






and historical CriticIsm. Literary
criticism simply takes into account
what kind of material one is dealing
with in Scripture (whcther poetry
as in the Psalms or narrative as in
the gospels, etc.); but it also
attempts' to demonstrate how a
given book of the Bible came into
existencc; i.e., whether Matthew or
Luke, in writing their gospel
narratives, used outside sources, de­
pended upon the eye-witness testi­
mony of others, etc. In this area
redaction criticism enters the
picture, for redaction CritiCIsm
deals with the question of how the
men whom God used to write the
Scriptures put their writings in final
form. And historical criticism
deals with the question of the
historical occasion, the human
author, the cultural influences, etc.
in a given book of the Bible.

I have no doubt that some of
this is indeed legitimate work and
that surely somc of these things
are implied in the tried and true
grammatico-historical method of
Biblical interpretation. This is not
where I have my quarrel with
current "conservative" hermeneu­
tics.

The problem lies in the whole
relation bctwccn the divine and the
"human" elements in Scripture.

A few things ought to be said
about this so that the point can be
made as clear as possible.

If we believe that Scripture is
infallibly inspired, that it is the
Word of God, that it is inerrant in
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all its parts, that it is divinely­
breathed, that holy men of God
spoke as they were moved by the
Holy Spirit, then the all-important
question which every exegete con­
fronts is this: What is the meaning
of the Holy Spirit in this particular
text? That is the only question of
any importance whatsoever. That
is the question which has to be
answered. That is the question
which confronts the preacher when
he prepares his sermons because he
must come to God's people with
the words: "Thus saith the Lord."
That is the question which the child
of God confronts when he takes
that Word of God as a lamp unto
his feet and a light upon his path­
way. He is not interested in what
any men say, no matter how holy
they may be. He is interested in
what God says. That is the only
thing which counts.

The dangers of redaction criti­
cism or historical-literary criticism
are, therefore, these.

1) This type of critical approach
to Scripture places all the emphasis
on the human element in Scripture
and puts the human element as an
element along side that of the
divine. It fails to reckon with the
relation between the men whom
God used to write the Scriptures
and the work of God Himself. It
introduces into the Scriptures a sort
of dualism in which both God and
man have a role. It does not see
that the human writers were com­
pletely controlled by God so that
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the product is God's work exclu- .. which shaped Paul are different
sively. It is therefore an intro- from those which shaped John.
duction into the doctrine of Scrip- And the unity of Scripture in the
tureof Arminianism. one great revelation of the truth of

2) It concentrates so completely God in Christ is ignored and denied.
on the human element that, in 4) From a practical point of
practice, the divine element is ig- view, and most serious of all, it
nored. This is a practical conse- puts the Scriptures outside the
quence, but very real for all that. reach of the child of God who has
And. in fact. this· is exactly what. no formal training in archeology,
happens in all Arminianism. The rabbinic literature, Mid-eastern cul­
human element is so emphasized ture, etc., etc. Really to under­
that it becomes the only important stand Scripture one must be an ex­
element. And so, from a practical pert in all kinds of esoteric subjects.
point of view, this type of criticism And if one docs not have the
so concentrates upon the human scholarly credentials that the
that the exegete never gets around learned professors in Seminary
to asking concerning the meaning have, too ·bad about him; he cannot
of the Holy Spirit. One is so in- really know what Scripture teaches.
terested in what Paul had to say, Effectively the Scriptures are taken
or what Isaiah had to say, or what from God's people and are made
David had to say, that it never the exclusive property of learned
occurs to him to ask what the Holy men.
Spirit has to say. He becomes so To avoid this, some have
wrapped up in the cultural context suggested that, after all, Scripture
in which the book was written, the has m~re than one level of meaning.
cultural influences which deter- There is the simple, easy, literal
mined the nature of the writings of level which any person can under­
a given man. that the revelation of stand, but there is the deep, under­
God in Scripture is forgotten. lying meaning which is the real

3) It runs the grave risk (ex- truth and which is available only to
treme1y common even among con- those who have P.h.D's behind their
servative scholars) of dealing with names. But this is simply a return
what is called so often Johanine to the old Medieval and Romish
theology, or Pauline eschatology, or doctrine which ultimately fills the
the corpus of Petrine literature. to child of God with despair. for he
the exclusion of the truth of God cannot really understand what the
in Christ. Paul has his theology, Bible says, after all. As C.S. Lewis
and John his. And perhaps the two writes:
do not even always agree with ea~h "An experienced clergyman told
other. But. after all, the influences me that most liberal priests, faced
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with this problem have recalled
from its grave the late medieval
conception of two truths: a
picture-truth which can be
preached to the people, and an
csoteric truth for use among the
clergy. I shouldn't think you will
enjoy this conception mlJ,ch when
you have to put it into practice.
I'm sure if I had to produce picture­
truths to a parishioner in great
anguish or under fierce tempta­
tion, and produce them with that
seriousness and fervour which his
condition demanded, while
knowing all the time that I didn't
exactly - only in some Pickwiek­
ian sense - believe them myself,
I'd find my forehead getting red
and damp and my collar getting
tight."

It will be argued by the de­
fenders of redaction and historieal­
literary criticism that nevertheless,
the tried and true grammatico­
historical method of interpretation
which all the church has used im­
plies such emphasis on the human
clcmcnt. The argument here is,
of course, that the meaning of
God's Word, i.c., the meaning of
thc Holy Spirit, can really be dis­
covered only by careful attention
ro all the historical conditions
under which a given book was
written.

While we do not deny that there
is an clement of truth to all this,
there are, nevertheless, certain
points that have to be remembered.

1) In many, many instances in
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Scripture we simply do not know
the historical circumstances of a
given book. We do not know, e.g.,
who wrote I & II Kings or I & II
Chronicles. We do not know in
every instance who wrote a given
Psalm, or under what circum­
stances it was written. We do not
know the author of the epistle to
the Hebrews. We do not know
with certainty the circumstances
under which the gospel narratives
were written and what purposes
they were intended to serve. We
can make guesses about all these
things, but the fact remains that
the most learned of scholars dis­
agree violently among themselves
on many of these questions.

The point is that God did not,
in every instance, choose to reveal
these things to us. What docs that
mean? Well, it obviously means
that God is saying that a knowledge
of these things is not absolutely
essential to an understanding of the
text because the imponant ques­
tion of the text is: What is the
Holy Spirit saying? And we need
not know all this historical and
cultural background to know what
the Spirit is saying to the Church.
It makes not one panicle of differ­
ence in these cases what the histor­
ical circumstances were.

If we had to wait for scholars to
decide in every case what the his­
torical circumstances were before
we could understand a part of
Scripture, we would have to wait
until the Lord comes again; and
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then it will be too late.
2) This does not mean that

where the Holy Spirit Himself is
pleased to reveal these historical
circumstances to us, that such in­
formation is not helpful in under­
standing a book or a given passage
of Scripture. But let it be re­
membered then that the Holy
Spirit Himself has made the de­
cision on what to reveal to us. And
we ought, I think, on the whole,
let the Holy Spirit make these
decisions in every case.

But even then, if the Holy Spirit
is pleased to reveal to us these
historical circumstances, His pur­
pose is not to inspire us to write
volumes of learned balderdash
about these historical circum­
stances, but His purpose is to help
us in our stupidity from above so
that we may learn the easier what
God Himself has to say to us. We
are concerned only about God's
Word. And if God, through the
Spirit of Christ, in some instances
chooses to help us by revealing
certain historical circumstances, we
can only bow in humility before
the wisdom of God. But if God
tells us that this information is
not really necessary, we are guilty
of consummate folly when we
spend time, energy, and money
writing hundreds of books wHich
are adept at constructing magni­
ficent castles of human speculation
but which help us not at all in
learning what the Spirit says to
the Church.
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I am aware of the fact that what
I have written does not deal with all
the problems that arise in con­
nection with the whole question of
Biblical interpretation. But these
things are surely the limits within
which all interpretation must be
done and all problems must be
solved.

I will, I know, be charged with
being unscholarly. So be it. If
scholarly work requires one to deny
in any way or manner what God
has done in that remarkable miracle
of giving us Scripture, we can only
be thankful that God saves us by
His grace from scholarliness. And
our earnest prayer ought to be:
Deliver us, 0 God, from the hands
of scholarship.

A simple, child-like, humble
faith in Scripture as the Word of
God, understandable to my child
sitting on my knee, is marc to be
preferred than the intricacies and
labyrinth ian mazes of redaction
criticism. ••

Education, Christianity, and tbe
State, Essays by J. Gresham Ma­
chen; edited by John W. Robbins;
The Trinity Foundation, Jefferson,
Maryland i 179pp., $7.95, (paper).
[Reviewed by Prof. H. Hanko.]

John Robbins has put together
in this book a number of essays
written by the well-known Pres­
byterian J. Gresham Machen on the
general subject of the relationship
between the State and Christian
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cducation. The book was not
originally written in its present
form by Machcll, and thc result
is that the essays are not always
integratcd into a unified whole;
and some duplication (sometimes
verbatim) ,is present in the book.

Machen has many interesting
and important things to say in this
collection of essays. Although he
wrote about sixty years ago, some
of these things need very much to

be said in our own time. In the
first two essays, the two which I
enjoyed the most, Machen stresses
strOflgly the element of knowledge
in faith and the importance of
genuine Christian scholarship. I-Ie
has many worthwhile things to say
and it would do today's doctrinally
illiterate church a great deal of
good to take to heart Machen's
insistence on the importance of the
k1-lOwledge of the truth and the
importance of controversy to de­
fend it. (The reader will recall that
Machen was deeply involved in the
doctrinal apostasy of the Northern
Presbyterian Church. that he was
cast out of her fellowship, and that
he played a major role in the estab­
lishment of the Orthodox Pres­
byterian Church and Westminster
Theological Seminary.) A brief
quote will illustrate this:

"Again, we arc told that our
theological differences will dis­
appear if we will just get down on
our knees together in prayer. Well,
I can only say about that kind of
prayer, which is indifferent to the
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question whether the gospel is truc
or false, that it is not Christian
prayer; it is bowing down in the
house of Rimmon. God save us
from it! Instead, may God lead us
to the kind of prayer in which,
recognizing the dreadful condition
of the visible Church. recognizing
the unbelief and the sin which
dominate it today, we who are
opposed to the current of the age
both in the world and in the
Church, facing the facts as they are,
lay those facts before God, as
Hezekiah laid before Him the
threatening letter of the Assyrian
enemy, and humbly ask Him to
give the answer.

"Again. men say that instead of
engaging in controversy ill the
Church, we ought to pray to God
for revival'; instead of polemics, we
ought to have evangelism. Well,
what kind of revival do you think
that will be? What sort of evangel­
ism is it that is indifferent to the
question what evangel is it that is
to be preached? Not a revival in
the New Testament sense, not the
evangelism that Paul meant when
he said, 'Woe is unto me, if I preach
not the gospel.' No, my friends,
there can be no true evangelism
which makes common cause with
the enemies of the Cross of Christ.
Souls will hardly be saved unless
the evangelists can say with Paul:
,If we or an angel from heaven
preach any other gospel than that
which we preached unto you, let
him be accursed!' Every true
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revival is born in controversy, and
leads to more controversy."

The larger part of the book
deals, however, with the relation
between the State and public edu­
cation. Machen was deeply in­
volved in this question to the point
that he testified before the Senate
Committee on Education and
Labor and the House Committee
on Education concerning the ques­
tion of a proposed Department of
Education - a department which
he vigorously opposed.

There is, however, it seems to
me, inconsistency in Machen's posi­
tion over against education in this
country. On the one hand, he was
involved in public education and
feared greatly federal control of it.
One would get the impression
that he considered public education
necessary in our society, and in
fact, he writes about the apparent
necessity of public schools. On the
other hand, however, he has sharp
things to say about public educa­
tion and about the role of the
government in it. He writes con­
cerning the legal impossibility of
teaching morality in any Biblical
sense in the public school system.
He deals with the weakness of an
inevitable uniformity in the public
schools which comes from govern­
ment control of education. And he
sees the solution to the whole
problem as finally being the estab­
lishment of Christian schools. So
there is the conundrum of support
of public schools and support for
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Christian schools - both at the
same time.

It seems to me that the book in­
dicates how Machen "resolved this
problem in his own mind. The
book has much to do with ques­
tions of political Ii berry, patriotism
and Christian principles in govern­
ment. Apparently (although ad­
mittedly I speculate), Machen, with
a deep love for his country. and a
firm conviction that this country
is a truly Christian country as far
as its founding principles are con­
cerned, saw that public education
was a necessity. and that the
Christian ought to exert all the
Christian influence in government
and in the educational policy of
the government which he could.
Oli the other hand, for the people
of God themselves, Christian educa­
tion was the only real alternative.

The book is valuablc reading
even though some of the emphases
in the book arc, in my judgment.
less than satisfactory. ••

Pat Robertson: A Warning to

America, by John W. Robbins,
The Trinity Foundation, P.O. Box
169, Jefferson, Maryland 21755,
publisher, 1988, 151 pages. (paper).
with notes and indices, $5.95.
[Reviewed by Rev. Robert C.
Harbach.1

Read this book. Why? Surely
because this is one of the timeli­
est books on the market informing
the world of a controversial,'
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contemporaneous figure stanuing to

the: forefront of the public eye. As

the introduction states, Pat Robert­

son is "very religious." Just what

is his religion? The answer the

hook gives is as amazing as the man
himself. But arc there any parti­
cular advantages to he gained in
the reading of this book? There
arc.

First, here is a book full of

theological delights and refreshing
perspectives in Reformed thinking.
A Reformed apologetic runs
throughout in defense of the
Christian faith which is devastating
without being offensive. Com­
petent insights are given into the
American political scene. Content
is of the quality of Machen and
Clark. A Reformed world and life
view colors the work. Cults and
false churches are put into clear
focus as outside the pale of Chris­
tianity. Educative the book is,
yet it sparkles with the entertain­
ing, as it relates many of the claims
and actions of the tel-evangelists
whieh arc screamingly ridiculous.
A central stance taken is that the

Bible is the only infallible rule of

faith and practice. Thus the reader

is warned against the claims to new
revelations. dreams, visions, voices,

speakings in gibberish, miraculous
words of knowledge, and the
ouija board method of finding

"divine guidance" from the pages
of the Bible. Provided is an armory
of spiritual artillery and ammuni­
tion which may be employed to
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deflate the arrogance of the false
prophets who put down and shut
up their constituencies with, "God

has directed me in this matter!

Have you aflything further to say?"

Is this a spiritual book? Not
reeking v,lith a cheap spiritual per­
fume a la Tartufe, it has a genuine
spiritual ring, honoring the true
Christ and the true Gospel.

The Christian public long has
been awaiting the appearance of

just such an expose. It is about "a
man and a movement outside the

pale of Christianity." That state­
ment is not a mere "blurb liner,"
but is a proposition which the
author, a Reformed apologete.
proves in and throughout the book.
Dr. Robbins further sets out to
prove that "Robertson has the
Bible, (but) he rejects it" (p. 67).
He begins by defining Christianity
according to the sound basis of
Tbe Westmi11Ster Confession of
Faitb. The author sees Christianity
as "a critique of :111 religions" (95).
Next, he defines what the Gospel
is and what a Llue Evangelical is,
showing that not all called "Evan­

gelicals" do really believe the Gos­

pel. Proper definition of the Gos­

pel requires showing first what it
is not. then to state· clearly what
it is. Having done this, the author
confidently avers that "One looks
in vain through Pat Robertson's

books and newsletters for a pre­

sentation of the Gospel of Jesus
Christ" (15). Pat Robertson's

so:called gospel contrasts markedly
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to the Gospel of Jesus Christ as it
stands in the light of the whole
counsel of God.

What the book is all about is
one who claims to be a divinely
anointed prophet, who receives
direct extra-biblical revelatiulls
from God in "voices" and "signs."
Some of the prophecies Robertson
has made are mentioned. Then it
is shown how to test the prophets

according to Scripture. and how

biblically to evaluate their claims
to having wrought miracles. Does
Robertson pass these tests and
evaluations? It is one of the strong
points of the book that the reader
will not be disappointed in the
answer given to this and the like
questions. Another remarkable
feature of the book is that it has
timely warnings against Counterfeit
Gospels. Counterfeit Miracles.
against Positive Confession, Dam in­
ion Theology, "speaking in
tongues." and the New Age groups.

What enhances the value of the
book are: 1) its sections on "The
Bible and the Draft," 2) on the

author's Reformed view of politics.

3) on Christ's use of logic. 4) on
what is dangerous ahout Rohertson,
deceiving and being deceived. 5) on
"The Origin and Destiny of the
Charismatic Movement," in an

appendix. Here Charismaticism is
viewed as a water-slide into Rome.
6} Then there are the Notl:s. the
bibliography, the subject index, and
the informative table of contents.
Before beginning to read the book,
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glance over the table of contents,
briefly scan the index. then read
and enjoy it you must. In the

reading of some books it will be
all one can do to keep a firm grip
on his attention to keep from
falliJlg illlu a stupor. One ",viII not
have that problem with this bo~k.

There is only one sta£Cment in
this book to \vhich the reviewer
would take exception and that is
where Dr. Robhins states that Dr.

William A. Nolen, ,71,.1.0 .. author of
the book, "Healing: A Doctor in
Search of a Miracle." is "a Chris­
tian physician" (p. 40). There is
no indication of this in the book
under review. For Dr. Nolen
states that he was born and raised
a Roman Catholic, and is a graduate
of Holy Cross (Jesuit) College.
Still, he admitted. "I can't claim to
be a good Catholic." Ife goes on.
"Am I religious? Not very, I'm
afraid. . .. I believe in God, and I
also believe that after physical
death. we continue in existence in
some other form. If someone
should ask me if I believe that
'when we die we go (nor 'may go' ­

RCB) to heaven,' J guess. all things
considered. and rl~alizing 'heaven'
is a nebulous term, I'd answer,
'Yes.''' Further, he wrote, "I'm
afraid I don't knov..· the Bible as
well as I should." Then he added
this about (;od: "those who wish

to substitute 'nature,' 'first cause,'
'Jehovah,' or anything else, may
feci free to do so God ... gave
us brains" (Healing pp. 4]. 70,
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275). To the physician we would
reply, "Yes, but lie gave us, Chris­
tians. more. But see I John 5: 20

for what we mean by thar."
But as we advised, read this

hook! ••

:l Cbristiall Philosophy of Educa­

tioN. by Gordon H. Clark; Trinity
Foundation, 1987; 280 pp.,
(paper). [Reviewed by Prof. II.
lJanko.]

The advertisement which came
with the book is interesting enough
to qtlote:

"First published in 1946, A

Cbristian Pbilosopby of Education
was a pioneering attempt to arti­
culate a distinctively Christian view
of education from kindergarten to

university. It was well-received at
the time of its first publication and
recognized for what it was: a com­
prehensive defense of Christian
education.

"Now the book has been exten­
sively revised and updated; it con­
tains about fifty percent marc
material than the original edition.
The arguments, however, remain
the same: There can be no neutral­
ity education, for belief in God ­
or lack of belief in God - is so
fundamental that it colors every
other thought and action a person
might entertain or take. Secular,
that is, non-Christian attempts to
articulate a coherent philosophy of
education fail because they cannot
determine whether man or the
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universe has a purpose. Only
Christianity can provide a com­
prehensive purpose for man
according to which all the activities,
including especially education, can
be arranged: 'The chief end of man
is to glorify God and enjoy Him
forever.'

"Given Clark's Christianity, it
may surprise some readers to dis­
cover that he supported the
Supreme Court's decisions re­
moving prayer from the public
schools. But those cases, Clark
points out, involved a government­
written and mandated prayer that
was designed to be 'non-sectarian,'
that is. non-Christian. The removal
of such prayers from public schools
should alarm no Christians. for the
government has no business pre­
scribing prayers, let alone non­
Christian prayers.

"As for public education in
general, Clark argues that educa­
tion is a function of the family,
not the state, and that the inter­
vention of the government in
education has led to the total
secularization of education. This
can only be reversed by removing
children from public schools and
educating them as Christians.
Quoting the nineteenth century
theologian A.A. Hodge, Clark con­
cludes that the government schools
have become the most efficient
engine for the propagation of
atheism that the world has ever
seen."

The book is must reading for all
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our teachers who engage in the
work of the education of covenant
children. It is a sharp critic of so­
called religiously-neutral education.
In fact, the greatest strength of the
book is its sharp emphasis on the
antithesis and its arguments which
spell au t the absolute difference
between Christian and unbelieving
thought as applied to the area of
education.

While the book is on the whole
theoretical, it also deals with more
practical matters such as curriculum
and teacher education in Chapter 7.

There are especially two areas in
which the book is somewhat of a
disappointment. In Chapter VI
Clark deals with the philosophy of
education and identifies the image
of God in man with reason. This is
a mistake, although not at all un­
characteristic of the general trend
of Clark's writings.

The book is too philosophical
and not sufficiently Biblical. This
too is characteristic of many of
Clark's writings and probably
stands connected with this view of
the image of God in man. This
philosophical emphasis in the book,
while helpful in distinguishing the
faith of Christians from unbelief,
nevertheless leads to a book which
is not grounded as it ought to be in
Scripture. There are not a lot of
Scripture passages cited, and the
citations which do occur (listed in
a separate index) are not developed
and used to fonnulate the Biblical
basis for Christian education in all
instances.

The book is, however, strongly
recommended to our readers. £It'll!
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BOOK NOTICE

Calvin's Calvinism: Treatises 011 tbe
Eternal Predestination of God &
tbe Secret Providel1C:l~ of God, by
John Calvin, translated by ] Ienry
Colc, Grand Rapids: Reformed
Frce Publishing Association, Pub­
lishers, 3541'1' .. (paper). 1Reviewed
by Rev. J. Slopsema.1

As the title indicates this book
contains two treatises by the great
Reformer. John Calvin. on pre­
destination and providence. Writes
the translatcr. Henry Cole, thesc:
"Treatises deriv<o: a considcrable
ascension of value and interest
from the fact that they arc thc only
productions of Calvin which he de­
voted expressly, exclusively, and
purposely, to the exposition and
defense of the sublime doctrines of
electing, predestinating, and pre­
serving grace."

In explanation of the title,
Calvin's Calvinism, the translator,
Henry Cole, writes in his preface:

"There are, in the religious
world, almost as many different
shades, phrases, kinds, and degrees
of Calvinism as there are Calvinists
(or professors of these doctrines of
Calvin), and almost as many diverse
opinions on the faith and character
of the Reformer himself. But (as
the present Translator has already
remarked) he now presents the
Church of Christ... with...
"CALVIN'S own CALVINISM."

We commend the Reformed
Free Publishing Association for re­
printing these valuable works of
Calvin and reiterate the hope of the
publishers that this book will
reach a broad readership. 111.11
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