made it
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In contrast to the gencrations of Cain,
a brief account is given of the descend-
ants of Scth. God remembers His covenant
and gives to Adam and Eve another son in
the place of Abel. Seth very fittingly
means “substitute,” or “one set in the place
of another.” Was he a reminder to Adam
and Eve of the real “Substitute,” the Sced
of the woman who would come to bear
away their sins? This we know, the sons
of Seth were characterized by their simple
life and devotion to God. They sought «
better country, and were strangers on the
earth. Heb., 11:13-16.  Moreover, in the
days of Enos public worship was intro-
duced. The believers also felt the need for
a common bond of unity, but they sought it
in the connmunion of saints for the purpose
of worshipping God und the strengthening
of their faith.

REV. R. C. HARBACH

THE RUSSIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH

the religions capital with the Czar as em-
peror-pope of Russia. \When a later Czar
caught in the Russian revolution of 1917
was assassinated, religious liberty was also
slain. Then priests were jailed or executed
and a tidal-wave of atheism smashed over
the country. In such times the patriarch-
ate was re-established in the face of con-
stant opposition from the Soviet state. A
few years later the church adopted the posi-
tion that hierarchical authority inhered not
in a pupal head, but in the broadest cccle-
siastical body. Priests with anti-Soviet pol-
icies were banished or jailed. It was “be
kind to the Soviets — or else!”

In 1930, the Commumists legislated against
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religion, forbidding religious instruction to
any under 18, banning mecetings of women
and children for prayer or Bible study, pro-
hibiting church-sponsored libraries and read-
ing rooms, removing all religion from the
schools. Church buildings were confiscated
by the state, some being used as museums.
Ikon worship was destroyed as well as rev-
erence of relics and of dead bodies of
saints. The only dead to be honored were
deceased Communists.  Naturally, other
hierarchical saint-worshiping churches re-
sented this treatment of the Russian clergy.
Therefore the pope and the archhishop of
Canterbury sent expressions of sympathy to
the Russian church, and sent resolutions to
the Soviet government protesting the cruel
aggression. But keep in mind that Canter-
bury always persecuted the true church,
and that Rome has always made friendly
gestures to the Russian church, calculating
to win recognition as the only real and
rightful church in the world. Hence, mem-
bers in the Russian church were not by

Rome castigated as heretics, but were
called “distant brethren” or “separuted
brethren.” So today, Protestants, at least

those who have been baptized, are in the
interest of a world church no longer stig-
matized as heretics, but as “separated breth-
ren.” Pope Pius XI was of this spirit some-
what. He prescribed a prayer that the
ROC return “to the fold und communion
of the [Roman] Catholic Church.” Then
the Anglican church, not to appear unecu-
menical, also called for prayers for the Rus-
sian church. Today the Presbyterian church
(UPUSA) calls for praver for organic union
of all churches in one world church, So
does the Romish church in its present Vati-
can Council. There scems to be no opposi-
tion to this sliding back to Rome on the
part of the great bodies of “Protestantism.”
Apostate “Protestants” are heading in that
direction. They arc not Protestants. Al best
they are protest-ants. But they are in the
ecclesiastical woodwork,

To get back to this Russian Orthadox
Church: it was indeed orthodox in rejecting
the Apocrypha, but not so in requiring
proselytes to read it in preparation for ad-
mission into the church. It was so in receiv-
ing Scripture as the Word of God, hut not
so in placing tradition on the level with the
authority of Scripture, nor in its discourag-
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ing the reading of Scripture. It was so in
appealing to the Nicene Creed, but not so
in rejecting the Filioque clause (cf. the Holy
Spirit “who proceedeth from the Father and
the Son”). It was so in referring to the
church universal as including (he churches
of Jerusalem, Antioch, Alexandria and Con-
stantinople, but not so in ignoring the
churches of Germany, Switzerland and Eng-
land. It was so in teaching the Lord's
Prayer, but not so in including the Ave
Muaria, 1t teaches the Decalogne, but with
the second and fourth commandments a-
bridged. Fxamination of candidates for the
ministry is mainly disciplinary and pastoral,
doctrine being touched only iucidentally.
Transubstantiation is held in the strongest
language. 1t also teaches the Arminian phi-
losophy that clection is according to God’s
forcknowledge of those who make good use
of their free will to accept salvation, and
that reprobation is according to His fore-
knowledge of those who reject it. “The
Calvinistic doctrine of unconditional pre-
destination is  condemned as abominable
impious and blasphemous.” On divine prov-
idence, God foresees and permits evil: He
does not foreordain it. A common grace is
also taught which “God has predestinated
to give to all men and has actually given
them” for the “attainment of happiness.”
As to the ascension of Christ, it is not phys-
ical. but spiritual. The penitent dead are in
purgatory until delivered by prayers, alms
and masses. There is also a contradiction in
Russian Orthodox theology which is doc-
trinally, historically and anthropologically
opposite to fact. It is that God made Eve
from a rib of Adam “to the intent that all
mankind might be by origin naturally dis-
posed to love and defend one another™
Other doctrinal peculiarities are: The true
church cannot be conceived of apart from
the hierarchy, nor apart from an ecumenical
council, It still in this modern day obtains
that love to sovercign and country go so far
as to make subjects ready to die for them.
Grace may be manufactured by making the
sign of the cross on the forchead, on the
breast, on the food and the cups at the table,
and is a practice to be encouraged upon
going to bed at night, on arising in the
morning, on going out for the day, on the
daily rounds, and on return to home. The
sign of the cross makes one a holy terror to
the devil.
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H. As to Correspondence

For this denomination, intercoimmunion
and cooperation with other church organiza-
tions was at first non-existent. The Reformna-
tion was not out of the Eastern Church. [t
had no part in the Reformation movement,
and paid no particular attention to it. The
Lutherans did make some approach to the
Eastern branch of Christendom. Melanch-
thon, an ccumenicist of the day, made over-
tures to the church at Constantinople, but
failed. The Greek Orthodox Church con-
demned the Lutheran Augsbury Confession,
and the Synod of Jerusalem (1672) rejected
both Lutheranism and Calvinisin as danger-
ous heresies, pronouncing in Romish fashion
anathemas against Protestuntism, Some An-
glicans in the curly 1700s attempted corre-
spondence  with the Russinn church, The
Russians were polite; certainly not as harsh
as the Greek church, They answered that
the British brethren visit Russia “to hold a
friendly conference. in the naine and spirit
of Christ. . .(to) ascertain what may be
vielded and given up by one to the other,
what, on the other hand, may and ought
for conscience” suke he absolutely denied.”
The proposal was never realized. Negotia-
tions ended wilh the death of Peter the
Great, and Russian charges that the An-
glicans were infected with “German heresy”
( Lutheranism) and Calvinisin.

In the mid-ninctecnth century arose «
de-protestantizing movement in the Anglican
church with hundreds returning to Rome.
This rencwed correspondence,
including the American Protestant Episcopal
Church, with the Russian churches, The
churches were visited, fraternal letters writ-
ten and social amenities exchanged, followed
by conferences between Anglican and Russian
ecclesiastical dignitarics. The Russian church
went far enough, however, only to admit
that the Fpiscopal churches alone were
anchored to the true church. Other Prot-
estants were cut off and set adrift, They
also re-affirmed the infallibility of the church,
and rejected all Protestant baptism because
it is not administered with that most essen-
tial to baptism. as they sce it, namely,
triple immersion,

Moare notable were Lhe gatherings in 1925
at Westminster Abbey with the Archbishop
of Canterbury, the Eastern churches and
Russian Metropolitans represented. Basis of

occasioned
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unity did not put first Scripture as the infal-
lible Word of God, but (1) the authority
of the hierarchical church, then (2) Scrip-
ture, but as interpreted by the hierarchical
church, (3) the Nicene Creed, similarly
interpreted, and (4) the decrees of the ccu-
menical councils. The first formal contact
in nine centuries between the Roman Catho-
lic and the Russian Orthodox church was
when two  Russian delegates attended the

Second Vatican Ecumenical Council in
Rome. Thus the Orthodox church remains

in its historical and present heterodox und
unreformed state.

HIl. As to Ecumenicity

An important representative in this church
is Georgi G. Karpov, chairman of the Coun-
cit of Affairs, also major general of the
Soviet secret police, appointed by Stalin to
be in charge of all religious affairs and a
minister in the Soviet cabinet. The late
Metropolitan Nicolai was an identified agent
of the Soviet secret police, and had been in
charge of the foreim affairs of the church.
He had also toured the U. S. In 1930 Nico-
lai had written, “The greedy tentacles of
the octopus across the ocean ure trying to
engulf the entire universe. Capitalist Amer-
ica, this fanatic prostitute of the new Baby-
lon . . . is trying to seduce the peoples by
pushing them into war.” Archbishop Niko-
dim, replucing Nicolai, after the latter's
death, is the foreign spokesman for the ROC,
and is scheduled to visit the U, S. with the
Russian delegation in February, 1963. e
has dictated to the World Council of
Churclies, the Nationul Council of Churches
and the UN that it is their duty to press the
U. S. government to abandon its blockade
policy on Cuba. Soviet churchmen dictated
U. S. foreign policy thus: “It is the duty of
American church leaders to use all oppor-
tunities in pressing the U, S. government to
abandon its crazy policy.” Marvelous ad-
vice from the Soviets — the U. S, is “crazy”
to defend itself against Soviet aggression 90
miles from our southeastern border! [t is
Patriarch Alexei who is head of the ROC.
IHe not only endorsed the Khrushehev pro-
posal for total disarmament (which did not
include UN iuspection of whether Russia
wus disarming!) made at the UN, but sent
a message to the WCC the day after the
ROC was received into membership in the
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World Council asking the Council to en-
dorse complete disarmament. From this it
ought to be plain that the ROC is in the
WCC to promote the cause of Nikita
Khrushchev.

Alexei was awarded a high Soviet gov-
ernment decoration, the Order of the Red
Banner of Labor on his 85th birthday. He
has referred to Stalin as “a wise, God-
appointed leader.” \Whether he was wise is
more than questionable. But he certainly
was a “God-appointed leader.” Hitler, too,
was a God-appointed leader. So was Herod,
So was Judas. Alexei swore allegiance to
Stalin as the “deeply honored and deur Jo-
seph  Vissarionovich,” head of the Soviet
Fatherland. Truly, “the Most igh rleth
in the kingdom of men, and giveth it to
whomsoever He will, and setteth up over
it the basest of men” (Daniel 4:17).

Is is, then, saying too much to say that
the Russian Orthodox is an arm of the Soviel
government, and agent of the Kremlin and
part of the Red propaganda “peace” pro-
gram? that it is Communist-controlled? The
last synod of the Reformed Church in Amer-
ica thought so and rejected the charge that
the ROC is completely controlled by the
Soviet government. One wonders whether
that synod had better information than the
sworn testimony given before the UL S,
Senate Internal  Sccurity  Subcommittec
and the House Committee on Un-Amcrican
Activities by Peter Deriabian and Yuri Rast-
vorov who gave in detail acconnt of com-
plete and total control of the Soviet govern-
ment over the ROC and all the churches
permitted to exist behind the iron Curtain,
The NCC itsclf, in which the Reformed
Church of America has membership, made
a statement last September that the Russian
churches “made it perfectly clear . ., thal
Chiristians in the Soviet Union are a loyul
segment of the ‘new socialist society” which
is being built.” Then there is Archbishop
Lukovos, primate of the Greck Orthodox
Church, N. & S. A., who was suspicions
about admitting the ROC to the WCC. He
said, “They cannot, of course, go any place
without first getting instruction from the
Kremlin foreign office. They are not a frec
church.”

In 1956 certain clergymen of Creatia,
Fstonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Slovakia and the
Ukraine issued a declaration and protest
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against a trip of delegates from the National
Couneil to Moscow, In part they said, “We
know the plight of the churchmen under
the control of the Soviet regime, It com-
pels them to lie, to distort their functions,
and to become obedient instruments in the
furtherance of the Soviet expansion. This is
something so horrible that we, when given
even the remotest opportunity, have risked
all in order to flee this role . . . Christians
behind the Iron curtain . . . are not in-
vested with the role of spokesmen; they
are suffering in prisons, being tortured in
slave-labor camps and resting in  mass-

graves . . .

In 1954 a book came out in Germany en-
titled Die Katakombenkirche by Arfved Gus-
tafson. Ie points out that the Orthodox
Chureh in Soviet Russia had been perse-
cuted by the programmed atheistic state
power, i.c., Communism, but has now en-
tered into a union with this state power
and in doing so was compelled to deny the
persecution. The excuse given for this at-
titude is that this church “has taken upon
itself the martyrdom of the lie for the sake
of the preservation of its life.” For this
stab-in-the-back compromise, # great num-
ber of Christians withdrew from the Ortho-
dox church. They could not go along with
that ecclesiastical union wilh the atheistical
state. For this stand they have had to retire
into “official non-existence,” become a “cata-
combs church.” If this is true, and there is
no reason to deny it, then the true continua-
tion of the Russian Orthodox Church is not
the church of the “martyrdom of the lie,”
but the underground church. The Russian
author, T. Andreev, writing on the history
of the ROC, said, “Orthodoxy, having sur-
rendered to the Soviets, and having become
a ool of the world embracing anti-Christian
deception, is not Orthodoxy any longer, but
the misleading heresy of Anti-Christendom,
dressed up with the rent clothes of Ortho-
doxy,”

How then can our government welcome
the Russian UN  delegates and the ROC
delegates to our country? To do so is to
adinit spies into the country. It can be
explained why the present administration
can so readily and easily do this. It is part
of the principle of integration, not only
integration of races, but of all nations into
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a one-world united nations government,
which is based on mere than “peaceful co-
existence” — on the universal brotherhood
of man. There is, therefore, no longer any
place for colonialism, private initiative or
unilateral action, for we must build a world-
wide Christian which  we

commmnity in

have an open society operating with all
kinds of exchange programs. To speak of
“spies” within such a sophisticated, “ad-
vanced,” civilized (?) context is to set
yourself up as a candidate for a visit to
your friendly psychiatrist. You are a victim
of “negative fear reaction.”

CRITIQUE

AGATHA LUBBERS

LET ROME RETURN TO THE BIBLE

The 2,200 council fathers et in St
Peter’s Basilica were addressed by the ailing
Poutiff in their last mecting of the year
1962. This council, which has been called
by Pope John XXIII is dedicated to the
proposition that all faiths and all men shall
ultimately be united in one great world
church. Pope John stated that “a good be-
ginning had been made” and that “an cxact
target date of 1963 could be sct for the
council’s conclusion.” This would be a
rather remarkable conclusion because it
would fall on a centenary year; the Council
of Trent met from 1345 till 1563.

Both Protestants and Catholies are con-
cerned with this Sccond Vatican Council.
Four hundred million Catholics over the
world will be affected by the decisions of
the council which has temporarily adjonred.
One hundred and fifty million Protestants in
several continents will also be alfected by
these decisions.

The Pontiff has stated that the “voice of
the laity” shall be more clearly heard and at
least one voice has been heard. LEvelyn
Wangh, Catholic layman and novelist, writes
in the National Reciew, December 4, 1962,
in an article entitled “The Samce Again
Please: A Layman’s Hopes of the Vatican
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Council” and opposes many of the proposed
changes to be considered by the Vatican
Council. Concerning the reunion of Chris-
tendom, however, E. Waugh had the fol-
lowing to say:

Most Christians, relving on the direct
prophecies of Our Lord, expect this (re-
union of Christendom a.l.) to occur in
some moment of historical time, Few
believe that moment to be imminent.
The Catholic aspiration is that the more
manifest the true character of the
Church can be madc, the more dissenters
will be drawn to muke their submission.

This position expressed by E. Waugh is
rather remote froin the position expressed
by the historic creeds of the Reformed
Church. in 1363, when the Council of
Trent was attempting to crcate an unbridge-
able chasm between Roman Catholicism and
Protestant “heresy”; the Heidelberg Cate-
chism made its appearance. In question and
answer 54 the composers speak concerning
the “holy catholic church™ of Christ. The
profound and soul-stirring answer to this
question is:

That the Son of God from the begin-
ning to the end of the world gathers,
defends, and preserves to himself by his
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Spirit and word, out of the whole hu-
maun race, a church chosen to everlasting
life, agreeing in true faith; . . .”

The position of this Catholic layman is re-
mote because he writes from within the Ro-
man Catholic Church. IHis concern is not
the same as Ursinus and all those who left
the Romish shell. Tt is this false concep-
tion of the authority of the Church thor-
oughly imbibed by E. Waugh that results
in such an expression as he makes. The
members of the hierarchy assembled at
Trent declared that the Bible rests upon the
anthority of the Church, and that tradition,
as it comes down through the ages in the
Roman Catholic Church has an cqnal valid-
ity with the Scriptures themselves, This re-
jection of the Scriptura solu of the Reform-
ers sets the tone for all errors in the Romish
Church. These errors are repugnant to those
who live and die by the Scriptures,

The Romish Church is not concerncd in
the least with the gathering and defense
of the church by the Son of God. As long
as men are members of the Romish Chureh
then all things are right. 1t is Rome’s claim
that the only basis for approach is the ncees-
sary admission by all dissenters and all de-
nominations that the Church of Rome alone
possesses the whole of revealed truth.

Don Francisco Lacueva, former Canon in
the Roman Catholic Church in Spain,
writes an article printed in Christianity
Today, October 12, 1962, “Should We Re-
turn to Rome?” In this article he states that
the Roman Church claims:

The Bible without Romanist notes is un-
profitable and even dangerous. Its read-
ing is therefore forbidden.

Hence says Don Francisco Lacueva in the
same article:
The only possible basis for a mutual ap-
proach between the evangelical church
and Rome would be that both parties rec-
ognized the supreme and indisputable
authority of Holy Scripture. . .

With this position we heartily concur;
and yet the sand in the hour plass of time
is slowly running out. Rome has definitely
established hersclf as the false church. Our
creeds classify the religion of the Romish
Church as  “accumsed idolatry.” Mutual
agreement between the Romish Church and
the Church. Impossible!! Agreement be-
tween nominal Christianity and Catholicism.
Inevitable!!

Let Rome and all dissenters return to the
Bible.

Tte Posscbility of (Ylncstian
Labor Uwcons

REV. C. HANKO

This article deals with Christian labor
unions in distinction from the labor unions
organized by the world, which are some-
times referred to as “neutral” unions, The
question we are concerned with is whether
it is possible for us as believers in the midst
of this present evil world to organize such
a Christian union. We want to know, is it
principally right? Morcover, is it pructical
for and beneficial to Christians to organize?

Obviously when we speak of Christian
labor unions in distinction from the already
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existing unions, we are thereby implving
that we have some serious objections against
the non-Christian unions. There is no need
for increasing the number of unions as they
already cxist. The Christian must have some
very sound objections against the existing
unions or the thought of organizing separate
unions would not even enter his mind.
Thercfore it may be well first to summarize
these objections very briefly in order to
refresh our memories.

First we object to the existing non-Christ-
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jan labor unions even in spite of the fact
that they are often referred to as “ncutral”
organizations, \We object that it is impossi-
ble for anyone to be neutral in any sphere
of life, as Jesus most emphatically teaches
us, “He that is not with me is against me;
and he that gathereth not with me scattereth.”
Luke 11:23. The believer is very conscious
of this, for he knows that he is friend-serv-
ant of God, called to love the Lord his God
with his whole being and in every aspect of
his life, in his family life, in the chureh, but
also in his position in the midst of this
world. He is a Christian every day of the
week and every hour of the day, He heeds
the admonition of Scripture, “Whether there-
forc ye eat or drink, or whatsoever ye do,
do ull to the glory of God.” 1 Cor, 10:31.
For the belicver to join the worldly union
is the same as putting himsell under the
same yoke with unbelicvers. And that he
cannot do, for the Word of God teaches
him, “Be ye not unequally yoked together
with unbelievers: for what fellowship hath
righteousness  with unrighteousness? and
what communion hath light with darkness?
. . . Wherefore come out from among them,
and be ve separate, saith the Lord.” 2 Cor.
6:14, 17.

Second, we object also to the principles
and practices of the worldly unions.

L. The worldly unions are based on the
principle of the class struggle. They proceed
from the assumption that the rich oppress
the poor, capital takes advantage ol labor,
the employer oppresses the working man.
And since this becomes an impossible situa-
tion, the only thing that the oppressed work-
ing man can do is insist upon his rights and
demand cqual advantages with his employer.
Although there is no doubt about it that
these conditions do exist, the Christian is
not interested in dividing the world into two
opposing camps of capital and labor, but is
intercsted only in maintaining truth and
justice. To him the two opposing camps in
this world are light and darkness, and as a
child of light he must and will oppose all
that is of darkness and defend the name of
IMis God in every sphere of his life.

2. The worldly unions are interested in
the material advantages that can be gained
through lubor organizations, They demand
ever higher wages, cver shorter work-weck,
more and more fringe benefits, insurances,
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and other advantages, on and on without an
end in sight, As an example, we have all
heard of the twenty-five hour work-week
that was demanded in the East. The belie-
ver seeks first the kingdom of God and His
righteousness. His interest is solely in carn-
ing his daily bread, that he may care for
the needs of his family and also do his share
to support the kingdom of God. He is in-
terested in proper working conditions and
fringe henefits only in as far as this is
uecessary toward fulfilling his calling.

3. The worldly unions defy all authority
by taking the law into their own hands.
They refuse to work, and vet they will
picket the plant in order to prevent others
from working. They take possession of the
plant, so that the owner cannot carry on his
business. This is contrary to the fifth com-
mandment, which requires of me, that “I
show all honor, love and fidelity to my
father and mother, and all in authority over
me, and submit myself to their good instruc-
tion and correction, with due obedience; and
also patiently bear with their weaknesses and
infirmities, since it pleases God to govern
us by their hand.” Heid. Cat., Lord’s Day
39. That this applies also to the relationship
between emplover and employee is evident
from Eph. 6:5, 6; Titus 2:9.

4. The worldly unions seek to gain their
ends by the use of force and coercion, strike
and bovcott. This is contrary to the com-
mand of God, “Dearly beloved, avenge not
vourselves, but rather give pluce unto wrath:
for it is written, Vengeance is mine, 1 will
repay, saith the Lord.” Rom. 12:19.

Since we do have objections against the
existing unions, we ask ourselves, is it prin-
cipally proper for the believers to organize
Christian labor unions?

To that we can answer first of all, that
it is not wrong for a group of believers to
organize. Organization as such is perfectly
proper among believers. We have our or-
ganizations or societics within the church,
in which the individual believers exercise
their calling in the organism of the Body of
Christ according to the office of believers.
We also have our various school societies.,
When believers have common problems and
common aims, they can well unite to discuss
and strive together for them. This is some-
times even very necessary,

The problem becomes somewhat more
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involved when we speak of organizing a
labor union, but the fact remains that it is
perfectly legitimate for believers to unile
their efforts in the common problems and
aims that confront them in the field of labar.
It is not out of harmony with the Word of
God for a Christian to scek improvement
in working conditions or higher wages
when this is necessary. When the manage-
ment demands slave labor under squalid and
unhealthful conditions, or pays only a mini-
mum wage while he makes a fair profit,
then the Christian has the right to object,
and to do so in conjunction with his fellow-
Christians.

We are not Anabaptists. An Anabaptist
believes in local and physical scparation
from the world and all its activities. He
secks an isolated spot for himself and his
fellows in order that he may live an isolated
life in separation from the world. Often he
takes the world along with him into his iso-
lation, for the simple reason that he loses
sight of the fact that the isolation of the
believer is spiritual. It is our calling to live
our lives in the world, yet antithetically op-
posed to the evils of the world. We are
friend-servants of God, enemies of the prince
of darkness. \We are children of light, so
that our very life is a protest against the
works of darkness. H that can be wain-
tained by a Christian labor union, such a
union is indeed possible.

But then it must also be understood that
such an organization must be based upon
Christian principles. The purpose must he
to help the believer fulfill his calling in the
midst of this present world. Let it be un-
derstood that the goal must not be to make
this a better world. It is a vain dream that
“the kingdoms of the world” will become
“the kingdoms of our Lord and of His Christ”
by way of social reform, better employer-
cmployee relationships, improved working
conditions, and the like. The political, eco-
nomic and social structure of this present
world is under the dominion of the prince
of darkness. The imaginations of man's
heart are only evil continuously. Covctous-
ness lies at the root of all present evils,
Therefore the only thing that can change a
sinner is the renewal of his heart by regen-
eration and conversion. Only the new man
in Christ is able to walk in “good works,”
for only the new man in Christ can per-
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form those works that proceed from faith,
are done according to the law of God and
to 1lis glory. All else is and remains sin.
In the midst of an evil world that is filling
the measure of iniquity in preparation for
the finul judgment, the bhelicver considers
it his calling “to do justly, to love mercy,
and to walk humbly with (his) God”
Micah 6:8. He does that as an individual
as well as when he organizes with his
fellow-Christians.

What then must be the principles that
govern such a labor organization?

1. Such a Christian labor union must, by
virtue of its very existence, be a constant
protest against all worldly organizations. It
must take a positive position overagainst
all the evils of the worldly union, and even
voice its protest against them,

2. Such a Christian labor union can
accept as members of their organization only
those who maintain the infallibility of the
Scriptures and its sole authority for faith
and life, who desire to apply the principles
of Christian stewardship to every phase of
their lives, and who seek the kingdom of God
and its righteousness even in the affairs of
labor and industry. II Cor. 3:16, 17;
NMatth, 6:33.

3. The purpoese of this union must be to
seek the material interests of its members
only in as far as the believer is called to
earn his daily bread in the micdst of this
present evil world. Matth, 6:11, Eph. 4:28,

4. This organization must recognize at
all times that the employee is bound to the
fifth commandment, which requires of him
that he show all honor, love and fidelity to
all that are in authority over him, submitting
himself in due obedience. He may not hold
any unjust claim to his job after he has left
it, nor may he assume authority over the
plant of his employer by preventing others
from entering it to take his place. He
must respect the authority of his employer.
1 Peter 2:18, 19.

5. Finally, this organization must be ready at
all times to witness against the injustices
expericnced by its members, yet without
resorting to violence or the use of force.
This implies that the Christian has no choice
but to make his appcal to his employer,
cither individually or as a group, to present
his legitimate claim, or, if he fails to gain
his end to quit his job and hold no further

BEACON LIGHTS



claim to it. He may not resort to strikes,
boycott, or other nses of force lo obtain
his goal. He may never take the law in his
own hands, for his trust is in his God.
James 5:1-6G.

That leaves us with the question, would
such a labor organization be practical, bene-
ficial for the believer?

It would certainly not be able to boast
of a large membership. Nor conld it expect
a wide spread appreciation, cven among
those who are considered members of the
church. Nor could it exert the pressure of
the larger organizations upon the employer.
It is even questionuble whether in most
cases it could collectively bargain  along
with the larger unions.

But that does not mean that it could serve
If such an organiza-
tion would witness of its sound Scriptural
principles in the realm of labor and indus-
try, it might not he popular, could not even
expect to be aceepted. but could neverthe-
less witness of truth and justice in the midst
of this world. Tt might also be « big support
to its members. 1t is conceivable that the
time may come when the believers will be
forced to band togother to present their
conumon cause to the government or to
maniagement and business. In the last days
when  antichrist power in  this
world, this may be the very last witness that
the believers can give. They may feel the
need of taking a united stand to present a
united front against the growing wicked-
ness round about them, giving account of
the hope that is within them.

no positive purpose,

assumes

There remains yet one question that must
be answered, even though very briefly,
That is, what must we think of the Chris-
tian Labor Association in the light of all
that has been said? What must be our
criticism of it?

First, the membership is far too exten-
sive. Quoting from one of its leaflets, “The
C.L.A. uccepts as members all who pledge
to uphold the Christian principles, regard-
less of their church affilintion.” Surely only
those who maintain the infallibility of the
Scriptures, bow before its sole authority,
and accept its sonnd teachings, can anite
together on a common basis of Scripture
and the Confessions, That would limit it
quite well to those of Reformed persuasion.
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Second, the goal and purpase is far too
broad. Quoting again from one of their
leaflets: “The term ‘labor’ has also anotler,
more popular connotation. It refers to the
masses  of workers who are  striving  for
justice in Jabor relationships and working
conditions. The C.L.A, uses the term also
in that sense. It proceeds from the principle
that all injustice, all sinful relationships and
bad working conditions are a violation of
Christian principles as taught in the Scerip-
tures and therefore an abomination in the
sight of God. The Christian nmst oppose,
must fight them! He must uphold the dig-
nity and rights of mun created after the
image of God! He must demand justice for
the oppressed! He must fulfill the demands
of the law of God in regard to love for his
fellowmen! Hence a Christinn Labor Asso-
ciation. To oppose all injustices aud to
establish conditions that harmonize with
the demands of God. That’s the C.L.A.”
Does this organization actually mean that?
Do they lope to oppose ALL injustices,
that is, all the opposition of Satan and his
host against the Church of God, and over-
come it? Do they  actually intend Lo
“establish conditions that hamonize with
the demands of God™? That is, do they
think that they can so improve this world
by social reform that the wicked will love
the Lord, the only true God, with heurt
and mind and soul and strength? Will the
world be won for Christ by way of reform,
or is Christ’s kingdom spiritual and heav-
enly, so that it is realized through judgment?

Third, tne respect for authority is not
carricd through consistently to the end. Tt
is true, that the C.L.A. opposes the use of
strikes except in a last extreme. But even
that last extreme is condemned by Scripture.
I quote once more: “Promotion of the wel-
fare of all also rules out the use of the
strike weapon to force the granting of un-
warranted demands, or when its use threat-
ens the welfare of a community or of the
nation. The C.L.A. helieves that the strike
weapon may be used only when there is no
other method by which to cffect a just sct-
tlement. Strikes and lockouts are weapons
of industrial war left over from an era when
there were no other means to settle disputes
available. Competent and impartial media-
tion agencics and arbitrators arc now avail-
able. The C.L.A. believes fully in final ar-
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bitration of all differences.” (These quota-
tions are taken from “About the Christian
Labor Association” and “What You Should
Know About The C.L.A.”) But doesn’t
this last quotation contradict itself? If the
C.L.A. believes in “final arbitration of all

differences” it thereby should also rule out
“that the strike weapon may be used only
when there is no other method by which to
cffect a just settlement.”” An unjust means
is not justified under any circumstance,
especially not in defence of a just cause.

THAT CONTEST AGAIN

Entrics for the second Beacon Lights Lit-
erary Contest are less than abundant, at
present. For this reason, the Committec has
moved the deadline back from February 1
to March 15. This date will either herald
the publication of contest results or stand
as the gloomy memorial of the death of
more than Julius Caesar.

Last vear’s trial venture proved that there
is much latent talent among us. We urge
all who have secrctly desired to express
themsclves in writing to give the muse an
opportunity. Isolate yourself, think, pick
up a pen and . . . send your contribution of
creativity to Nancy Heecmstra,

Complete rules appear below.,

D. J. E.

LITERARY CONTEST RULES
Due Date — March 13, 1963

1. Any Beacon Lights reader who is either
a baptized or confessing member of the
Protestant Reformed Churches may enter.
Entries may be submitted in the three
following categories: poctry, prose, fic-
tion and prose non-fiction, which include
essays, stories, drama, There is no limit
to the number of entries which may be
submitted by any one person.
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3. There will be a special category for
grade school children alone, kindergarten
through the ninth grade. Entrants may
submit prose or poetry, and again there
is no limit to the number of entries
which may be submitted by any one
person,

4. Entries must be in the following form:
all entries must be typewritten; the title,
but not the name of the entrant, should
appear on the entry. On a separate
sheet should appear the name of the
entrant, the type of entry, and the title
of entry.

5. All entries will be judged on the basis
of artistic quality and truth content.

6. A prize of $10 will be awarded for the
first place entry in cach of the three
categories. A prize of $5 will be awarded
for the first place entry in the grade
school category.

7. No entries will be returned. Beuacon
Lights reserves the right to publish any
or all entries.

8. All entries must be mailed to
Heemstra, 6403 Cascade Road,
Grand Rapids 6, Michigan, by
15, 1963.

9. No previously published articles will be
eligible.

Nancy
S. E,
March

\EWS

FROM, FOR AND ABOUT
OUR CHURCHES

LOIS E. KREGEL

Christmas Memories
The season which we seem to anlicipate
for so long and with so much preparation is
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once more behind us, and in its wake are
many pleasant reflections,

Beacon Lights helped celebrate Christ-
mas by sponsoring a Singspiration in First
Church on December 23, Besides the carols
and Psalter selections, which were ably di-
rected by Mr. Charles \Westra, the program
included two vocal solos by Mr. Arnold
Dykstra, and a trumpet solo by Mr, Donald
Knoper.

The Radio Choir of the Reformed Wit-
ness Hour sought to spread a little of the joy
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of the Christmas season by singing carols
through the halls of the Holland Home, and
in so doing werc themselves filled with a
little more of that same joy.

Those in the Qaklawn-South Holland arca
had the privilege of meeting for a Sing-
spiration in Oaklawn Church on December
16; it was planned by the Ladies’ Auxiliary
of the school.

o o o ° °

Called Home
Mrs. J. Van Winsheym (First) on Wed-
nesday, Dec. 18, at the age of 69 ycars.

< ° ° < °

Membership Transfers

Mr. Richard Van Baren and one child
transferred to South Holland from Hudson-
ville.

lope welcomed the following brethren
and sisters as members: from Grand Haven,
Mr. and Mrs, Louis Elzinga and five bap-
tized children; from Loveland. Mr. Dale H.
Kuiper; from Creston, Mr, and Mrs. .
King, Roger King, Marilyn King, Miss Aga-
tha Lubbers, and Mr, and Mrs. Lammert
Lubbers and one baptized child.

o o & © o

Newcomers

A son, bom to Mr, and Mrs. H.
{ Hudsonville )

A daughter, born to Mr. and Mrs, Jay
Holstege ( Hudsonville)

A son, born to Mr. and Mrs. Foster Wier-
sema {(IIndsonville)

A daughter, born to Mr. and Mrs. Ed
Micdema (Hudsonville)

A daughter, born to Mr. and Mrs. Wm.
Oomkes (First)

A daughter, born to Mr. and Mrs. Jake
Kuiper, Jr. (Hope)

A daughter, born to Mr. and Mrs. Merle
Veenstra (Hope)

A son, born to Mr.
Kamps (Hope)

A son, born to Mr. and Mrs. L. Regnerus
{ Oaklawn)

A daughter, born to Mr. and Mrs. Merle
Miedema, Jr. (Hudsonville).

Boer

and Mrs. Marvin

Radio News
Radio Station W]BL, in Holland., Michi-
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gan is the latest addition to the list of out-
lets employed in the broadcasting of the
radio ministry of The Protestant Reformed
Churches in America. The Radio Commit-
tec of the Reformed Witness Hour an-
nounces that beginning in February, our
program, the Lord willing, can be heard
over WJBL. This station, transmitting at
1260 kilocycles (AM) and 94.5 megacycles
(FM), covers the castern shore of Lake
\Michigan from North Muskegon to South
Haven, and reaches inland a short distance
beyond Grand Rapids; it will air our broad-
casts each Sunday at 3:00 P. M. The com-
mittee welcomes comments from the young
people of our churches in Western Michigan
concerning this new addition to our radio

stations, Can you “read” us “loud and
clear?” The mailing address of the Re-

formed Witness Hour is Box 1230, Grand
Rapids 1, Mich.

° g -] Q? <

At a Glance

Home on leave over the holidays was
Harvey Holstege, of our Hudsonville church.

Our people in Edgerton were encouraged
by a decision of the Supreme Court of Min-
nesota recently, in their struggle to regain
their church property. The court ordered a
new trial to determine the issue of mem-
bership.

The latest pamphlet in the series prepared
by the Oaklawn-South Holland Church Exten-
sion Committee is entitled, “Seventy Times
Seven,” and is based on the fifth petition
of the Lord’s Prayer.

Doon has extended a call to Rev. H.
Hanko, of Hope; Rev. G. Vanden Berg has
declined the call from Southwest in Grand
Rapids.

A new name has appeared on several of
our church bulletins as preaching supply:
that of Robert Decker, a first year student
in our seminary.

£~ L. o -2 -]

A thought to ponder, as we stand at the
beginning of a new year (borrowed from
Hope’s bulletin): “A daily conversation in
heaven is the surest forerunner of a comn-
stant abode there. The Spirit of God, by
enabling us hereunto, first brings heaven
into the soul, and then eonducts the soul to
heaven.”
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Come to Hear
Vhe FHope Phoral Society

WHEN | February 17, 1963
WHERE

| S.E. Prot. Ref’d Church

TIME \ 9:00 P.M.

N
\ Sponsored by:
N
N

Southeast’s Young People’s Society
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