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MEDITATION Rev. Ron van oveRloop

Historical Proof of
God’s Deliverance from False Teachers
 For if God spared not the angels that sinned, but 
cast them down to hell, and delivered them into chains 
of darkness to be reserved unto judgment; and spared 
not the old world, but saved Noah the eighth per-
son, a preacher of righteousness, bringing in the flood 
upon the world of the ungodly; and turning the cities 
of Sodom and Gomorrha into ashes condemned them 
with an overthrow, making them an ensample unto 
those that after should live ungodly; and delivered just 
Lot vexed with the filthy conversation of the wicked:  
(for that righteous man dwelling among them, in see-
ing and hearing, vexed his righteous soul from day to 
day with their unlawful deeds;) the Lord knoweth how 
to deliver the godly out of temptations, and to reserve 
the unjust unto the day of judgment to be punished:  
but chiefly them that walk after the flesh in the lust of 
uncleanness and despise government.

II Peter 2:4-10a

Rev. VanOverloop is pastor of Grace Protestant Reformed 
Church in Standale, Michigan.

Peter had just warned that as “there were false 
prophets” so “there shall be false teachers among 
you” (1).  It is the will of God that the church 

on earth be always confronted by false teachers and 
ungodly persons.  Remember that Jesus had given the 
same warning:  “there shall arise false Christs, and false 
prophets” able to do such great signs and wonders that 
“if it were possible, they shall deceive the very elect” 
(matt. 24:24).  This frightens the young Christians to 
whom Peter is writing.
 Peter has been emphasizing the importance of 
knowledge—knowledge derived from the sure and cer-
tain prophecy of the Scriptures.  Now he demonstrates 
that a knowledge of the Old Testament Scriptures 
will show what God did with false prophets and the 
ungodly.  This knowledge delivers them from fear and 
gives them courage to face the future, even if that future 
is filled with frightening prospects.  Our text is one long 
sentence, giving three examples from the old dispensa-
tion that display the certainty of God’s judgment on 
false teachers and on the ungodly (a very interesting 
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parallel is found in Jude 5-7).  Then Peter draws two 
conclusions from the three examples:  1) God knows 
how to deliver the godly, and 2) God knows how to 
reserve the unjust to be punished.

FFF    FFF    FFF

 The first example of God’s reserving the unjust for 
punishment is that “God spared not the angels that 
sinned.”  All of the angels were created good.  But it 
is evident that, for a period of time, they were able to 
choose to sin.  Isaiah 14:12-15 (confer also Ezek. 28:1-
17) tells us of Satan’s fall because of his sin of proud 
rebellion against God.  Revelation 12:4 informs us that 
Satan took with him a “third” of the angels.  The point 
of our text is that God “cast them down to hell, and 
delivered them into chains of darkness, to be reserved 
unto judgment” (4).  The Greek word that is translated 
“hell” is used only here in the Greek New Testament.  
This “hell” is not the place of final punishment but a 
state—a state of condemnation from which there is no 
escape.  In this state of condemnation the evil angels are 
still able to do their evil work in the world of men, by 
doing which they more and more fill their cup of iniq-
uity.  It is a “darkness” because it consists of misery and 
corruption due to an awareness of divine wrath.  From 
this state of condemnation these angels cannot leave for 
something else—they are chained into this state.  This 
is a state that at the end of this world leads only to the 
eternal judgment of the lake of fire in which they will 
burn forever with all the wicked.
 Thus we learn that when the angels fell from the state 
of righteousness, God was not silent.  He did not spare 
them.  Instead He actively gave them up to the state of 
condemnation.  Therefore the righteous need not fear.  
The Lord is on their side.  It may seem from our earthly 
perspective that nothing happened to the angels who 
fell, but God assures us that they are already condemned 
and that a damning judgment awaits them.
 The second example of God’s care of His people by 
His reserving the wicked for judgment is found in the 
history of the flood (Gen. 6-9).  God “spared not the old 
world” when He brought “in the flood upon the world of 
the ungodly.”  The “ungodly” are without any reverential 
awe of God.  In contrast to them, Noah was “a preacher 
of righteousness.”  Noah was personally righteous, be-

ing forgiven in the promised Seed of the woman.  And 
he was righteous because he labored to do the right.  
During the 120 years that he was preparing the ark, 
Noah preached righteousness, that is, he preached the 
promised Righteous One who would crush Satan’s 
head.  However, during all this time, the ungodliness 
of the ungodly increased.  But God delivered Noah out 
of the danger of the ungodly when He actively brought 
the severest of judgments “in the flood.”  The holy God 
expressed His divine wrath in an immediate judgment, 
which destroyed the world.
 This history assures the threatened elect of God’s 
care.  The days of Noah before the flood are typical of 
the days before Jesus’ return (matt. 24:37-39 and Luke 
17:26, 27).  What happened in the flood—both the 
destruction of the ungodly and the salvation of God’s 
own—is typical.  When lawlessness and persecution 
increase, then sudden destruction will come on all the 
wicked, and the righteous will be delivered.
 The third example of God’s protecting care of His 
people is His incineration of  Sodom and Gomor-
rah.  God brought the eternal lake of fire (called the 
“vengeance of eternal fire,” Jude 7) to a specific place in 
history.  When God rained brimstone and fire (Gen. 
19:24) on these cities, then He judged their inhabitants 
as worthy of eternal damnation.  Their overthrow was 
as open and bold as their ungodly lifestyle.  Righteous 
Lot was “vexed” (wearied and worn down) by their ex-
cessively sinful conduct.  Yes, Lot himself was sinning 
when he chose first to dwell in the area of these wicked 
cities and then moved into them.  But our text makes 
clear that the new man in Christ within Lot was vexed, 
tortured by the wicked actions surrounding him (Ps. 
119:158).
 In this history of Sodom and Gomorrah we have 
another example of how God judged the ungodly for 
their ungodly deeds.  This divine action ought to assure 
us that He will do so in every case when the ungodly 
threaten the righteous.

FFF    FFF    FFF

 Our text would have us draw two comforting conclu-
sions from God’s work in these three historical events.  
First, “the Lord knoweth how…to reserve the unjust 
unto the day of judgment to be punished” (9).  
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enticements to sin against God.  The devout are aware 
of their calling always to respond to God in every situ-
ation and circumstance of life.  They know that Satan 
is using every circumstance to get them to sin, but they 
also know that God is using the same circumstance as a 
trial of their faith.  The godly see every circumstance as 
a God-given opportunity to show their love for Him by 
obeying Him, by conducting themselves in a way that 
would please their Lord.  The godly do not despise the 
Lord’s authority and those whom He puts in authority.
 God knows how to deliver or rescue the godly in the 
face of every temptation by drawing them to Himself.  
The godly need rescue because it is also their nature to 
fulfill their fleshly lusts.  God rescues the godly even as 
He did Noah and Lot— to proclaim righteousness  and 
by giving them occasions to vex their souls.  God knows 
how to work within those He loves a sorrow for sin and 
the desire to love God.

FFF    FFF    FFF

 Let us be assured that God knows.  God knows how 
to deliver the godly out of temptations and He knows 
how to reserve the unjust unto the day of judgment to 
be punished.
 The knowledge that God knows is the key to a life 
of stability and comfort for God’s people as they live 
among the ungodly in this world of temptations.  And 
history records many evidences that God knows how 
to reserve the ungodly for judgment and how to rescue 
the godly.  Know that God knows!   m

 God judges the “unjust.”  The lives of the “unjust” are 
characterized by self-centeredness.  Unjust men focus on 
satisfying the desires of their filthy and corrupted flesh.  
Also they complain about and against any authority that 
would deny their selfish desires.  They “despise govern-
ment” (10) and “speak evil of dignities” ( Jude 8).  They 
disdain any rule over them:  parents, employers, elders, 
and especially the Lord Jesus (1b).  Asaph said that “they 
set their mouth against the heavens, and their tongue 
walketh through the earth” (Ps. 73:9).
 It often seems that the wicked get away with their 
self-centered activity.  It seems that the ungodly are able 
to sin with impunity.  They even seem to die escaping 
any punishment—so Asaph complained in Psalm 73:4-
9, 12.
 But God does know.  He is the Holy One to whom 
vengeance belongs.  He will visit with wrath all those 
who reject Him and His truth, teaching lies for truth.  
They will be damned!  Their end is sure, even though 
they themselves imagine that they will escape punish-
ment!  An important element in our understanding of 
God’s judgment is that His timetable is different from 
ours.  And in His perfect timetable, He is reserving 
the unjust for judgment.  They are treasuring up unto 
themselves wrath against the day of wrath and revela-
tion of the righteous judgment of God (Rom. 2:5).
 Second, God knows “how to deliver the godly out of 
temptations” (9).  Those to whom God gives the grace 
of regeneration and righteousness are “godly.”  Their 
godliness is especially evidenced in their attitude about 

EDITORIAL pRof. Russell dykstRa 

Synodical Agenda, 2011:
Orders for the Slaves of Jesus Christ

The time of  the annual 
synod of the PRC draws 
near.  The material for the 

agenda is being compiled and edited 
for printing. 

 As I examined the material of the 
agenda, it struck me that the PRC 
is blessed with an extraordinary 
number of members who serve in 
the church.  That in turn got me to 

thinking about Paul’s characteristic 
self-identification—the servant (lit-
erally, slave) of Jesus Christ.  And it 
occurred to me that that term iden-
tifies all the ministers and elders 
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In addition, one new student is 
recommended for entrance into the 
seminary in the fall of 2011.  The 
seminary remodeling continues.  
The TSC also reports on the up-
coming seminary conference on the 
King James Version of the Bible, to 
commemorate the 400th anniversary 
of its publication.
 The concisely written, twenty-
page report of the Committee for 
Contact with Other Churches 
(CC) gives some indication of how 
extremely busy that committee has 
been the last year, and how much 
time and attention of the synod will 
be devoted to her labors.
 The CC reports with thanksgiv-
ing on the excellent relationship we 
enjoy with our sister congregation, 
Covenant Protestant Reformed 
Church in Northern Ireland.  
The small, energetic group of some 
fifteen families is self-supporting.  
Solidly committed to the doctrines 
of sovereign grace, CPRC NI uses 
every available means to echo forth 
the Word.  In addition, the CC 
reports with thanksgiving that the 
mission work in Limerick, in the 
Republic of Ireland, is well es-
tablished, with missionary pastor 
martyn mcGeown working zeal-
ously there.  The PRC is supporting 
that work, and the CC recommends 
that we continue to do so.  Surely, it 
is a work worthy of full support.
 The CC saw a concrete benefit 
in our relationship in that in march 
of this year, the Revs. Stewart and 
mcGeown were willing to travel 
to Portugal on behalf of the PRC 
to investigate a solid contact there.  
Not only did this save much money, 
it also enabled us to do justice to 

This raises a question that synod 
should consider, namely, which edi-
tion of the Heidelberg Catechism is 
authoritative for the PRC?  It would 
seem that the authoritative edition of 
the Heidelberg Catechism is the one 
adopted by the Synod of Dordrecht 
in 1619.
 Not all work of the servants of 
Christ comes to fruition.  The coun-
cil of Faith PRC put good work into 
an overture to divide the PRC into 
three classes.  They are withdrawing 
it, after both Classes rejected the 
concept.  It seems a pity.  The imbal-
ance will continue, with Classis East 
being almost double Classis West in 
families (1,220 to 693)and in total 
membership (4,829 to 2,822).
 The stated clerk,  mr. Don 
Doezema, with the invaluable as-
sistance of his wife, Judi, continue 
to perform work of the churches ef-
ficiently and economically.  So well, 
in fact, that synod will be asked to 
consider eliminating two synodical 
committees (Psalter Distribution 
Committee, and Catechism Book 
Distribution Committee), with the 
main ground being that the Doeze-
mas have been doing it for some time 
already.  Probably a good idea.  Yet 
the churches should know that the 
next stated clerk and secretary of the 
seminary will not be able to work for 
the pennies per hour that the cur-
rent personnel do.  The Doezemas 
continue to serve the churches, ef-
ficiently and economically.
 The Theological School Com-
mittee reports with joy that three 
students are being recommended 
for examination before synod to de-
termine their fitness to be slaves of 
Jesus Christ ministering the Word.  

who serve the church in committees, 
as well as at synod—they are slaves 
of Christ.  The agenda lays out the 
work that Christ gives His servants 
(slaves) to do.
 The work that the Lord gives 
His servants at synod arises out of 
four main committees, and some 
lesser ones.  All these committees 
serve with little recognition or 
thanks.  They meet regularly—once 
a month, or more.  They are willing 
to travel, read, meet in subcommit-
tees, and work diligently on behalf 
of the churches.  Oh, I know, the 
“exotic” travels of these committee 
members can be attractive (become 
a PR minister and see the world, it 
has been said).  And the men who 
travel do indeed relish the oppor-
tunities to meet God’s people in 
distant places.  They would never 
deny that.  However, their wives 
and children are most often left 
behind, less than thrilled by the 
two or three-week absence of the 
husband/dad.  And these devoted 
husbands and fathers miss their 
families keenly.  But they are called 
to serve the Lord Jesus.  And serve 
they do.
 Their  reports  indicate their 
faithfulness to the work Christ has 
given—starting even with one of 
the “smaller” committees, like the 
Catechism Book Committee.  The 
CBC reports that it is seeking to 
eliminate errors in the proof texts 
of the Heidelberg Catechism ver-
sion that the PRC use.  Their goal 
is commendable.  To accomplish 
this, the CBC are examining the 
proof texts of the 1563 edition and 
the 300th anniversary edition of 
the German Reformed Churches.  
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above all in Singapore the tireless 
and faithful labors of  Professor 
and mrs. Hanko.  One cannot say 
enough about the dedication and 
selflessness of these servants.  Qui-
etly, without fanfare, they have truly 
spent themselves in one lengthy trip 
after another, in order to bring the 
truth to the saints in Singapore, 
and to cement the bond of unity on 
the foundation of the truth.  God 
blessed their labors.
 The CC encourages attendance 
at the British Reformed Fellow-
ship Conference (BRF) largely 
sponsored by CPRC NI.  The CC 
started inviting contacts to attend, 
even offering to subsidize their trip.  
The hope is to use this every-other-
year conference to meet as many of 
our overseas contacts as possible at a 
central place, and in connection with 
solid speeches offered at the BRF.  
This year, only one contact could 
attend (Nuno Pinheiro, the aspirant 
to the ministry from Portugal).
 The CC reports that the Evan-
gelical Presbyterian Churches 
in Australia, with whom the PRC 
maintain a Corresponding Relation, 
celebrated a milestone—fifty years 
of existence.  Revs. Koole and Lan-
ning are returning as this is penned, 
and the CC will bring a supplemen-
tal report to synod.  We can rejoice 
in the EPC’s continued commit-
ment to the doctrines of sovereign, 
particular grace, as manifest by their 
diligent servants of Christ.
 The CC brings a proposal con-
cerning its constitution in response 
to the decision of Synod 2010 man-
dating the CC “to suggest changes 
to its constitution to Synod 2011 
which make clear:  a. That in the 

establishment of a corresponding 
relationship the ultimate goal re-
mains the establishment of sister-
church relationships.  b. That in the 
establishment of a corresponding 
relationship the discussion of the 
essential differences that preclude 
a sister-church relationship will 
continue to take place.”
 It should be noted that in the 
CC’s constitution’s description of 
a Corresponding Relation as pro-
posed in 2009, the CC had included 
“discussion of  differences,” but 
the synod at that time removed it.  
Synod 2010 instructed the CC to 
add it, and the CC cheerfully sug-
gests such a change to the constitu-
tion.  Not so the matter of “ultimate 
goal.”  The discussion at synod on 
“ultimate goal” should be aided by 
CC clarifications in their recom-
mendation.
 Synod should bear in mind that 
we are tinkering with a relationship 
that already exists, namely with the 
Evangelical Presbyterian Church in 
Australia.  Changes to the consti-
tution that affect the relationship 
must be raised with the EPC, who 
already agreed upon the description 
of the relationship as it was found 
in the CC constitution.  That is not 
to say that they have been difficult 
about it.  On the contrary, they have 
been very gracious.  But we have to 
treat them as we desire to be treated 
by them.  I doubt that we would 
appreciate their coming to us with 
revisions on the relationship after 
it was approved by both sides.  At 
the very least, it would raise a few 
eyebrows among us.
 As directed by synod of 2010, 
the CC sent two men (Revs. Eriks 

the contact without stretching the 
ranks of the PRC ministers even 
thinner.  And those two ministers 
did outstanding work in setting 
forth the truth of sovereign grace 
and representing our cause.  (Hard-
working slaves of  Christ are not 
limited to the PRCA.)  Final results 
on the visit are inconclusive, but 
one solidly Reformed man from 
Portugal earnestly desires to be 
trained for the ministry in the PR 
Theological Seminary.  How this 
might be accomplished is occupying 
the attention of both the CPRC NI 
and the CC.
 With great joy and thanksgiving, 
the CC brings the recommendation 
to synod that the PRC (re)establish 
a sister-church relationship with 
Covenant Evangelical Reformed 
Church in Singapore.  Readers 
may recall that our sister-church 
relationship with the denomination 
of two churches (ERCS) was de-
stroyed in 2006.  First ERCS adopt-
ed a position allowing remarriage 
of divorced persons, and Covenant 
ERCS refused to adopt it, choosing 
rather to dissolve the relationship 
with FERC.  Since that time, the 
CC has maintained contact with 
CERC, and slowly the relationship 
developed.  The CC is enthusiastic 
that the relationship will be better 
and stronger, due to the fact that 
we are closer than we were with the 
ERCS.  Extensive evidence of this 
is furnished by the CC, as regards 
doctrine, worship, and church gov-
ernment.  The delegates to synod 
will like what they see.
 All this is cause for thanksgiving 
to God.  The CC’s report indi-
cates appropriately that God used 
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and Koole) to represent the PRCA 
at the November 2010 meeting 
of  NAPARC (North American 
Presbyterian and Reformed 
Council).  They fulfilled the man-
date given by Synod 2010, repre-
sented the PRC well, and came 
back with a good report.  On the 
basis of their report, the CC recom-
mends that we accept the invitation 
of NAPARC to send observers to 
the next meeting, which will be 
held in Atlanta, GA later this year.
 The CC reports on the visit of 
Profs. Gritters and Dykstra to six 
churches in Namibia that are part 
of the Reformed Churches in 
South Africa.  A report on this 
trip was published in the SB (Dec. 
15, 2010; Jan. 1, 2011) and given in 
fourteen presentations in various 
churches and schools.  The CC re-
ports that the relationship is good, 
but has not had much opportunity 
to develop due to internal struggles 
in these churches.  The CC is ready 
to send another delegation when 
the opportunity is given by invita-
tion. 
 The CC reports on a meeting 
between a delegation of our CC 
and representatives of the Heritage 
Reformed Churches, initiated by 
the HRC.  The CC comes with 
plans laid out, for synod’s approval, 
of a second proposed meeting.
 This spring, the CC received a 
letter from the Free Reformed 
Churches’ Publications Com-
mittee,  informing the CC that 
they are investigating the possibil-
ity of making improvements in the 
Psalter in conjunction with other 
Reformed denominations.  The CC 
recommends that synod mandate 

of the most remarkable service, one 
must needs go to the reports of the 
Foreign Mission Committee 
and the Domestic Mission Com-
mittee.  I refer first to the diligent 
service of the respective commit-
tees, whose reports indicate the 
careful oversight and hard work of 
the consistories and committees.  
The reports indicate how seriously 
they take the calling to do the work 
right, that is, biblically, Reformed.  
To ensure good use of personnel, 
the DmC brings a proposal for 
tenure of missionaries, similar to 
the one in place for the FmC.  The 
DmC also brings an interesting 
request that synod 2011 declare 
grounds of a decision of 2010 “to be 
in error.”  These grounds have to do 
with the determination of when the 
PRC should call a missionary for a 
particular labor.  The DmC makes 
careful distinctions that should be 
helpful in the discussions.
 more especially, one sees God-
glorifying, dedicated service in the 
missionaries and their families 
in Pittsburgh, PA, and in the 
Philippines.  This preview of the 
agenda will not come close to cap-
turing the work they do.  You must 
read the reports of  all involved.  
Synod and the churches have every 
reason to be simply thrilled by the 
faithful work being done.  Faithful 
preaching, even consistent preach-
ing of the Heidelberg Catechism; 
catechism instruction for the youth; 
Reformed doctrine classes; church 
history classes; Reformed church 
government classes; on and on one 
could go.  Faithful service, hard 
work, pursuing every opportunity 
to spread the good news of Christ 

the CC to communicate with the 
FRCPC, pointing out that the CC 
constitution makes provision for 
this sort of correspondence.  At this 
point, the FRCPC is mainly seeking 
information.
 The CC reports on other contacts 
that exist, but for various reasons 
have been difficult to develop.  In 
particular the Confessing Evangel-
ical-Reformed Congregation of 
Giessen, Germany, about which the 
CC remains optimistic, and contacts 
in Uzbekistan, about which the CC 
is not.  
 Speaking of servants, the PRC in 
various ways are making technology 
a good and useful servant for spread-
ing the truth.  The missionaries, for-
eign and domestic, as well as the Ra-
dio Committee, are efficiently using 
computer and Internet technology.  
The uses are fascinating, including 
Skype, allowing missionaries in the 
Philippines to be “present” at consis-
tory meetings in Doon, IA.
 A report on the unofficial web 
site of the PRCA (www.prca.org) 
reminds us of  the faithful service 
of  Rev. Gise Van Baren, who has 
maintained the site for years with 
countless hours of unpaid labor.  He 
still spends about ten hours a week 
maintaining it and keeping it up to 
date.  His sons have assisted in this 
unsung service to the churches.  If 
the synod accepts the recommen-
dation of  the Domestic mission 
Committee to take over running the 
site, it will now cost the churches 
$1,000 a month, for the work done 
astoundingly well for many years by 
one emeritus servant.
 But now, to catch a glimpse of the 
truly distinguished slaves, and some 
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members of the PRC who willingly 
support the work with their prayers 
and money, are most welcome to 
attend the sessions in Grandville 
PRC. Pre-synodical service is set 

crucified; by willing slaves of Christ; 
with willing families. 
 The work is laid out.  The Lord’s 
work order for His willing slaves.  
Others, fellow servants, especially 

for Monday, June 13, at 7:00 
p.m.  Do come.  But if you cannot, 
do pray that the servants are faith-
ful to their Lord, that is, obedient to 
Jesus and His Word.   m

helpful book
 I would like to recommend to all the readers of the 
Standard Bearer the recent book by Rev. Herman 
Hoeksema, Peace for the Troubled Heart.
 I found the book helpful and comforting for a pil-
grim who has traveled this weary pilgrimage for many 
years.
 The book will be a great comfort for all the saints.

Fred Ondersma,
Wyoming, michigan

Response:
 We heartily agree with you and thank you for the 
recommendation to the readers.  A review of Rev. 
Hoeksema’s Peace for the Troubled Heart is forth-
coming.

RJD   m

LETTERS

ALL AROUND US Rev. clay spRonk

Update:  Federal Vision
on Trial in the PCA (3)

Rev. Spronk is pastor of Peace Protestant Reformed Church 
in Lansing, Illinois.
 Previous article in this series:  April 1, 2011, p. 303.

a case study in working hard not to
exercise discipline
 This article is the third in a series of four examining 
the failure of three of the governing bodies of the Pres-
byterian Church in America (PCA) to discipline men 
guilty of teaching heretical views associated with the 
Federal Vision (FV) movement.  This article focuses 
on the missouri Presbytery’s (mOP) exoneration of 

Jeffrey meyers, pastor of Providence Reformed Presby-
terian Church in Saint Louis, mO.  The Jeffrey meyers 
case is very significant.  
 meyers is a leading, public proponent of the FV.  
He publicly identified himself as a member of the FV 
movement by signing a document written in 2007 
entitled A Joint Federal Vision Profession,1 but he 
has publicly expressed his views going back to at least 
2002.

1  This document is available on the Internet and was viewed 
on 2/24/2011  http://www.federal-vision.com/resources/
joint_FV_Statement.pdf
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those who signed it to examine whether they should 
apologize for their actions (cf. Report of the mOP, p. 
38).  The mOP should have gone further and demand-
ed an apology.   It is understandable that the individuals 
who signed the letter have concerns about the teaching 
of Jeffrey meyers, but they have the duty to bring their 
concerns as individuals.   
 Despite its legitimate concerns about the LOC, the 
mOP decided to investigate meyers in the six areas 
the LOC said it is reported he teaches “contrary to the 
[Westminster] Standards.”  A list of the six areas indi-
cates the mOP was committing itself to conducting 
an extensive investigation.  The LOC alleged that it is 
reported that: 

 1.  He denies the bi-covenantal structure of the 
Standards.  
 2.  He rejects the idea that Christ’s merits are im-
puted to us.  
 3.  He affirms that baptism effects a saving, cov-
enantal union with Christ.  
 4. He affirms that this saving union occurs with 
all the baptized.  
 5. He denies that all who are saved will ultimately 
end up in heaven.  
 6. He rejects justification by faith alone (LOC, p. 
46).  

The LOC provided proof for how meyers contradicted 
the Standards in these six areas in a section of the letter 
entitled “How TE meyers Opposes the Westminster 
Standards” (LOC, p. 47).  This title betrays another 
problem with the “Letter of Concern.”  The letter does 
not actually express concerns about meyers’ teachings 
but actually charges him with the sin of contradicting 
the PCA’s Confession and provides evidence in support 
of the charges.  At best a letter of concern in such an 
instance is inappropriate because it does not take seri-
ously enough the sins that have been committed.  A let-
ter recording evidence a man has contradicted a church’s 
confession should charge the man with sin rather than 
merely express concern.  At worst a letter purporting 
to be a letter of concern that actually brings charges of 
sin is deceitful.  
 Another problem with the LOC is that it is not 
focused enough.  This is not to say the LOC does not 
address serious problems in meyers’ public teaching.  

 The significance of the meyers case is also indicated 
by the fact that 29 members of the PCA (all but one 
of whom are elders or pastors) signed the “Letter of 
Concern” (LOC) addressed to the mOP asking for 
an investigation into meyers’ views.  The 29 signers of 
the letter not only asked for an investigation but also 
informed mOP there are reports that meyers “is teach-
ing Federal Vision theology contrary to the Standards” 
(LOC, p. 46).2  

problems with the letter of concern
 Since meyers is a well-known advocate of the FV it 
is not surprising the mOP investigated his views, but it 
is surprising that his views were investigated in response 
to the “Letter of Concern.”  The mOP probably should 
have treated the LOC as both illegal and schismatic and 
therefore could have rejected its request to investigate 
the views of Jeffrey meyers.  
 The LOC is schismatic because it was circulated to 
many members of the PCA to gain support for it, and it 
was published publicly before the mOP treated it.  The 
reason it was wrong to circulate and publish the letter 
is that it deals with an individual.  meyers published his 
views publicly, therefore it is permissible for those who 
object to his views to bring their concerns to an eccle-
siastical governing body rather than approach meyers 
privately in the way of matthew 18.  However, even if 
a person has publicly taught heresy, it is improper for 
individuals in the church to work with other individuals 
to bring charges together.  If an individual is aggrieved 
by the actions of another in the church, the only proper 
way to address that grievance is to approach the in-
dividual or to bring the matter to the church (if the 
matter is public).  To speak with other individuals in 
the church in order to raise questions about another 
person’s character constitutes backbiting or slander that 
sinfully does harm to a person’s reputation and causes 
schism in the church.  
 The mOP rightly criticized the LOC and called for 

2  The important documents of the Jeffrey meyers case, includ-
ing the mOP's decisions, the questions the mOP asked meyers, 
and the Letter of Concern were all viewed on 2/24/2011 at 
http://providencestlouis.squarespace.com/storage/mOP%20
mIC%202011%20Final%20Report.pdf  I will cite the docu-
ments by title and give the page numbers as they appear on this 
website.  
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ness imputed to him by faith, meyers teaches instead:  
“The [tax collector’s] humble plea *fulfills* the terms 
of the covenant.  The [tax collector] is faithful to the 
covenant, that is ‘righteous.’  His faithfulness to the 
covenant *is* his righteousness.  This is why Jesus sums 
it all up with a call to humility.  The covenant is faith-
fully fulfilled by those who humble themselves.  The 
humble are justified.”  No Reformed or Presbyterian 
man should need an explanation of what is wrong with 
this interpretation of the parable of the Publican and 
the Pharisee.  
 meyers’ interpretation of the parable of the Publican 
and Pharisee is clearly and grossly heretical, and it is 
astounding the LOC does not refer to it in support of 
a charge (rather than a concern) that he contradicts jus-
tification by faith alone.  It is more astounding that Jeff 
meyers could get away with such gross heresy for nine 
years before anyone even merely expressed concern that 
he is denying justification by faith alone.4  
 most astounding, however, is the mOP’s approval 
of meyers’ teaching with regard to the doctrine of 
justification.  Even though the LOC did not refer to 
meyers’ interpretation of the parable of the Publican 
and Pharisee to prove he contradicts justification by 
faith alone, the evidence it did bring was sufficient to 
find him guilty of heresy.  In support of its contention 
meyers denies justification by faith alone the LOC re-
fers to the 2007 Joint Federal Vision Profession which 
meyers signed.  The JFVP says, “We deny that the faith 
which is the sole instrument of justification can be un-
derstood as anything other than the only kind of faith 
which God gives, which is to say, a living, active, and 
personally loyal faith.”   The LOC rightly recognizes 
that it is an error to include “loyalty or faithfulness in 
the instrument of justification” (LOC, p. 51).  As the 
instrument of justification, faith is without works, and 
meyers and all who signed the JFVP certainly contra-
dict Scripture and the confessions when they teach that 

4  Two members of the missouri Presbytery filed a complaint 
against the Presbytery's decision not to investigate meyers.  In 
their complaint they criticize the committee that investigated 
meyers for failing "to demonstrate that they wrestled with the 
issues involved in meyers' exposition of the Publican and the 
Pharisee."  This complaint was viewed on 2/24/2011 at http://
www.weshite.net/2011/01/complaint-against-exoneration-of-
te-jeffrey-meyers/

That meyers “denies the bi-covenantal structure of the 
Standards” is a rather obscure charge, but the other 
five areas identified by the LOC are important areas 
where meyers’ theology is heretical.  Nevertheless, the 
LOC could have made a much briefer and stronger case 
against meyers.  To make an airtight case against mey-
ers and to root out his false teachings, only two charges 
are necessary:  1. meyers contradicts the doctrine of 
justification by faith alone.  2.  meyers teaches a condi-
tional doctrine of the covenant.  

meyers contradicts the
Doctrine of Justification by Faith Alone
 The FV contradicts the heart of the gospel, the truth 
of justification by faith alone.  This should have been 
charge number 1 against meyers, not number 6.  mey-
ers’ contradiction of justification by faith alone should 
have been charge number 1 because it is one of the 
two central issues at stake in the FV controversy, and 
because his public denial of this doctrine is chronologi-
cally prior to his other heretical positions cited by the 
LOC.
 The LOC should have noted, but did not, that mey-
ers contradicted the truth of justification by faith alone 
already back in 2002 in his exposition of the parable of 
the Publican and Pharisee found in Luke 18:9-14.3  Ex-
plaining Jesus’ statement that the publican went “to his 
house justified,” meyers writes, “The verb justified here 
cannot bear the full weight of the Lutheran doctrine 
of Justification [by faith alone-CWS].”  The doctrine 
that meyers denies is applicable to the publican in this 
parable is the doctrine of justification, which is God’s 
declaration that a man is righteous on the basis, not 
of his own righteousness, but on the basis of the righ-
teousness of Jesus Christ.  martin Luther called this 
righteousness an “alien” righteousness, meaning that 
one does not have this righteousness himself but must 
receive it from another, namely, Jesus Christ.  meyers 
argues, “This text says nothing about God ‘imputing an 
alien righteousness’ to the [tax collector].”  Denying the 
publican is justified on the basis of Christ’s righteous-

3  meyers' audacious interpretation of the parable was viewed 
on 2/24/2001 at http://www.weswhite.net/2010/12/jeffrey-
meyers-qualifies-his-exposition-of-the-parable-of-the-pharisee-
and-the-publican/
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faith as the instrument of justification includes “loyalty” 
and “faithfulness.”  
 Rather than condemn meyers’ denial of justification 
by faith alone, the mOP went to great lengths to exon-
erate him.   The mOP concluded that when meyers 
and the JFVP speak of the activity of faith they are not 
referring to any work that justifies man but seem “to 
convey the meaning of the closing phrases of [West-
minster Confession of Faith] XI. 2:  ‘... and is no dead 
faith, but worketh by love’” (mOP Report, p. 25).  
 It is true that the Reformed faith has always argued 
that faith that justifies becomes active in good works.  
But the Reformed faith has always been careful to dis-
tinguish between justification and sanctification.  In 
justification, faith does not work.  In justification, faith 
refuses to work.  In justification, faith rests upon the 
perfect work of Christ.  There may not be any talk of a 
“living, active, personally loyal faith” as the instrument 
of justification.  
 The fruit of justification by faith is sanctification.  
In sanctification, not justification, faith produces good 
works.  The WCF in 11.2, which the mOP did not 
quote in full, says, “ Faith, thus receiving and resting 
on Christ and His righteousness, is the alone instru-
ment of justification:  yet is it not alone in the person 
justified, but is ever accompanied with all other saving 

graces, and is no dead faith, but works by love.”  The 
Confession speaks of a faith that is active, but it clearly 
states that faith as the instrument of justification is 
alone, without works.  meyers and the JFVP confuse 
justification and sanctification when they say, “We deny 
that the faith which is the sole instrument of justifica-
tion can be understood as anything other than the only 
kind of faith which God gives, which is to say, a living, 
active, and personally loyal faith.”  Even a charitable 
reading of this statement, which the mOP clamors for, 
recognizes that this is a monumental failure to distin-
guish between justification and sanctification.  At this 
point in history no Reformed or Presbyterian minister 
should have any trouble stating the doctrine of justifica-
tion by faith alone without any confusion.  Either those 
who subscribe to the JFVP are grossly ignorant, which 
we will not charge them with since we are charitable, or 
they are guilty of deliberately confusing the doctrine 
of justification by faith alone and are worthy of disci-
pline.  
 By approving Jeffrey meyers’ and the JFVP’s teach-
ings regarding justification, the mOP has approved the 
Federal Vision’s deadly doctrine of justification by faith 
and works! We will examine the second charge that 
should have been brought against meyers next time.  

... to be continued.   m

The Concealed Time
of the Lord’s Return 
 

SOUNDING OUT THE WORD Rev. caRl haak

Reformed Witness Hour
A distinctively Reformed radio ministry,

proclaiming the truth of the
sovereignty of God.

When will Jesus come again?  After seeing 
in the Word of God that Jesus comes yet 
once more in the future, comes to destroy 

this present world and to gather unto Himself His 
church, to judge the wicked, and to bring about the new 

heavens and the new earth we might ask the question:  
When will He come?  Can we know the time?  Can we 
make predictions?  Should we, as Christians, begin to 
set dates when Jesus is expected to come?  
 Our Lord Himself gave a very clear answer to this 
question.  He said in mark 13:32, 33, “But of that day 
and that hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels 
which are in heaven, neither the Son, but the Father…ye 
know not when the time is.”  Again, the Lord would say 

Rev. Haak is pastor of Georgetown Protestant Reformed 
Church in Hudsonville, Michigan and radio pastor for the 
Reformed Witness Hour, on which this message was aired.
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to His disciples just before He ascended into heaven, 
in Acts 1:7, “It is not for you to know the times or the 
seasons, which the Father hath put in his own power.”  
The day, the hour, the time, the season, the month is 
not revealed by God in Holy Scripture. 
 Why?  Is it so that we can simply dismiss the return 
of the Lord from all of our thoughts and live as if He 
will never come?  Oh, no!  Exactly the opposite is the 
case.  The time of Christ’s return is withheld from us 
in order that we might live in a state of preparedness, 
expectation, hope, and dependence upon our God 
who will surely come.  Christ’s coming is in the Father’s 
hands and we look to Him.  We do not then, in vain 
curiosity, pry into the day and the hour.  But we live in 
the light of faith.  We watch and we pray. 
 Let us look a little bit more closely at the words of our 
Lord.  Our master is speaking to us of the day of His 
return.  He says, “But of that day and that hour knoweth 
no man.”  Very plainly He is referring to the day of His 
return.  He is using a word that points to a concrete 
thing:  that day.  And that day is the day of the Lord’s 
coming of which He spoke in verses 24-27 of mark 13, 
the day in which the sun, the moon, and the stars shall 
be cast down; the day in which the angels shall come 
forth to gather out of the earth all the elect of God; the 
day in which Christ shall, as the righteous Judge, con-
demn all wickedness; the day in which He shall create 
the new heavens and the new earth.  That day! 
 Repeatedly in the Old Testament, and especially in 
the prophets, we read of Jehovah’s coming judgment as 
“that day.”  Joel 3:18:  “And it shall come to pass in that 
day, that the mountains shall drop down new wine, and 
the hills shall flow with milk.”  And that terminology 
spills over into the New Testament.  For instance, we 
read in II Timothy 1:12 these words of the apostle:  
“For I know whom I have believed, and am persuaded 
that he is able to keep that which I have committed 
unto him against that day.”  “That day”—the day when 
He comes at the end of the world. The one, final, vis-
ible, public coming of the Lord Jesus Christ, when He 
shall raise the dead, and judge all, and destroy all the 
works of wickedness, and create the new heavens and 
the new earth. 
 Again, we read in II Timothy 4:8 these words of the 
apostle:  “Henceforth there is laid up for me a crown 

of righteousness, which the Lord, the righteous judge, 
shall give me at that day.”  Our Lord’s terminology is 
very intentional.  “That day,” the day upon which we 
place all of our hope when He shall appear at the end of 
the world in power and great glory, to bring judgment 
upon all wickedness and wicked-doers, and to save the 
church that He has redeemed in His blood. 
 Jesus says, “But of that day and that hour knoweth 
no man, no, not the angels which are in heaven, neither 
the Son, but the Father.”  No one knows the day or the 
hour.  Then, making it very clear that He means that 
no one can predict or assign a date in time, He adds in 
verse 33 of mark 13, “for ye know not when the time 
is.”  Jesus is saying that there is no creature on earth, no 
creature in heaven, except the Father, who knows the 
day of the Lord’s coming.  The Lord knows.  He has 
set the day, the hour, the exact moment.  He has set 
that moment in His decree from all eternity.  The day 
is fixed.  
 Nothing can change that.  Nothing can postpone it. 
Nothing can prevent it.  It is fixed, as we read in Isaiah 
14:  Who shall disannul it?  Who shall alter the thing 
that I have purposed? 
 Yes, the Lord knows the moment. 
 Angels do not.  No, “not the angels in heaven,” says 
the Lord.  That is very striking.  Who are angels?  He-
brews 1:14 tells us that they are ministering spirits.  
They are spiritual beings who are servants of God and 
stand before His throne night and day, ready to do 
His will.  They are the ones who behold the glory of 
God.  They are made privy to God’s special purposes.  
They play a vital role in the Lord’s coming.  They shall 
descend with Him, the Lord said. 
 We ask the question then, “Who would be more 
likely to know the time than the angels who are before 
the very throne of God, waiting eagerly for the com-
mand of God, for the nod of Him who sits upon the 
throne, that they are now to descend to the earth as the 
great army to reap the harvest of God’s elect?”  But Je-
sus says, No, no, not the angels.  They do not know the 
time.  Not because of any lack of interest on their part.  
I Peter 1 tells us that the angels desire to look into the 
things of our salvation.  All the matters of our salvation 
are of vital concern to them.  But the Father hath not 
revealed to the angels the moment of the end. 
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 Then the Lord says there is another group.  That 
other group is “ye, men, my apostles.”  These apostles 
of whom the Lord speaks are the ones who will be 
used as instruments of revelation.  These apostles will 
be used of God to write much of the New Testament 
Scriptures.  Those Scriptures will convey the very mind 
of God.  Thus, the apostles will bring to our knowledge, 
through the writing of the holy Scriptures, as they are 
moved by the Spirit of God, all the wonders of our 
salvation, all the things of God’s own heart, as they are 
fulfilled in Jesus Christ. 
 We would say again, surely these would know, these 
apostles and disciples, these instruments through 
whom God would give His Word, they will know.  But 
the Lord says, No, they do not know. 
 The Lord Jesus could not use language that was 
clearer or more emphatic than what He does use.  He 
states that no creature on earth 
or in heaven, angel, apostle, or any 
other man, knows the time of the 
Lord’s return.  Only the Father. 
 Then He makes an amazing 
confession.  He adds, “Neither the 
Son.”  Jesus said that He Himself 
did not know.   
 How do we understand that? 
 Jesus is speaking here as the 
Son of God, very God of very 
God, but the Son of God in His 
willing humiliation, in the human 
nature.  He is speaking as the Son 
of God in His present earthly po-
sition. And in that present earthly 
position, He did not know.  As the 
Son stands in His true humanity 
before the cross, fully a man, He 
confesses that there were things that He did not yet 
know.  Does He know them now as the glorified Son 
of God in our human nature?  Does He know them 
now as the man, Christ Jesus, at the right hand of God, 
ruling over all things?  I believe that He certainly does.  
For He executes the will and the counsel of God.  But 
at that moment, as He stood among us, He did not 
know the moment of His return.   Without any embar-
rassment, He says, “Right now, as I stand in the reality 

of my humiliation, as the Son of God in human flesh, 
I do not know the time that the Father has set in His 
counsel.”  He left it to His Father.  It was total comfort 
and it was enough for Him to know that the Father had 
set the time in His counsel. 
 What does this teach us?  It certainly teaches us, 
first of all, that we are not to engage or indulge in date-
setting, in predictions of days, months, years, seasons in 
which Christ is supposed to come.  All such attempts 
are contrary to Christ’s own word.  God has not given 
to us the Scriptures as a puzzle to put pieces together 
and to reach a conclusion and say, “Ah, this is the time.”  
Our Lord, in submission to His Father, the One who 
humbled Himself unto death, says, “No man knows.  
The Father, only.  Ye know not the time.  Watch and 
pray.” We are not to go to the Old Testament prophe-
cies, as for instance to Daniel, who speaks of days and 

weeks, and then to the book of 
Revelation, which speaks of years 
and half-years, and cut and paste 
together the Scriptures and make 
charts and try to spell out what 
Christ says is not known by man 
and has not been revealed by the 
Father.  
 Hear the Word of the Lord. 
It is a clear Word:  Ye know not 
when the time is—no man, no 
angel, neither the Son.  Rather, 
says the Lord, take heed to what is 
revealed.  I have spoken to you in 
this chapter, says the Lord, of the 
signs that must be accomplished 
before I return.  Be ready. I have 
spoken to you that you must be 
about my business so long as you 

have life and breath.  Keep yourself unspotted from 
the world. Keep your hearts free from the world.  Keep 
your hearts centered in Jesus Christ.  Have your hands 
busy with my work.  Have your mouth open with my 
gospel to speak to others.  Have your eyes looking for 
my return. 
 When all the talk is over, it comes down to this:  Are 
you ready to meet Him now?  That is what should mat-
ter to you right now.  Oh, yes, we must eat and sleep, 

...we are not
to engage or indulge

in date-setting,
in predictions of days, 
months, years, seasons

in which Christ is
supposed to come.
All such attempts

are contrary to
Christ’s own word.
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packed by the back door thinking that you are going to 
take it with you—cars, mutual funds, and sinful plea-
sures.  Abandon them.  Be ready to meet Him today, 
with love, joy, peace, gentleness, faith.  And hear His 
words:  the time is fixed.  It is in His Father’s hand.  He 
comes soon. 
 Now, little children, abide in Him.  That when 
He shall appear, we may have confidence and not be 
ashamed before Him at His coming. 
 God bless His Word to our hearts.   m

and we must be faithful and diligent in our earthly 
callings.  But what really is important to you?  All of 
those things that can make us so anxious, the things of 
this present time:  our jobs, our homes, our income, our 
possessions, all of the things that make us so fearful and 
rob us of the joy of the Lord—are they so important in 
the light of the Lord’s return?  Look even upon your 
sorrow, your pain, and your suffering.  Are they worthy 
to be compared to the glory that shall be revealed in 
us? 
 Do not live with all of the baggage of the present life 

Father’s Sovereign Providence

heidelberg catechism, lord’s day 10
 Question 27.  What dost thou mean by the providence of God?
 Answer.  The almighty and everywhere present power of God, whereby, as it were by his hand, he 
upholds and governs heaven, earth, and all creatures; so that herbs and grass, rain and drought, fruitful 
and barren years, meat and drink, health and sickness, riches and poverty, yea, and all things come, not 
by chance, but by His fatherly hand.
 Question 28.  What advantage is it to know that God has created, and by His providence doth still 
uphold all things?
 Answer.  That we may be patient in adversity; thankful in prosperity; and that in all things which may 
hereafter befall us, we place our firm trust in our faithful God and Father, that nothing shall separate 
us from His love; since all creatures are so in His hand, that without His will they cannot so much as 
move.

The doctrine of divine providence is a truth 
of great comfort to the Reformed Christian.  
Perhaps more than any other truth it sets the 

Reformed faith apart, for this doctrine teaches that 

Rev. Kleyn is pastor of Covenant of Grace Protestant Re-
formed Church in Spokane, Washington.

BELIEVING AND CONFESSING Rev. Rodney kleyn

everything that happens in this world and in our lives 
does so because God, who is our loving Father (Lord’s 
Day 9), has willed it to happen. God is the sovereign 
over all things. We are often short-sighted, knowing 
and looking at things only from our perspective in the 
present.  Providence tells us that God has everything in 
view from the beginning to the end of time, that He has 
complete control over everything, and that everything 
has a purpose.  This doctrine gives us the perspective 
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of faith and teaches us that we have a God whom we 
can trust. 
 The Word “providence” is not found in the Bible, and 
is somewhat of an unfortunate word.  Literally it means 
“to see before.”  But providence is much more than that. 
It means not only that God sees things ahead of time, 
but that He actually planned and decreed everything.  
It means also that in time, God is actively upholding 
and governing all things. 
 The word most often used in the Bible to describe 
providence is the “hand” of God.  By His hand God up-
holds all things, providing for them and keeping them 
in existence, and by His hand God governs all things, 
controlling their actions and moving them toward the 
end He has purposed for them.  If God should remove 
this hand, everything would cease to exist and there 
would be nothing but chaos.  “In him we live, and move, 
and have our being” (Acts 17:28).

absolute control
 There are two common misconceptions on the 
teaching of providence.  One is that God’s control is 
limited to the apparently good 
things that  happ en in this 
world.  If something goes well, 
we acknowledge the providence 
of God, but we are reluctant to 
admit God’s hand in the evils 
that come our way.  The other is 
that providence is merely God’s 
intervention.  God is mostly a 
spectator of history, and once 
in a while He steps in to help.  
People will mostly ignore God 
in day-to-day life, but when there’s a calamity, they sud-
denly want God to step in and help out.
 But the biblical truth of providence teaches that 
God has total and constant control of all creatures and 
events.
 The Catechism describes providence in this com-
prehensive way.  Providence is the “almighty” power of 
God.  All His might is intimately involved in the work 
of providence.  It is the “everywhere present” power of 
God.  There’s no place in the universe that escapes this 
power of God (see Psalm 139).  The scope of this power 

of providence includes “heaven, earth, and all creatures.”  
It includes things that grow, the weather, food, health, 
wealth, and all events. Nothing happens by chance.  No, 
even drought, barren years, hunger, sickness, poverty, 
and every adversity, comes from God’s fatherly hand of 
providence.  A destructive flood, a powerful tsunami, a 
massive hurricane, a devastating earthquake, a child’s 
death, a terminal disease, a heart attack, a car accident, 
a broken home, a bankrupt business, a lengthy war, an 
oppressive government, a red light....
 Nothing exists independently of Him.  Nothing 
happens apart from His willing it.  Nothing happens by 
accident.  There is no evil thing that happens without 
it being a part of His good purpose. His plan and His 
control extends over and includes every creature, every 
event, every single little detail of our lives.
 This is the teaching of the Bible.  “He giveth life and 
breath to all things” (Neh. 9:6).  He feeds His creatures, 
both man and beast (Ps. 104:27), and He keeps them 
alive from moment to moment—“in him we live and 
move and have our being” (Acts 17:28).  He controls 
the moment of birth and the moment of death (Ps. 

31:15 and 139:13-16).  He holds 
the planets and all the heavenly 
bodies in their place and moves 
them in their courses (Ps. 8, 19, 
and 104:19).
 Providence extends also to 
the details, the planned-out de-
tails, that bring every event.  He 
controls every contingency.  God 
controls the chain of events that 
lead to an earthquake, or a hur-
ricane, or a war.  Scientists and 

historians dig into the mystery of these contingencies 
to try to understand them, but God knew and planned 
and moved every one of them.  He controls the weather 
changes, the movement of the earth’s plates, the politi-
cal powers of the nations, the economies.  And noth-
ing happens by mistake or chance.  man is helpless to 
change God’s course of events.
 Further, and very importantly, the control of provi-
dence extends also to the evil deeds of wicked men. 
While God is not morally responsible for men’s evil 
deeds, they do not happen outside of  His plan or 

God controls
the chain of events

that lead to an earthquake,
or a hurricane, or a war.
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 These two always go together.  There is never a con-
tradiction.  God never pursues His own glory at the 
expense of His people.  Nor does He ever do anything 
for our benefit apart from it bringing glory to Himself.  
In His eternal purpose He has designed things so that 
His glory and our good are inseparably bound up, the 
one with the other.  As jealous as God is for His own 
glory, so certain it is that He will allow nothing to 
change or hinder His good purpose for us.  And so the 

Catechism speaks of providence 
as His “fatherly hand” and says 
that because of providence, “noth-
ing shall ever separate us from 
His love.”
 What is God’s purpose for us?  
In time, it is to bring salvation to 
us, giving us the Holy Spirit, faith, 
and assurance, and sanctifying us 
to be conformed to the image of 
His Son.  His eternal purpose is 
to bring us to glory with Him-
self.  His purpose is always one 
of love.  Jeremiah 29:11:  “For I 

know the thoughts that I think toward you, saith the 
Lord, thoughts of peace, and not of evil, to give you 
an expected end.”  From our point of view, we cannot 
always see this purpose of God.  We live in the midst 
of the working out of the contingencies of our life, and 
to us they often look like mistakes.  But with the eye of 
faith, trusting in the sovereign God of providence, we 
believe He is working out His eternal purpose for us.  
God is never surprised, never caught off guard.  There 
are no mistakes in what God does.  His way is perfect, 
and everything serves His great purpose.

our believing Response
 What response does the truth of God’s providence 
bring? 
 The unbelieving man reacts to it.  He likes to think 
he is the master of his life and destiny.  He does not 
want to hear of a purpose greater than the ends he has 
in his own life.  God may speak mightily through some 
event in his life, but he refuses to see the hand of God.
 But how shall we respond?
 First, we will be patient in adversity.  Patience is 

In His eternal purpose 
He has designed things 

so that His glory
and our good

are inseparably
bound up, the one

with the other. 

control.  The fall of Adam and Eve into sin was not an 
unforeseen accident that required God suddenly to 
change His course of action.  Pharaoh’s hardened heart, 
not to let Israel go, was according to God’s purpose 
(Rom. 9:17).  The evils that Satan sinfully brought 
on Job were all under God’s control, and had a loving 
purpose from God ( Job 1:12, 21; 23:10).  Jehovah said 
unto Shimei, “Curse David” (II Sam. 16:10).  And when 
unbelievers, by their wicked hands, took and crucified 
the Son of God, it was according to 
God’s “determinate counsel and fore-
knowledge” (Acts 2:23).  Nothing 
that man will ever do will happen 
outside of the will and purposes of 
God.  He is never surprised. 
 What a comfort this is as we look 
around us at evil, and think ahead to 
the end of the world and the great 
tribulation that will come under 
Antichrist.  Because of this, noth-
ing can separate us from the loving 
purposes of God for us.  Not only is 
God’s will for us carried out despite 
the powers of sin and evil, but God wills even the evils 
and sin for our ultimate advantage and profit.

god’s saving purpose
 Sometimes a person with a lot of power and author-
ity will do things in a rather random and haphazard 
way, simply because he has the right to do them, or 
because he feels like doing them.  You cannot explain 
his decisions or actions, and he will act differently from 
day to day, depending on how he feels. 
 God is not like that.  Yes, God’s own will is the ul-
timate explanation for why He does things, but God 
does everything with a purpose.
 What is God’s purpose?  There are two aspects to 
God’s purpose:  first, His own glory, and second, the 
good of His elect, saved people.  Of the first aspect of 
God’s purpose we read in Romans 11:36:  “Of him, and 
through him, and to him, are all things:  to whom be 
glory for ever. Amen.”  Of the second part of His pur-
pose we read in Romans 8:28:  “We know that all things 
work together for good to them that love God, to them 
who are the called according to his purpose.”
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Questions for discussion

1. What does the word “providence” mean?  What 
word does the Bible use to speak of this truth?
2. What is included in God’s work of providence?  
What language does the Catechism use to describe 
the comprehensiveness of God’s providence?
3. Why might someone react to and dislike the 
biblical teaching of divine providence?
4. Does God control even little things, like a mos-
quito bite or the blink of an eye?  How?
5. Does God control the evil deeds of men?  Can 
you prove this from Scripture?  Does this make God 
the author of sin?
6. If God is good, how can He be the cause of 
natural catastrophes that result in the death of 
thousands of people?
7. What is the ultimate purpose of God in His 
work of providence?  How does this fit with His 
purpose to save His people?
8. Can we always see God’s purpose as good in our 
lives?  What confidence can we have in times of 
trial?
9. What is the great comfort of the doctrine of 
providence for the believer?
10. How should we respond, daily, to the provi-
dence of God?
11. From the life of  Joseph, demonstrate:  a) 
that God is sovereign over evil, b) that God con-
trols natural calamities, c) that God has a saving 
purpose in providence, and d) how we ought to 
respond to God’s providence (see especially Gen-
esis 50:20).   m

more than just a passive endurance.  Patience is a Spirit-
worked strength to bear adversity with obedience and 
submission.  Patience is active.  By it we “joyfully carry” 
our cross.  We “count it all joy” when we fall into differ-
ent trials.  Yes, we may pray to be alleviated, but we are 
glad because our Father’s hand is behind every trial, 
because He chastens every son whom He receives, be-
cause He uses every trial to purify us, because through 
affliction—in contrast to prosperity—God draws us 
closer to Himself, and because all affliction for God’s 
people works glory.
 Second, we will be thankful in prosperity.  Now that 
sounds so simple, but the truth about us is that the 
more we have, the less grateful we become.  We grow ac-
customed to what we have, so that we are never thank-
ful for it, till it is taken from us.  We become covetous 
for more, which is ingratitude.  What is it to be thank-
ful?  It is not only to have an attitude of gratitude, but 
to live in daily conversion and repentance, in constant 
love and service to God with all we have and all we are.  
The mercies of God should lead us to repentance. 
 Third, we should be confident about the future, not 
anxious.  “That we place our firm trust in our faithful 
God and Father, that nothing shall separate us from 
His love.”  Faith in the providence of God makes us 
look back to creation and ahead to glory.  We put our 
eyes on things eternal.  Then we can trust God, without 
fear.  That doesn’t mean all our troubles will go away, 
that no creature will ever cause us harm.  No, just this:  
no creature or event will ever come between us and God 
to separate us from His love.

Little upon the Earth, but Exceeding Wise

King Solomon taught the people the wisdom 
of God revealed in the creation.  “And he 
spake of trees, from the cedar tree that is in 

Lebanon even unto the hyssop that springeth out of 

ALL THY WORKS SHALL PRAISE THEE mR. joel mindeRhoud

Mr. Minderhoud is a teacher in Covenant Christian High 
School and an elder in Hope Protestant Reformed Church, 
Walker, Michigan.

the wall:  he spake also of beasts, and of fowl, and of 
creeping things, and of fishes” (I Kings 4:33).  In previ-
ous articles we have examined some of those creatures, 
from the enormous blue whale in the sea to the tiny 
hummingbird of the air.  Our focus has been on some 
of the amazing physical traits of these organisms and 
how God providentially supplies them with what they 
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need to serve Him.  In addition we have tried, as the 
wise King Solomon did, to speak a bit about the glory 
of God revealed in those creatures and what spiritual 
truths they lead us to contemplate.  

creeping things: 
everything for the colony
 What of the glory of God can be seen in the realm 
of the creeping things?  What does God teach us with 
creatures such as spiders, ants, locusts, roaches, beetles, 
and bugs?  Though we may have a tendency to think of 
the place of creeping things as being at the bottom of 
our swatter or shoe, we ought to remember that they 
too have an important place and part within the organic 
unity of the creation. (Apart from the fact that some-
times these creatures particularly show us the effects of 
sin—devastation and corruption—there is much else we 
can learn from a study of these tiny creatures.)  These 
creatures, which be little upon the earth, do have a posi-
tive role in the creation and are called to bring forth the 
praises of God, as much as the other, so-called, more 
glorious creatures.  

Praise the Lord from the earth, ye dragons, and all 
deeps:  Fire, and hail; snow and vapour; stormy wind 
fulfilling his word:  mountains, and all hills; fruitful 
trees, and all cedars:  Beasts, and all cattle; creep-
ing things, and flying fowl:  Kings of the earth, and 
all people; princes, and all judges of the earth:  Both 
young men, and maidens; old men, and children:  Let 
them praise the name of the Lord: for his name alone 
is excellent; his glory is above the earth and heaven (Ps. 
148:7-13).  

Truly, we can learn much from the study of the creeping 
things.  The social insects, such as bees, wasps, and ants, 
in particular, show us God’s wise design in teaching us 
how to work diligently and cooperatively for the needs 
of the whole.

temperature-controlled hives
 Although honeybees have been well studied and 
have long been known for their cooperative behavior, 
one relatively recent and quite fascinating discovery 
is that honeybees cooperatively maintain their hive 
temperature—all year long.  Honeybees, in fact, are the 

only known insects in the Northern Hemisphere that 
keep themselves active and warm throughout the win-
ter.  Amazingly, honeybees keep the hive temperature at 
a constant 36oC (approximately 97oF) all winter long, 
even when the temperature dips to the nostril tingling 
-40oC (also -40oF; the two temperature scales cross at 
this frigid temperature).  They accomplish this amazing 
feat with the heat generated by their own metabolism 
(eating and “burning” the honey they made all summer 
long) and by shivering (contracting their “flight” muscles 
without moving their wings).
 As the temperature in the hive drops due to winter 
weather, the honeybees group closer together into a 
cluster.  The bees at the center of the cluster are well 
warmed by the metabolic heat of each neighboring 
bee.  But the exterior or mantle bees of the cluster 
have fewer neighboring bees and therefore get colder.  
Consequently, the mantle bees keep warm by shiver-
ing.  This cooperative effort is far more efficient than 
to have each honeybee keep warm on its own, because 
shivering uses up a tremendous amount of energy.  If 
every bee needed to shiver to keep warm, too much of 
the food supply would be consumed by the bees during 
the winter months, putting the entire colony at risk of 
starvation.  However, if the honeybees huddle together 
into a cluster, the inner-core bees will be kept warm 
by their collective heat and only the mantle bees will 
need to shiver in order to keep warm.  In this way they 
preserve much needed food and energy.  
 This climate-controlled environment is not coordi-
nated by the queen, or by chemical messages sent from 
bee to bee.  Rather, each honeybee strives to maintain 
its own temperature and does so cooperatively with the 
other members of the colony in order to accomplish the 
task in the most energy-efficient manner.  Here we see 
that the individual bees’ labors are done for the benefit 
of the whole, so that the hive is maintained.1

“co-op farming” ants
 Ants are also a well-studied social insect.  One par-
ticular study of the grass-cutter ants of Argentina is 

1  The interested reader may want to read more details of the 
honeybee and other fascinating stories in The ingenuity of animal 
survival:  Winter World, by Bernd Heinrich, 2003, HarperCollins, 
NY.
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intriguing.  This study revealed that a specific group 
of ants had created a massive underground colony, 
equipped even with ‘chimneys’ to release the carbon-
dioxide produced from their fungus gardens.  This 
particular colony of ants, numbering at least five mil-
lion, moved approximately 40 tons of soil to create the 
complex labyrinth of tunnels of their colony (that’s the 
weight of about nine adult elephants).  In constructing 
their colony, they had tunneled more than twenty-five 
feet underground.  Fascinatingly, the grass-cutter ants 
harvest grass—but cannot digest it.  Rather than eat the 
harvested grass, the ants take the grass to their under-
ground colony, where it is used to produce a fungus.  It 
is the fungus that the ants eat.  A single colony of grass-
cutter ants diligently harvests approximately one-half 
ton of grass each year to be used in the production of 
their fungus gardens.  Though “the ants are a people 
not strong, yet they prepare their meat in the summer” 
(Prov. 30:25).  These ants clearly demonstrate what it 
means to ‘work.’ 
 In addition, the ants illustrate another important and 
exceeding wise attribute.  They do not construct the 
tunnels and fungus gardens alone.  It takes teamwork 
to build such an organized underground structure.  In 
addition, their cooperative labors are illustrated by the 
way in which each kind of grass-cutter ant labors in its 
own unique calling.  For example, one kind or one social-
class of the grass-cutter ants in the colony does the work 
of a “lawn-mower.”  These grass-cutter ants have been 
equipped by God with powerful cutters that vibrate 
1,000 times a second to cut the grass.  All day long 
these ants “merely” cut grass—performing their calling 
diligently, faithfully utilizing their unique cutters.  The 
grass clippings fall to the ground, where another kind or 
social-class of ants (the “porters”) carries these relatively 
massive clippings back to the colony.  All day long these 
porters make journey after journey, delivering needed 
grass to the colony.  Whether it be the “cutters” or the 
“porters” or any other social-class ant of the colony, they 
all constantly and diligently work—each at his specific 
task.  It is a highly structured and organized affair.  And 
for what purpose do these ants work?  Certainly there 
is no profit in their labors if the labors are not done for 
the sake of the colony.  Each ant does its task (without 
any guide, overseer, or ruler) and only its task.  As each 

ant does its task faithfully, the entire colony—and con-
sequently, the individual ant as well—benefits.2  

little upon the earth, but exceeding wise
 The most elegant book of creation is given to us 
by God to teach us of His power and Godhead.  And 
when seen in the light of God’s Word, these little, tan-
gible “creeping things” lead us to contemplate important 
spiritual truths.  The honeybee and the ant, though 
they are little upon the Earth, are exceeding wise.  The 
great wisdom illustrated by both the honeybee and the 
ant is their diligent and cooperative labors.  
 “Go to the ant, thou sluggard; consider her ways, 
and be wise:  Which having no guide, overseer, or ruler, 
Provideth her meat in summer, and gathereth her food 
in the harvest” (Prov. 6:6-8).  There is little doubt that 
Scripture, in this passage among others, teaches us to 
be diligent in our work.  The sluggard is commanded to 
consider the ways of the ant.  Our natures are inclined 
to be sluggard-like—whether in our physical labors or 
in our spiritual life.  But we are commanded to be dili-
gent—diligent in our daily labors and diligent to grow 
spiritually.  We daily face a difficult struggle to fight 
with our sluggardly nature.  But by the grace of God we 
grow to be more faithful and zealous for the work that 
God places before us, learning to do whatsoever we do 
heartily, as unto the Lord (Col. 3:23).  
 But our diligent and zealous labor may not be done 
with selfish motives, but for the sake of others.  The 
social insects, as they work cooperatively, illustrate to 
us the important truth of the organic relationships God 
has created.  Creation is organic—inter-connected and 
inter-dependent (a truth, by the way, that the church 
has known since its infancy—long before there were 
‘environmentalists’).  All the creatures must live in har-
mony and order for the well-being of the whole.  Simi-
larly, the church is an organic body of believers; that 
is, we are ‘living’ and we are an inter-connected ‘body.’  
Never must we forget this.  Our sinful natures are not 
only inclined to be ‘sluggardly,’ but we also tend to be 

2  The interested reader who may also want to learn more 
about the grass-cutter ants would benefit from the following vid-
eos:  http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xQERRbU23bU and 
http://videosift.com/video/Leaf-cutter-ants-grass-scene-from-
Life-Insects-episode-6
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individualistic and to shun the calling we have towards 
the other members of the body of Christ.  
 For example, we have a calling as members of a 
congregation to visit the sick and elderly, to help one 
another in times of need, and to see that the covenant 
seed are instructed.  We must abound in these good 
works.  Failure to do so harms the Body.  If we neglect 
our personal devotions, not only will we personally suf-
fer from a lack of spiritual growth, but we also harm the 
Body, as we are not equipped to speak a word in season 
to a fellow saint.  
 Elders and deacons, fathers and mothers, school 
board members, and other committee members, not 
to mention school society members (let no one mini-
mize the great importance of active membership in our 
school societies)—we all give of our time and energies 
diligently and without complaint for the needs of the 
body.  As children in a classroom, we learn together.  

Our good behavior and participation are necessary for 
the benefit of the class.  Failure to behave appropriately 
and participate hurts the education of the body.  We 
must learn, by the grace of God, that whether we be 
part of a family, school, or congregation, our life in 
those cooperative bodies is emphatically not first of all 
about what is most convenient for me as an individual, 
but what is most beneficial for the whole body.  
 To neglect the body to which we belong is by the 
very definition of a body to neglect ourselves.  Only 
by God’s grace do we begin to labor for the benefit 
of the whole.  Thanks be to God for the work of the 
Spirit of Christ in our hearts that directs us to “go to 
the ant.”  These little, but exceeding wise, creatures of 
God are used by Him to remind us of our calling to 
work—utilizing our gifts and talents for the advan-
tage and salvation of the other members (Q/A 55 of 
Heidelberg Catechism).   m

Westboro Baptist Case

many readers have heard of the Westboro 
Baptist Church and its picketing and pro-
tests against homosexuality using signs and 

language that are intentionally offensive.  Recently the 
United States Supreme Court handed down its decision 
in the case of Snyder v. Phelps.  The defendants were 
the Westboro Baptist Church itself and the Phelps, who 
are members of the church.  The church is known for its 
activities in protesting and picketing against homosexu-
ality, usually with provocative signs and slogans.  The 
church and its members were sued for their picketing 
and protesting, but the suit was dismissed because their 
speech was Constitutionally protected.
 The case was widely hailed by the media as a case pro-
tecting the speech of churches.  Such a ruling would be 
welcome in this day and age, especially considering that the 

subject matter of  “speech” was a condemnation of homosex-
uality.  many articles under this rubric and elsewhere have 
discussed the trends in the law that protect homosexuality 
and raise the specter that speech condemning homosexual-
ity could be considered hate speech.  In this context, a deci-
sion affirming the right of a church to proclaim the Word of 
God against homosexuality would be welcome.  However, 
the Supreme Court’s decision in Snyder v. Phelps did little 
to ensure that the biblical preaching of our churches against 
such sins is protected.
 To understand the implications of this decision, it 
is important to understand the factual circumstances.  
The Court itself discussed the background of the case 
in some detail in its ruling.  The Westboro Baptist 
Church was started by Fred Phelps in 1955 in Topeka, 
Kansas.  The church believes that God is sending His 
judgment on the United States for its tolerance of sin, 
especially the sin of homosexuality, particularly in the 
U.S. military.  For the last 20 years or so, the church 

CHURCH AND STATE mR. bRian van engen
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Church of Hull, Iowa, is a practicing attorney.
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the decision should surely guarantee that our churches’ 
preaching condemning sins such as homosexuality 
would be equally protected.  However, the Supreme 
Court’s reasoning and basis for its decision do not ensure 
such protection.  The First Amendment provides protec-
tion for the Free Exercise of Religion, but that is not the 
basis on which the Supreme Court came to its decision.  
Rather, the Supreme Court relied on the First Amend-
ment’s protection of Free Speech.  This may seem like a 
small distinction, but in Constitutional jurisprudence, it 
does make a great difference.  The aspects of Westboro’s 
actions that the Court relied on to find protection do not 
necessarily apply to actual preaching.
 First, the Supreme Court found that Westboro’s ac-
tions constituted protected speech because their speech 
addressed “matters of public concern.”  The Court noted 
that “[t]he First Amendment reflects ‘a profound national 
commitment to the principle that debate on public issues 
should be uninhibited, robust, and wide-open.’” The 
Court described the issues highlighted by Westboro as 
“the political and moral conduct of the United States and 
its citizens, the fate of our Nation, homosexuality in the 
military, and scandals involving the Catholic clergy” and 
stated that those issues were “matters of public import.”  
mr. Snyder pointed out that some of Westboro’s message 
was directed towards his son, but the Court found that 
this was incidental to the same message that Westboro 
had been bringing for years.
 Second, the Court noted that Westboro had con-
ducted its activities on public property.  The Court 
stated that the location at a public place adjacent to a 
public street “occupies a special position in terms of First 
Amendment protection.”
 Third, the Court mentioned that the picketing was 
done peacefully.  As the Court noted, none of the pick-
eters entered the church property, they did not yell or 
use profanity, and there was no violence associated with 
their picketing.
 Finally, the Court noted that even First Amendment 
Free Speech is subject to “reasonable time, place, or 
manner restrictions.”  The Court noted that Westboro 
had alerted local authorities that they would be picket-
ing and fully complied with police guidance on where 
the picketing could be staged.
 As can be seen from the above factors, the first, sec-

has been picketing at military funerals, as well as other 
events, to draw attention to its views.
 The issue in this case arose when an American soldier, 
marine Lance Corporal matthew Snyder, was killed in 
Iraq.  His father, Albert Snyder, arranged for the funeral 
to be held at the Catholic church in his hometown of 
Westminster, maryland.  Phelps became aware of the fu-
neral arrangements and traveled to maryland with two 
of his daughters and four of his grandchildren.  On the 
day of the funeral, the Westboro members picketed on 
public land adjacent to the street approximately 1,000 
feet from where the funeral was held.  They held signs 
with slogans on them.  The slogans on these placards 
were quite graphic and crass, but must be included here 
to understand the nature of the case.  The signs stated 
things such as “God Hates the USA/Thank God for 
9/11,” “America is Doomed,” “Don’t Pray for the USA,” 
“Thank God for IEDs,” “Thank God for Dead Soldiers,” 
“Pope in Hell,” “Priests Rape Boys,” “God Hates Fags,” 
“You’re Going to Hell,” and “God Hates You.”  They sang 
hymns and recited Bible verses, but did not go near the 
actual site of the funeral.
 Albert Snyder did not see the writing on the signs at 
the time of the funeral, but saw them later on news re-
ports.  mr. Snyder was extremely upset by the signs, and 
eventually filed suit under several state law tort claims.  
A tort claim is basically a private action for damage to a 
person, such as for injuries sustained in an accident.  The 
claims that mr. Snyder made were based on defamation, 
publicity given to private life, intentional infliction of 
emotional distress, intrusion on seclusion, and civil con-
spiracy.  Westboro moved to dismiss the suit, claiming 
its activities are protected under the First Amendment 
to the Constitution.  The trial court dismissed some of 
the tort claims, but let the rest proceed to trial.  The jury 
held Westboro liable for $2.9 million in compensatory 
damages and $8 million in punitive damages.
 Westboro appealed, again claiming that its activities 
were protected by the First Amendment.  The Court of 
Appeals agreed, as did the United States Supreme Court, 
with eight of the nine justices finding in favor of Westboro.  
The judgment against Westboro was reversed.
 At first blush, it would seem that if the Supreme 
Court found First Amendment protection for West-
boro’s offensive, highly public condemnation of sin, 
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minister activities
 Rev. John marcus, pastor of 
the First PRC in Edmonton, AB, 
Canada, received the call from the 
Hope PRC in Walker, mI to serve 
as their next pastor.
 We add our congratulations, 
along with the congregation of the 
Peace PRC in Lansing, IL, to Rev. 
Clayton and Allison Spronk in the 
birth of a daughter, Amber Nicole, 
born on April 2.

 Professor David Engelsma, emer-
itus professor of  theology in our 
seminary, has agreed to supply the 
pulpit of our vacant Hope PRC in 
Redlands, CA from may 1 to June 
19, D.V.

congregation activities
 Professor Engelsma and his wife 
were also assured that they would 
be staying in a furnished and freshly 
painted parsonage in Redlands, 
since Hope’s Building Committee 
asked their congregation to help by 
lending furniture for the parsonage 
and volunteering at the parsonage 

on Saturday, April 16, to clean and 
paint.
 The choir of  the Georgetown 
PRC in Hudsonville, mI presented 
a concert on Palm Sunday, April 
17, after their evening worship ser-
vice.  All were invited to attend as 
the choir sang praises to our risen 
Lord.
 The Jr. and Sr. Adult Bible Soci-
eties of the Hope PRC in Walker, 
mI met together on April 12 to 
hear Professor David Engelsma 
speak on “The Significance of Her-
man Hoeksema for the Reformed 
Faith and the Christian Church.”

Mr. Wigger is a member of the Protes-
tant Reformed Church of Hudsonville, 
Michigan.

NEWS FROM OUR CHURCHES mR. benjamin wiggeR

ond, and fourth would not apply to the preaching of our 
churches.  Our sermons may have practical implications 
for society and the nation in general, but they generally 
do not directly address those issues.  Our ministers do 
not focus on broad social issues or policies.  Therefore 
our sermons probably would not be considered to ad-
dress “matters of public concern.”  Nor are our sermons 
generally delivered in public forums, such as along a 
public street.  Our “speech” is not to society at large, but 
to the individuals in that society.  Therefore, one of our 
churches could not defend against a claim that someone 
was offended by the preaching simply by pointing to the 
precedent of Snyder v. Phelps. 
 The Snyder v. Phelps decision may not settle any 
questions about the protection afforded to churches from 
claims of individuals “offended” at the church’s preaching 
or writings.  However, there are some interesting points to 
be noted.  First, the Court acknowledged that the language 
and means used by Westboro were extremely hurtful, espe-
cially to the family of the fallen soldier.  Yet the court found 
that communication to be protected.  If such intentionally 
hurtful language is entitled to protection under the Free 
Speech clause, surely some protection should be afforded 
under the Free Exercise of Religion clause of the same First 
Amendment.  Also, it is interesting that the Court noted 
that Westboro had publicly stated its beliefs long before 

the incident in question. The Court found that this ne-
gated against a claim that Westboro’s actions were targeted 
towards the Plaintiffs in this case.  While courts may not 
agree with a church’s beliefs, more deference will be given 
to long held, clearly stated beliefs.  It would be very difficult 
to defend a claim based on the teaching of a church that 
itself holds differing views on the issue at hand.
 It is important to note that the action in this case 
was brought by an individual, rather than being based 
on a state law prohibiting any activity of the church.  
When the day comes that the preaching of the Word 
in our churches is challenged, it is likely that the chal-
lenge will come initially from an individual claiming 
to be offended at that Word, rather than action by the 
government.  The Supreme Court in the Westboro 
case did indicate that the First Amendment can pro-
vide protection against claims by individuals, but such 
claims will be easier to pursue as the laws of the state 
change to ensure “tolerance” for actions deemed sin by 
Scripture.  The actions of groups like Westboro, in the 
name of Christianity, will serve only to focus the ire 
of the unbelieving world on the church.  We can take 
comfort in knowing that such challenges will not be 
able to silence the preaching of the Word without the 
will of our heavenly Father.   m
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 The ladies of  the Edgerton, 
mN PRC invited the ladies of the 
surrounding PR churches to the 
annual Spring Ladies meeting on 
April 12 at their church building.  
Rev. Thomas miersma, pastor of 
the Immanuel PRC in Lacombe, 
AB, Canada, and in Edgerton to 
fill a classical appointment, was this 
year’s featured speaker.
 On Sunday afternoon, April 17, 
Rev. martin VanderWal was installed 
as the second pastor of the Wing-
ham, Ontario PRC.  Rev. Ronald Van 
Overloop, pastor of the Grace PRC 
in Standale, mI, led the worship 
service, preaching from Titus 1:1-4, 
under the theme, “Preaching in the 
Interests of God’s Elect.”  Everyone 
was invited, after that second service, 
for a time of fellowship to welcome 
Rev. and mrs. VanderWal and their 
children, Cameron and Olivia, into 
the congregation.  Rev. VanderWal 
was able to lead the Wingham con-
gregation for the first time as their 
pastor on April 22 for their Good 
Friday service.

evangelism activities
 The congregation of the George-
town PRC in Hudsonville, mI was 
invited to remain after their evening 
worship service on April 10 to view 
a slide show program on the recent 
trip of their delegates, mr. and mrs. 
Bruce Jabaay and Rev. and mrs. 
Carl Haak, to the Reformed Chris-
tian Church of Vellore, India.
 The Evangelism Committee of 
the Peace PRC in Lansing, IL put 
out an invitation to their commu-
nity, as well as to members of sur-
rounding PR congregations, to join 
them on monday evening, April 18, 

to hear Prof. Herman Hanko, emeri-
tus professor in our seminary, speak 
on the theme, “The Believer and 
money.”  The ladies of Peace were 
also asked to bring a plate of bars or 
cookies for refreshments following 
the lecture.
 The Evangelism Committee of the 
Randolph, WI PRC invited all those 
interested in questions regarding the 
Holy Spirit to their annual Spring lec-
ture.  This year’s topic:  “Sins Against 
the Holy Spirit.”  Jesus says that one 
who blasphemes the Holy Spirit will 
not be forgiven—neither in this world, 
nor in the world to come.  This lecture 
explained what this sin is, and why it 
is unforgivable.  The Bible also warns 
God’s people of other sins we must not 
commit against the Holy Spirit—we 
must not grieve Him, vex Him, resist 
Him, quench Him, or lie to Him.  This 
lecture explained what these various 
sins are, how God’s people are very 
much prone to commit these sins, and 
why they must guard against them.  
The lecture was given by Rev. Douglas 
Kuiper, pastor of Randolph, on April 
8.  Fellowship and refreshments fol-
lowed the lecture.

sister-church activities
 Rev. martyn mcGeown, mission-
ary pastor of  our denomination’s 
sister church in Northern Ireland, 
the Covenant PRC in Ballymena, 
presently laboring with the Limerick 
Reformed Fellowship in Limerick, 
Republic of Ireland, gave a lecture on 
monday, April 18, in Limerick under 
the theme, “Friendship with God.”

school activities
 On Saturday evening, April 16, 
those in and around west michigan 

were invited to enjoy a special eve-
ning of music, “The Passion, Death, 
and Resurrection of our Lord Jesus 
Christ,” featuring Eric and Crista 
Phelps (cello/piano) and Dan Kwekel 
(organ) presented by Eastside Chris-
tian School, held at First PRC in 
Grand Rapids.  A freewill offering 
was taken for the school.  A dessert 
reception followed the concert.

young people’s activities
 The young people of the west 
michigan churches were invited to 
attend the Easter Young People’s 
mass meeting.  This year’s meet-
ing was held Sunday afternoon, 
April 17, at the Southwest PRC in 
Grandville.  Rev. Arie den Hartog, 
pastor at Southwest, was this year’s 
featured speaker.
 The young people of  Trinity 
PRC in Hudsonville, mI sponsored 
their 9th annual Aussie Burger 
Fry on Saturday, April 16, at the 
gym of the Hudsonville Christian 
Elementary School, with proceeds 
going towards the young people’s 
convention fund.
 The church family of Southeast 
PRC in Grand Rapids, mI joined 
together on Saturday, April 16, for 
their annual fund-raising potluck.  
Southeast could not only enjoy a 
good meal, but they could also help 
defray some of the cost for this sum-
mer’s young people’s convention.
 In our never-ending efforts to “get 
it right,” we also add this correction 
to the “News.”  The Young People 
of the Edgerton, mN PRC hosted 
a rescheduled fondue supper and 
game night on April 15, not Febru-
ary 21, as reported in the “News” of 
April 1.   m
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Resolution of Sympathy
n The Counci l  of  Southeast PRC 
expresses Christian sympathy to Paul 
and Larae Kamps and Todd and Kim 
DeMeester and their families in the death 
of their father and grandfather,

MR. MARINUS KAMPS,
and to Mr. Don Hauck in the death of 
his sister,

MRS. RAMONA STREYLE.
“For to me to live is Christ, and to die is 
gain” (Philippians 1:21).

Rev. William Langerak, President
Ed Ophoff Jr., Asst. Clerk

New Book 
n South Holland and Faith Protestant 
Reformed Evangelism Committees have 
helped publish a NEW book/pamphlet 
called The Work of the Holy Spirit, written 
by David J. Engelsma and Herman Hanko. 
Please contact one of these churches for 
more info or to receive a copy.

Call to Synod!!
n Synod 2010 appointed Grandville 
Protestant Reformed Church, Grandville, 
Michigan the calling church for the 2011 
Synod.
 The consistory hereby notifies our 
churches that the 2011 Synod of the 
Protestant Reformed Churches in America will 
convene, the Lord willing, on Tuesday, June 14, 
2011 at 8:30 a.m. in the Grandville Protestant 
Reformed Church, Grandville, Michigan.
 The Pre-Synodical Service will be 
held on Monday evening, June 13, at 7:00 
p.m.  Rev. R. Van Overloop, president of 
the 2010 Synod, will preach the sermon.  
Synodical delegates are requested to meet 
with the consistory before the service.
 Delegates in need of lodging should 
contact Mr. Dan Key, 3536 Greenfield Ln., 
Hamilton, MI  49419.  Phone (269) 751-
8074, email:  dmkey@frontier.com.

Consistory of 
Grandville Protestant Reformed Church

Dan Key, Clerk

Wedding Anniversary
n With humble thanksgiving to God 
for His faithfulness witnessed in their 
marriage, we rejoiced with our parents,
RANDALL and DEBRA POORTINGA,

as they celebrated their 35th wedding 
anniversary on May 14, 2011.  We pray 
for continued grace as we strive to reflect 
that heavenly marriage between Christ 
and His church in our own marriages.  
“For this God is our God for ever and 
ever, he will be our guide even unto 
death” (Psalm 48:14).
c Michael and Heidi Poortinga
  Trevor, Carlie, Dylan, Paityn, 

Kennedi, Sawyer
c Aaron and Jennifer Lanting
  Aandon, Addison, Aliyah
c Nate and Rebecca Bol
  Gerrit, Karissa
c Richard and Wendy Poortinga
  Chase, Jaden, Madigan
c Kenton and Lisa Kalsbeek
  Everett, Darren
c Amy Poortinga

and fiancé Michael Terpstra
Dyer, Indiana

Resolution of Sympathy
n The Council and congregation of First 
PRC of Holland express their Christian 
sympathy to Mr. Ed Cammenga and 
Bob and Shelly Cammenga and family 
in the passing away of wife, mother, and 
grandmother,

MRS. BARB CAMMENGA.
 May the family place their hope in our 
gracious God and find comfort in the 
words of Psalm 27, which begins:  “The 
Lord is my light and my salvation; whom 
shall I fear?  The Lord is the strength of 
my life; of whom shall I be afraid?”

Rev. Daniel Holstege, President
John Van Uffelen, Assistant Clerk

Resolution of Sympathy 
n The Council and congregation of 
Byron Center PRC wish to express their 
Christian sympathy to Marisue and Todd 
OverBeek and family in the death of 
Marisue’s father,

DALLAS PARKS.
 “And God shall wipe away all tears 
from their eyes; and there shall be no 
more death, neither sorrow, nor crying, 
neither shall there be any more pain:  
for the former things are passed away” 
(Revelation 21:4).

Rev. Audred Spriensma, President
Dale Bartelds, Clerk

Wedding Anniversary
n It is with joy in our hearts that we 
congratulate our parents, 
VERNON and BARBARA KLAMER, 

in celebrating their 55th wedding 
anniversary on April 5, 2011.  “I will 
make thy name to be remembered in all 
generations; therefore shall the people 
praise thee for ever and ever” (Psalm 
45:17).
c Tom and Vicky VanOverloop
c Charles and Verna Terpstra
c John and Valerie VanBaren
c Bruce and Joann Klamer
c Steven and Brenda Langerak
c Brent and Shelli Klamer
  37 grandchildren and
  1 in Glory
  18 great-grandchildren

Grandville, Michigan

Resolution of Sympathy
n The Adult Society of Doon PRC 
express sympathy to Warren and 
Marshonn Boon, Ke i th  and Amy 
Zevenbergen, and Brent and Cara Boon 
and their families in the passing away of 
their mother and grandmother,

MRS. JOHANNA BOON.  
May they be comforted by the words of 
Psalm 116:15:  “Precious in the sight of 
the Lord is the death of his saints.”

Rev. David Overway, President
Gloria VanBemmel, Secretary

ANNOUNCEMENTS


