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studies in Calvin Theological
Seminary for teaching a similar
idea. Janssen taught that Israel
derived its religion in part from
pagan influences, although it
had unique features about it that
came from Israel's unique his­
tory. Janssen defended this
viewpoint on the grounds of
common grace, that is, follow­
ing Kuyper's doctrine of com­
mon grace, on the grounds that
the gracious operation of the
Holy Spirit in the hearts of pa­
gans produces elements of true
religion that can be and were re­
trieved and "purified" yet fur­
ther within the nation of Israel.

But that by way of a paren­
thesis.

The purpose of the Psalms,
according to Mowinckel, was
to enrich Israelite festivals with
music and to give meaning and
content to these festivals. They
are of many kinds: epiphany
festivals, harvest festivals, en­
thronement festivals that salute
Yahweh as king, and even lam­
entation festivals when the em­
phasis was on national or indi­
vidual sorrow for various ca­
lamities that came on the na­
tion.

This purpose of the Psalms
rules out the authorship of
David and others listed in the
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Psalms' headings: "The head­
ings 'by David,' 'by Moses,' 'by
Solomon' tell us nothing, there­
fore, of the real authors. The
heading 'by David', however,
confirms that in days of old the
psalms were destined to be used
by the king when he was repre­
senting the community in the
cult or taking part in it in some
other way" (vol. 2, p. 103).

In fact, most of the Psalms
were not written during Israel's
wanderings in the wilderness
(as Psalm 90, written by
Moses), nor during the reigns of
David and Solomon, nor by the
musicians in Israel, such as
Asaph and Ethan, in preparation
for the worship of God in the
temple. They were written af­
ter the captivity and belong to
that era of Judah's life.

Nor are the Psalms in any
sense Messianic, not even such
Psalms as 2, 22, 72, 110, etc. In
fact, they can never be prophetic,
for no such thing as prophecy, in
the sense of foretelling future
events, is possible. (The author
holds, for example, to a double
authorship of Isaiah because
chapters 40-66 are almost en­
tirely prophetic in character and
could not have been written by
Isaiah, a pre-exilic prophet.)

And so the book wends its
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weary way through the Psalms,
destroying God's Word, robbing
God's people of their Psalter,
and doing all this in the name
of scholarship.

The Psalms hold a special
place in the lives of the people
of God and in the worship of
God in the church. For this to
be true, however, the Psalms
must be divinely inspired. The
church is fundamentally unin­
terested in ancient literature of
man's making as an expression
of praise to Jehovah God. The
church is interested in confess­
ing her faith, and her faith is
God's revelation.

The Psalms are Messianic.
Some directly and explicitly so;
some as they reflect the spiri­
tual life of the child of God as
he lives out the salvation that he
has received from Christ. The
Psalms, therefore, express the
hope of the old dispensational
church for the coming of the
Messiah. The Psalms express
that hope as they are inspired by
the Spirit of Christ in the con­
sciousness of the psalmists, and
as the same Spirit of Christ
causes these Psalms to echo in
the consciousness of every be­
liever.

The Psalms are a complete
biography ofevery child of God
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in his own spiritual pilgrimage
in the world in all life's experi­
ences. If one would take the
general division of the Heidel­
berg Catechism as his roadmap
for the earthly pilgrimage of the
believer, one could say that all
of the experiences of the Chris­
tian are summed up in the three
main divisions ofthe knowledge
ofour misery, the confession of
our deliverance in Christ, and
the great gratitude we give to
God in praise and adoration for
what He has done. Nothing is
missing. No matter what way
the child of God is led through
life, no matter what his God-or­
dained circumstances, there is a
Psalm to instruct and comfort,
admonish and reprove, encour­
age and renew the weary pil­
grim.

The Psalms always lead us
to the cross. The Psalms make
us contemplate what God has
done for us and for all the cre­
ation in the matchless work of
grace. The Psalms show us our
terrible sins that we may more
fully appreciate what Christ did
for us. The Psalms tell us of the
power of our enemy that we
may know the power of the con­
quering Christ. The Psalms
help us understand our struggles
and trials, our failures and
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God's chastisement, so that we
may rejoice in our victory in
Christ and our hope of heaven.

If Ephesians 5: 19 and
Colossians 3: 16 refer to the
Hebrew Psalter, then the Psalms
also enrich immeasurably the
fellowship and communion of
the saints. In them, as we sing
together in church and sing in
the consciousness of being part

Word Pictures ofthe New Tes­
tament: Volume 1, The Gospel
According to Matthew; The
Gospel According to Mark.
A. T. Robertson, Revised and
Updated by Wesley J. Persch­
bacher. Grand Rapids: Kregel
Academic and Professional,
2004. 412 pages. (Hardcover).

Word Pictures ofthe New Tes­
tament: Volume 2, The Gospel
According to Luke. A.T.
Robertson, Revised and Up­
dated by Wesley J. Persch­
bacher. Grand Rapids: Kregel
Academic and Professional,
2005. 311 pages. (Hardcover).
[Reviewed by Russell J.
Dykstra.]

Word Pictures of the New
Testament is a solid work on the
New Testament intended to ex-
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ofthe company ofredeemed, we
admonish each other, encourage
each other, and comfort each
other in the difficult way ofthis
life.

There is no child of God
who would ever be willing to
sacrifice such a precious bundle
of songs on the altar of higher
criticism. •

plain the Greek text. The au­
thor, Archibald Thomas
Robertson, was a proficient and
recognized Greek scholar. This
six-volume work focuses on the
meaning ofthe Greek terms, the
Greek grammar, and the nu­
ances found in the Greek. In the
author's own words, it is not
intended to be a formal com­
mentary, for "nowhere is the
whole text discussed." Rather,
he explains: "everywhere those
words are selected for discus­
sion which seem to be richest
for the needs of the reader....
My own remarks will be now
lexical, now grammatical, now
archaeological, now exegetical,
now illustrative, anything ... that
may throw light here and there
on the New Testament words or
idioms." An extremely valuable
tool for Greek students and for

Vol. 39, No.1



ministers, it is highly recom­
mended by this reviewer.

The original volumes, first
published in the 1930s, as well
as subsequent reprintings, had
some unhappy features. Among
them was this, that, though the
work was intended chiefly for
those who know the Greek lan­
guage, all the Greek terms were
transliterated, using the English
alphabet.

Kregel's has committed to
reprinting these six volumes as
revised and updated by Wesley
Perschbacher. The main im­
proved features include: "a new
page header system, actual
Greek text, updated translation,
improved textual notes, Ameri­
canized spellings, more com­
plete footnotes, and Arabic ref­
erence numbers."

For any student ofthe Greek
who has used Word Pictures in
the old format, most of these
features will be a very welcome
change. This is particularly the
case with the Greek text and the
new page headers. The page
headings of the old version sim­
ply informed the reader of the
book ofthe Bible. The new ver­
sion gives book and chapter.

The improved format also
breaks up Robertson's com­
ments into paragraphs at the
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point where a new Greek term
is discussed. This is also an ex­
cellent change.

Some of the endnotes are
very helpful additions to the
comments of Robertson. One
particularly helpful kind of note
is an occasional specific refer­
ence to A. T. Robertson's own
book of grammar, where points
of grammar are more fully dis­
cussed.

The only question that re­
mains is this: How much revis­
ing did Perschbacher do to
Robertson's translation and
comments? In this regard, I
have some reservations. Some
of the revision is clearly a mat­
ter of improving sentence struc­
ture. Sometimes new informa­
tion is added - all to the good.
However, there are times when,
in my judgment, the revision
goes too far. Often times the
translation is changed, it seems,
simply to make it fit a modern
Bible version. For example in
Matthew I :2, where the Greek
has E)'EvvllOEv, Robertson him­
self translated it with the literal
meaning, begat. The revised
edition has was born, a strange
translation for the active form
of the verb, but one that is de­
fended on the basis that some
modem versions so translate the

73



Protestant Reformed Theological Journal

verb. Sometimes also, in my
opinion, an omission ofRobert­
son's words was a loss. Con­
cerning the endnotes, I found
that many were indeed helpful.
However, I did not appreciate
the very frequent notes provid­
ing the reader with the transla­
tion of the NIV. The NIV is not
a good study Bible, since it fol­
lows the principle of dynamic
equivalence in translation.

Puritan Papers, Volume Five,
1968-1969. J. I. Packer, Ed.
Phillipsburg: P & R Publishing
Company, 2005. 251 pages (pa­
per). [Reviewed by Russell
Dykstra.]

This volume ofPuritan Pa­
pers, like the previous four, is a
collection of papers read at Pu­
ritan and Reformed Studies
Conferences in Westminster
Chapel, London. The current
volume contains the papers of
the two conferences held in
1968 and 1969. The six papers
of the 1968 conference were
previously published under the
title The Manifold Grace of
God. Five papers from the 1969
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Endnotes that are not helpful are
a distraction.

Overall, I found the new
volumes to be excellent as far
as formatting is concerned.
Supplemental comments are
also good and helpful. How­
ever, I would hope that in the
future volumes, the revision
would attempt as much as pos­
sible to keep A.T. Robertson's
translation and comments. •

conference were previously
published in a volume with the
title By Schisms Rent Asunder.
The current work is published
by the denDulk Christian Foun­
dation and by P & R Publish­
ing.

These papers are worthy of
being reprinted. Generally, they
are well written and informative
and they contain solid material.
This review will highlight a few
of the chapters.

The first group is headed
with a paper by John R. deWitt
entitled "The Arminian Conflict
and the Synod of Dort." The
best part of the paper is a good
overview of the history of the
conflict in the Netherlands. In
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contrast, the evaluation is weak.
Although deWitt sides with the
orthodox, he has too much sym­
pathy for the Arminians. He
writes, "One can appreciate the
plight in which the Arminians
found themselves" (16).
DeWitt overlooks the fact that
the Arminians were bound by
the Heidelberg Catechism and
the Belgic Confession. By their
teaching heresy contrary to the
confessions, they brought the
trouble on themselves.

DeWitt's treatment of the
Canons of Dort lacks precision.
He maintains that the Canons
did not "cancel out the free of­
fer of the gospel" (20), without
making it clear that though the
Canons did reject the Arminian
conception of the well-meant
(free) offer, they did not con­
demn the open (free) and pro­
miscuous presentation ofChrist
in the preaching. In addition,
deWitt tends to view the doc­
trines of the Arminians as di f­
ferences from Calvinism, even
important differences, but not a
flat denial of the Reformed and
biblical doctrine of salvation.
To his credit, he did maintain
that "one cannot be Reformed
unless he holds to" the five Can­
ons of Dort (23).

J.1. Packer's first contribu-
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tion ("Arminianisms") is a fas­
cinating description of the dif­
ference between the Armini­
anism ofJacob Arminius and the
Remonstrants in the Netherlands
on the one hand, and the Ar­
minianism ofJohn Wesley on the
other. The branch of Armini­
anism in the Netherlands he calls
Rationalistic Arminianism, in­
dicating that it was humanistic
and that it contained a logically
developed theology. Packer
calls Wesley's Arminianism
"Evangelistic." According to
Packer, Wesley was raised on
Arminianism, but reacted
against the notion that fallen man
had a free will to choose God and
salvation. Wesley emphasized
the need for works, and the great
grace of God that saves sinners.
The Remonstrants pretended to
be Reformed and Calvinistic.
Wesley openly showed his ha­
tred of all the teaching of Cal­
vinism.

The essential theological
difference between Arminius
and Wesley, maintains Packer,
is that Arminius and his follow­
ers maintained the ability of a
free will in fallen man to choose
salvation, and thus denied the
total depravity of fallen man.
Wesley, on the other hand, em­
phasized the total depravity of
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fallen man, and man's inability
to be saved apart from God's
grace. Packer claims that by
this Wesley magnified God's
grace. However, in reality
Wesley made that grace pitifully
weak with the teaching that God
gives a non-saving prevenient
grace to every person, which
grace frees his will, thus en­
abling him to accept or reject
the offer of salvation.

Packer's evaluations are in­
teresting and worthwhile for
distinguishing between these
two theologies. However, both
are Arminian, and therefore he­
retical. Both deny the sover­
eignty ofGod in salvation, start­
ing with a conditional predesti­
nation (election only), going on
to a resistible grace, to a univer­
sal atonement, and the potential
failure of saints to persevere to
the end.

Packer's concluding analy­
sis of Arminianism is disap­
pointing. He views Arminian­
ism as "an impoverishing reac­
tion to" Reformational teaching
(40) - a far cry from the Can­
ons of Dort's condemnation of
Arminianism for bringing
"again out of hell the Pelagian
error" (Canons II, Rejection 3).

David Fountain provides a
good overview of John
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Wycliffe's life and work ("John
Wycliffe: The Evangelical Doc­
tor"), which climaxes in strik­
ing quotations from Wycliffe on
the importance and power ofthe
preaching.

The first section also in­
cludes a paper by Peter Toon on
"Puritan Eschatology," another
by David R. Smith on John
Fletcher, and one by D. Martin
Lloyd-Jones on the topic "Wil­
liam Williams and Welsh Cal­
vinistic Methodism."

The second section contains
a very different selection ofpa­
pers, as the title would indicate
- "By Schisms Rent Asunder."
Some of the contributions are
particularly pertinent for the
church today. One such paper
is "The Doctrine ofJustification
among the Puritans," by J.J.
Packer. After setting forth the
basic element of the "Reform­
ers' exposition ofjustification,"
Packer described the orthodox
Puritan development of the
same over against the continued
attacks ofRome. The third area
of development, he maintains,
was "the covenant context of
justification"(154). According
to Packer, the Puritans "valued"
the covenant concept for three
reasons, the third one being that
"it brings into sharp focus the
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saving ministry ofChrist, as me­
diator and federal head of His
people."

Packer (rightly) ascribes the
subsequent decline in the doc­
trine of justification by faith
alone to the influence of
Arminianism. The Arminians
denied some of the essential el­
ements of the Reformed faith,
which led to a weakened posi­
tion on justification by faith.
Interesting indeed is Packer's
position that one of the Re­
formed truths denied "was that
the covenant of grace is a rela­
tionship which God imposes
unilaterally and uncondition­
ally, by effectual calling, saying
to His elect, 'I will. .. and you
shalL ... '" The Arminian alter­
native, writes Packer, is condi­
tions, specifically "that the cov­
enant of grace is a new law, of­
fering present pardon on condi­
tion of present faith and final
salvation on condition of sus­
tained faith" (156). History re­
peats itself in modern-day
Arminians masquerading as Re­
formed covenantal theologians
who are denying justification by
faith alone on the theology of a
conditional covenant.

Strikingly, Packer touches
on the same common element in
his description of Arminian in-
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roads into the Puritans. This oc­
curred in the teaching of
Amyrauldism, introduced by
John Cameron and picked up by
Richard Baxter. The common
element, says Packer, is the
Arminian view of the covenant
(conditional) and a universal re­
demption. Packer's description
of Richard Baxter's view ofjus­
tification could likewise de­
scribe the views of the present­
day conditional-covenant her­
etics - "our salvation requires
a double righteousness: Christ's
... and our own, in obeying that
new law by genuine faith and
repentance" (158).

Hywel R. Jones' offering
had the most striking title ­
"The Death of Presbyter­
ianism." By this he refers to the
demise of the Presbyterian
church in England. He traces the
history of the Presbyterian
movement in England from the
emergence of the ideals in the
1570s to its ascendancy in the
first half of the seventeenth cen­
tury. Then follows "the exclu­
sion ofPresbyterianism," that is,
the rejection of one established
national (Presbyterian) church in
England in the latter 1600s.
Jones then describes the "Disin­
tegration of Presbyter-ianism."
It was due, he insists, primarily
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to the toleration offalse doctrine
and, closely related, to a failure
to discipline erring ministers.
By the term "death," Jones does
not mean "extinction." Yet he
defends this term in that the Pres­
byterian church in England "be­
came utterly helpless in the ar­
eas where it persisted, to recover
itself. The Presbyterianism to be
seen in England today is the re­
sult ofresuscitatory measures of
the Scots in the nineteenth cen­
tury" (178).

The final chapter of the sec­
tion is a very revealing essay by
D. Martin Lloyd-Jones with the
intriguing title "Can We Learn
from History?" His specific ref­
erence is to the divisions that
splintered the Protestant move­
ment after the Reformation. His
answer is "Yes," and the essen­
tiallesson is that division is the
great evil to be avoided at all
costs. For Lloyd-Jones, the
only legitimate division is that
between the Roman Catholic
Church and Protestantism. In
his judgment, the other divi­
sions were due to such causes
as the notion of a national
church, politics, tradition, and
trouble over defining the funda­
mentals of the faith. In this ar­
ticle Lloyd-Jones reveals his
low regard for the confessions
of the church.
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He proposes that the solu­
tion to the many divisions in
Protestantism is that all the
branches settle their differences
and agree on a brief list of be­
liefs. Lloyd-Jones points with
approval to Oliver Cromwell's
idea of toleration. In accordance
with Cromwell's view, a com­
mittee was appointed to draw up
a list of the fundamentals "on
which, and on which alone, true
fellowship is possible between
Protestant evangelical people"
(239). The list is given below.
It is striking that it omits any
reference to the doctrines of
sovereign grace.

I. That the Holy Scrip­
ture is that rule of knowing
God and living unto Him
which whoso does not believe
cannot be saved.

2. That there is a God
who is the Creator, Governor
and Judge ofthe world, which
is to be received by faith, and
every other way ofthe knowl­
edge of Him is insufficient.

3. That this God who is
the Creator is eternally dis­
tinct from all creatures in His
Being and Blessedness.

4. That this God is one in
Three Persons or subsis­
tences.

5. That Jesus Christ is the
only Mediator between God
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and Man without the knowl­
edge of whom there is no sal­
vation.

6. That this Jesus Christ
is the true God.

7. That this Jesus Christ
is also true Man.

8. That this Jesus Christ
is God and Man in One Per­
son.

9. That this Jesus Christ
is our Redeemer, who by pay­
ing a ransom and bearing our
sins has made satisfaction for
them.

10. That this same Lord
Jesus Christ is He that was
Crucified at Jerusalem, and
rose again and ascended into
Heaven.

11. That this same Jesus
Christ being the only God and
Man in One Person remains
for ever a distinct Person from
all saints and angels not-with­
standing their union and com­
munion with Him.

12. That all men by na­
ture were dead in sins and
trespasses, and no man can be
saved unless he be born again,
repent and believe.

13. That we are justified
and saved by grace and faith
in Jesus Christ and not by
works.

14. That to continue in
any known sin upon what pre­
tense or principle soever is
damnable.

15. That God is to be
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worshipped according to His
own will, and whosoever shall
forsake and despise all the du­
ties of His worship cannot be
saved.

16. That the dead shall
rise, and that there is a day of
judgment wherein all shall ap­
pear, some to go into everlast­
ing life and some into ever­
lasting condemnation.

Lloyd-Jones goes on to
make the following astounding
observations.

Now these articles were
designed and intended to ex­
clude not only Deists,
Socinians, and Papists, but also
Arians, Antinomians, Quakers,
and others. What I am asking
is this: Cannot we accept those
as the fundamentals? Are those
not sufficient? We remember,
of course, that bishops, deans,
and so forth, had been abol­
ished at that time, and therefore
did not need to be mentioned;
and also that they did not have
to contend with a "higher criti­
cal" attitude to Scripture.
They were agreed also in their
attitude toward "tradition."
Their object was to define the
irreducible minimum on which
evangelical people could work
together. We, today, need to
elaborate some of these state­
ments in view of our peculiar
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circumstances; but, still, I sug­
gest, we should seek the mini­
mum definition and not the
maximum. Then, united on that
basis, we can as brethren work
together, and meet together for
discussion of the matters on
which we differ, and for our
mutual edification.

The tragedy is that modem
evangelicals have followed the
proposal of Dr. Lloyd-Jones in
the mad pursuit of ecumenism
- go for the minimum ... of
truth (!). However, contrary to
the contention of Lloyd-Jones,
Rome could agree to this list.
And many have discovered that
if the list be made a bit more

80

general in certain parts, the door
is opened to many more reli­
gions. Eventually all will be
welcome. But then you have the
church of the antichrist.

The book is recommended
not because the Reformed
reader will agree with all that
he reads, as this review indi­
cates. Nonetheless, it contains
much worthwhile material on
the Puritans, even as it also re­
veals some of the serious weak­
nesses on the part of those par­
ticipating in the conferences
that promote the Puritans.
Weaknesses, I believe, rooted in
the Puritan theology itself. •
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