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What k a Christian Nation?
Gatv North

(The folhwing an”ck? k excerpted @m Dz
NortKs upconu”ng book on international relations,
The Healing of the Ndiuns.  It is part of the Biblical
Blueprints Series published by Dominion Pnzss.)

God establishes nations kingdom and all other
units of civil government Men, as God’s delegated
sovereigns in histq (Genesis 1:26-28), create civil
governments as agents of God, but not as original
creators.

What would be the univemal features of a Chris-
tian nation? The same five f=tures that we see in
every

1)
2)
3)
4)

5)

government

Corrmmn language
The legal authority to impose taxes
Common lawswithin asharedboundq
Common confession (oath): implicit or
explicit (e.g., allegiance to a consti-
tution.)
Citizenship and residency req*nts.

The Chrkian nation would be fhlly awiue of
what God xquim. It must be stmsed bm the
outset that the creation of such a nation could be
accomplished only as a result of the widespread
work of the Holy SpiriL not through some bureau-
cratic, topdown, coercively imposed order on a
non-Christian majority by a Christian minority. This

{covenantal  transjonnatwn  of a Muon must  be the
sovereign wwrk of God, with men as dklegated
agents, not the work of men apa~jiom the ou@ur-
ing of the Holy spirit. With that prevision carefully
emphasized, let us turn to a description of the Chris-
tian nation.

1. A Common View of God
All citizens would acknowledge the sovereignty

of the Trinitarian God of the Bible. (My He would
be publicly worshiped. Only He would be called

upon publicly in times of national crisis. Only He
would be given public praise in times of national
deliverance. His W& the Bible, would be ac-
knowledged as the source of the nation’s law-order.

2. A Common System of Courts
Them must be ways of settling public disputes.

A Christian nation would follow the example of
Exodus 18 and establish an appeals cow system
Men would be free to do as they please unless they
violated a @“ c piece of Bible-based legislation
or a specific Biblical injunction that the Bible says
must be enfbmed by the civil govemmen~ Gover-
nment is therejiore a bottom-up stnuture, with the
individual opexating as a lawful sovereign agent
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nn?mheasl?kq%wt-(m~
1963  -@imw6). 7hislMtlsour
newsMer  excMVely &wted h

excekrlb ecameyou  nameda
manwhopemnally  suffefedfmm
thechains ofpomogaphy andthe

&  L e t t e r s  t o  \PmMe ‘Ms.  - end results. My ey~ ~= with team
. . for Bryan ScNBns. I mjoii  that he

7?MGenwa Rwkw-(Fm
1963- Pn9seno.  7M started out

asabook twkwnewslet-
tet makd akmg w~h the
Geneva Pwrs, hit when

we ~ to wnsoR-
&te al the newsletters,
t was fev13ed  /Wo as

Rl?s?byter&n  HWa@ -

Deaf Si
I only receive the GeH ReW

and Genew  Pq2m newsletters
from you. Are these the only ones
that you .afe publishing? When dii
you discXmt@e  the others? what
Wem the last “~?

Mii Pagani
Tracy, CA

A4K Pagani;

~m really gfd pu asked that
~estkm.  We are wmmtfy
Pubkhig on~ one newsletter: 7he
Geneua Rev@Uv.

Mw we fmny nanuwed # &wn
to @t one ne@etter  & a Htk3 b~
wnwbted,  so I won? try to sort t
out in this space. I WI howevefi I&
for you the varbus newsfettefs
Geneva Min&tnes phkhed in the
past, with a short  ex~nattin
regarding each one.

. CMvln Speaks - (ih.& 1960- July
19E). 777@  was our o~inaf news-

~ Iefler. W e  Pub/&& mtrans~tbns
of Catvin’s sermons on Deuter-
onomy.

177e Geneva P- volume one
- (January 1962- March  1965).
This was the newsletter for artkbs
by contenpraty  authors (&&n,
Sufton,  et a~. ft was repkced by the
mvhed Geneva Review whtih ywu
see day.

~(S6pternfS  W4 - A *
1966). W was a newsbtter
&voted to ksues Whtiqg to the
Chmh,  her Wmh@,  and her
government.

Retkntned HetitagP - (Jwary
1966- J@ 1986). 7h& was a
newsMter  devoted ~ book mvkwvs.
R III@S md%?d  ab~ tih ~
Geneva Review. IMwn we ex-
pa~ to e@t amf then twbe
pages,  wem~andti
book mtiews ti Geneva Rev&v.

Ak3w...b  that deal as rind?!? To
make matters WVme, we ako have
a series calkxl 7he Geneva *
~V&tnetwo(=n@be
whine three). ?hese an? SW on a
subsc@tkm  bask,  and consid of
Iergthier  ~rs (16 pages, t@e
wlumn,  *set) on vatbus issues
and topks. (At the madefs of l?w
Geneva Rw&v W171 be sent a free
sar@e on request. We’ll also send
flu an infonnattin fom whch will
tell pu tmv p can begin mcekirg
777e Geneva Papm.)

Also, if you dent have all the back
imes of the newsWters I&ted
above, you may get them wtih  a
wnbihuttin  of @O.00 or more. lhey
we bound in a debxe, three-ring
binder.

— MUG

Dear Michael,
llwnk you for your excellent

article entitled, “Apocalyptic Cancx
Pornography in America.” It was

has fqxmted,  but am- 
sadened that

he lost his family.
Seoondly, you cleatfy  defii ths

Wmcets” effect on our nation.
Most importantly, the reader was

able to particiie  h the fght by
writing (or callin@ Holiiay Inn and
AT&T. I really appreciated this
practical part of your aft”b,  and
hope you witi continue to inform
your readers of how to take God’s
Word “no every area of Iife through
writing and phone Canii!

Steve & Cindy Wkhson
Bum CA

Hyousonwch  tirthetiti
wti. More #7portant&, yxJ are to
be cotmnetx%d for @ihg f~t on
ywr fa#h!

B~an &xms’  stow is hdeed a
ve~ sad one. But #we Ml ex~nd
the effbd now M fght@g pomogfa-
Pf?Y, pew Our eflod..  WI?l head cff
other J4XJrg  men and wzmn fmm a
Ife of misery.

Bryan3 testinwny  -am in tfvs
nwnth~ Genwa R@vti,  and next
rmmth an art- is schedded to be
pubfbhed whkh wiU give yw
- Suggesttins  ati enwur-
agements  to @hting  pornography at
the &al A@.

— MRG

Let Us Hear
From You!

Address All Letters To:

The Geneva Review
F?O. Box 131300
Tyleq TX 75713
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Apocalyptic Cancer:
Pornography in America

PaftlWO

7he Legacy of Pornography

My Testimony
My name is Bryan Sorens. I am 32, the product

of what most of you would term an upper middle
class home. I went to a high school on the exclusive
side of T- Oklahoma I played fmtball on a team
dubbed as “cake-eatem” by the other high schools,
and graduated h a &mous Christian university. I
was a media professional with the univemity, and
then with the state government of Oklahoma Later
I was a fkeekmcer,  and successfld with Southwestan
Bell and AT&T as a writer and producer of budness
sales and advertising. I am the happy father of four
children.

IamaIso aconvicted rapis~I  hada minor
“histq”  of reading pOI’IIOgEi@iC  materials, which
suddenly escalated in 1982 into an addiction and
obsession. I began to live a double-1.ifq  one at day
and another at nighL I was husbantL father, em-
ployeq and church activis~ and also a renegade
loner who took his camera into the deep night of
Dallas to look for danger and to experience an~
eventually, to instigate terror. If ever there was a
love of &ath it was in this man, as I was drawn to the
night and to the dark “life” of the most dangerous
parts of nighttime big+.

Even my productions began to reflect the change
in me, or possibly the expansion of seeds in me, as
some of my most efkctive media program-even
for the churc~included  dark, fodmding, mon~
lithic photos and special effects of Dallas streets and
buildings. There was a noticeable and strange lack of
people in my photos and shows.

When I was a boy I saw some shocking instances
of the abuse of God’s gift of sexuality, such as men
dressing as women, adultery, and in the neighbor-
~ood I lived in, incest. These were not stories or
rumor, I saw these with my own eyes.

When I was in high school and college, I rode a
bicycle everywhere I went and participated in some
biking competitions, including setting a Rcord for
the Southwest in the Pepsi 24-hour marathon. Often
in my training or traveling 1 would find discarded
pornography on the road or roadside. [n my studies
since my inca.merahon,  1 discovered that the highest
nxlership of obscene materkds is not from the
p[imary buyer. but the secondary and tertiary read-

ers who find or are given previously purchased porn.
I’ll never fqet finding one magazine in par-

ticular which seemed .to take my breath away. It
captivated me. I took it to the film studio on campus
and hid it there so I could indulge myself during late-
night or all-night editing or sound sessions.

‘hew seeds sprouted again in my cavorting with
night-time Dalhs WkI’t2 I began to go to adult
bookstores. I WiitCkd ~ft movies  in the fikhy fih
booths, which had little round holes cut in the
plywood walls fa homosexuals to engage in their
perversion. Intaestingly, as is oflen the case among
those caught-up in debauchery, I accepted my own
as normal or explainable, and found the homosexu-
als and such to be truly perverted. In fact, after I
played out my fatasks  (which eventually became
RX@ and I raped a woman) I found myself reading
an account in the DaUas newspaper of a mpist being
apprehended  inthemidst ofhiscr’i.meti  being
sickened by his act and glad fm his arresL A double-
minded man is unstable in all his ways, and I was.

I chose to indulge in pom and to let it rule me. I
chose to let my mind go to the slightest thoughts of
hq and in time, to the fmtasies and extended
thoughts of lust I chose, by my own power and will,
to go out at night and victimize. Pornography did not
choose these things for me, but it certahly fed my sin
and criminality. As most criminal justice officials
will confiHT4pom accoqmies  almost all violent
mime-even non-sexually-related-just as alcohol
and drug addiction accompany robbq, bu@q,
and such crimes.

I was arrested in November, 1983 shortly after
roping a woman, the last of some four victims and
even more attempts I was sentenced to sixty yearn
in prison. Fkally, something got my attention.

Since my total confession and repentance in
early 1985, I have been involved in confkmting men
and society with the rqonsibdity and accountabd-
ity they have for their own minds, fm preserving and
not destroying culture, and for restoring the broken
walls as much as possible: nxitution.

I can recall walking into dark, stinking bars or
strip joints in Dallas and seeing many men dressed
in business suits like myself who wem in their own
ways looking for sin’s false fulfillment... looking
for the stmnge adrenalin flow that accompanies
worship of the natural and carnal, for what each
would likely and innocently term “adventure.” I
know that these men are in the midst of a battle they
are largely unawwe of, which began with watching
•’D:~l~s”  ;~d “ChMl~y’s Angels”  on television or

co~inud page 10
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I head a revealing statement recently while
visiting a home-bound Roman Catholic woman. She
was upset that she couldn’t make it to Mas Not to
wony, she added warmly. “1 watch a Mass on
television” That got me to thinking. Of course, this
wornan had no choice. She was too ill to get to
church. But them am thousands in TV “churches”
who do not have the same excuse What am they
thinking? What do they expectto get out of wztching
aMassor awmhipservice  On TV’?

‘his woman’s view of h Mass is nothing new,
of come. During the Middle A- the “wmhip
pers” would mill around in the back of the cathedral,
striking business deals and catching upon the latest
gossip. Then, a bell would ring fhm the altar.
Everyone would stop and Ioolq standing on tiptoe
and pressing f~ad The host was being elev~
held up bef~ the congregation by the pxkiing
priest= The people believed &t they could =eive
grace by just viewing the consecrated bread In fx~
that’s about all they wem allowed to do. It was one
of the main achievements of the Ref~rs to in-
clude the con~gation  in the celebration of the
communion.

So, them’s nothing new about TV Masses. The
TV Mass is just a high-tech resurgence of the womt
of medieval spirituality. Television raises questions,
however, that would challenge even the most ingen-
ious scholastic. Medieval theologians seriously
debated whether or not a mouse eating a piece of
consecmted bread received the body of Christ.
Modem scholastics will be faced with equally tax-
ing questions. Can grace be communicated by satel-
lite? Cm a Mass be taped, or does it have to be live?
What about cabIe? VCRs? Does Epliying of a taped
N[USS  have any effect on the grace communicated?

Don’t get me wrong. l*m not taking potshots at
the Roman Catholic Chumh. After all, they’re n4a-

tive newcomers to the TV world Protestants (can we
really divide Wstem Christianity into Catholic and
Protestant?) have grasped the telecommunications
opp=tunity  with gusto, long before the Catholic
Church showed a “@mmer of intere% Bug then,
Protestants invented the “drive in” church. (I’ve
always worded  if the deacons (+SSCS?) wear roller
skates as they distribute the elements.) Befm th~
Protestants invented the camp meeting. And a host
of other grotesque distortions of Christian womhip.
One pastor told me that he had head aTVevangelist
tdl his audience to go to the fidge, get some kid
and grape juice, and join the-what shall I call it?—
the studio congregation in a celebration of commun-
ion!

Them’s a serious point here. Really, there is I’m
not just venting my spleen. Evexyone is talking
about TV pmachem nowadays, what with the Bak-
ker thing. Td Koppel has interviewed the couple on
Nightline. Every new development is covered by the
major networks. Zime and N~ek have had cover
stories. A@ of course, nearly eve~ Cluistian net-
work and magazine has covered it

In the midst of this fmntic covemge, however, a
crucial issue has been missed It doesn’t arise so
much Ihrn the Bakker scandal itself as ilom its
afkxmath. The crucial question: What is TV evan-
gelism all about anyway? I write this with a straight
face. What is the point of TV ministries? The Bak-
kers hinted at their answer on Nightline.  They told
Ted Koppel that they had been offered a guest spot
on The Lute Show.  That’s the show Joan Rivers
recently left.. It is without doubt one of the most
distasteful and anti-Christian shows on television.
And the Bakkers were seriously thinking about
taking the offer! A TV station in Tennessee was
thinking about picking up the old Jim and Tiunmy
show! And Jim and Tammy talk incessantly about
returning to their minis~ at FTL (or whatever it’s
called). CIearly, for the B.akkers, their TV “minis-
try” is just a form of entertainment They’re just
another celebrity couple, like the ones who are

continued on next page
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The Appeal Letter

Geme Gtant

It was lying there like a leaden leaf, prematurely
detached by spring’s stormy thrashing. Looking
terribly benign in the cavernous belly of the postal
S1OL I m(rieved the letter with nary a second thought.

Nothing unusual about tO&y’S mail. Mostly
rubbish. A couple of sales bmchuzes. A utility no-
tice. Several cheap advertisements. And of ~
the letter.. .an appeal letter. Same old sti. All but
the utility notice doomed to the ash heap. Of~
I wished fa a similar destiny for the utility notice,
but then that would be a bit impmden~ So I tucked
it safely away.

Before dispatching the mst of the blighted postal
hawe~ I double4ecked. Habit Ever since 1974
when I inadvertently tossed out a much-needed
$34.00 IRS dhd I always went through the mail
twice befm dismissing it to the nether world of
refuse. It was then that I opened and quickly pemstxi
the appeal letter.

As I expected, it was the standad evangelical
fare. A sentimental and graphic narrative desdbed
the pathetic scene of a famine-mcked villa- on the
edge of Sahara’s fbntier. Punctuating the text inter-
mittently, wem stark photos of starving children,
their painfully bloated bellies caked with mu~ their
hallowed eyes etched with despau“*SUPP’=w
ingeniously crafted charts and graphs, statistics
wily shouted the proportions of czisis.

As always, my heart was fleetingly stabbed with
Christian compassion. I made a mental note to
investigate the dire situation further. Someday.
When I had time. And a little extra money. At tha~
the appeal letter joined the sales brochures and the
cheap advertisements in the bottom of the bard, and
I made my escape.

Now it was time for a Whopper, fkies, and a large
Dr. Pepper. Perhaps a fkied pie to boot, if my lunch-
eon gullet remained unsatisfied.
~ But thoughts of hungxy faces haunted my sub
conscious as I shuffled thmgh the remainder of the
day. Try as I migh~ I could not erase the image of
anxious mothers looking on helplessly as their chil-
dren slowly atrophied fi-om severe malnutrition. I
plunged myself into a fhmy of activity: phone calls,
memos, agendas, comespondence, and various other
Mmdities.  Still, the awful stench of starvation clung
to my nostrils. There was not escaping it I’d been
“guilt and pitied” (to transmogrify a Chikmesque
phrw).

I was f-r nxeiving similady framed appeal
letters. Why should this one affect me so? Why on
this &y, when my mhid could have been so much
more productively turned to mortgage payments,
car notes, rebate checks, merit raises, and the like?
Why a guilt trip now?

PedIaps it was due to my flippant attitude to toss
aside the leering look of death as ifit were of no more
consequence than the latest flyer fw Sear’s Best
Shock Absorbed. Whs it not sin? Perhaps it was due
to a cumulative evasion of the truth that evangelical
though we ~ like the blaspheme of S- we
are amgan~ ovtzf~ and unconcerned Or pefiaps
it was due to the sinking feeling that amidst Amri-
can affluence and abundance, I might never truly
know the high call of Biblical Charity.

Reg@ess of thecause, Inow know never to
look twice into the visage of privation.. .if I am not
willing to look twice into the storehouse of my pride..

L@wt, mnlinuedjhrn  ~ge  4
fmtured in %@ and Natibnuf Enquirer.  (h@&?
Jii and T-y have been f- tm, I haven’t
been grocery shopping recently, so I wouldn’t know
for sure.)

So, what’s all this mean? Does it mean we
abandon the mass media? Turn it over to the devil?
Of come noL In His providence, the Id has given
us valuable tools fm reaching vast numbers of peo-
ple with the gospel. And we should use these tools

Whatitdoes meanisthat  there are inherent
limitations to what we can do through the mass
media (orthe  Massmedi~for that matter). W
shouldn’t use our tools uncritically. ‘Ille medium of
television, for all its power of persuasion, simply
cannot take the place of the chumh as the agency of
Christian reconstruction. After all, it’s primarily a
medium of entertainment  Of passivity. Mom than
tha~ there is an inescapable and irreducible pezsonal
dimension to the Christian life that is lacking in
television “churches.” It centem in the personal
fellowship with the other members of Christ’s body,
fellowship around His Table.

I lmow, I know. I sound like a reactionary tradi-
tionalist- I know. I should come into the twentieth
century. The century of the sleek, high-tech Church.
Perhaps there is some nostalgia lurking behind my
reaction to the Bakkers.  But let’s not be deceived. A
Christian civilization is not built by dramatic media
splashes, as important as they can be in the short run.
A Christian civilization is built by faithful men and

com”nued  on page 12
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Restoring the ..,.,.,..A’YX$’**’

CR>
Classical :’J’” ~.
Christian f

- Curriculum is Based

ir
) on Written Language3

Christianity is a “written” digion. Christians
receive their admonition, instruction, inspiration,
and IqxUOf b the Holy fkIi@UIW. ~st Him-
self is called the ‘Wed made flesh” in St John’s
gospel, and the Bible constantly se~-att=ts as to its
absolute importance in the Christian Me, even above
the tmditions of men.

l%i~ dependence on the witten word is evident
whenever myone walks into a Chxistian bookstme.
Shelves and shelves of books written fkom a Chris-
tian peqective  confiunt the obsemer, authonxl not
only in this present ~ but from the distant Chris-
tian past as well. All of these works witness to the
centrality of the written w~ and with the advent of
computer technology, we can only become mom
convinced that the “written” wod has an enduring
quality unswpassed by any other media.

Have you ever wondered why the written word
has such a rich history and an apparently rich future?
And did you ever speculate on “why God died on a
written form to preseme his revelation, rather than
an oral one, like folk-telling?

Well, there are probably many legitimate an-
swers to these questions, but one important one that
bean si~lcance in our discussion of the home
schooling curriculum regards the epistemological
nature (the nature of knowledge and how it is
acquhed) of writing and XUding that is, God has
invested a learning, or didactic, chamcteristic in
written language.

Take writing as an example. We frequently think
of writing as a recall of past experiences we’ve had,
or as a form of reflecting on what we already know,
often ast as a letter or as a dkuy entry. But when we
think of reading we usually think that we are about
to leum something or discover son’khing;  at least
we hope to!

Yet, both riding and writing rely on the same

mxidity (structm of communication): written
language. It is precisely fkom this perspective that
we can see that “writing” can be away of knowing,
a method of learning, a pattern of coming to new
ixuights and new directions: that writing (like rea-
ding) is a procedure for learning.

Consider, in sharp contradiction to this observa-
ti~ how twentieth centwy educational textbooks
have treated writing. Hem it is viewed as a subjec~
and like any subjec~ mqires  memorization and
drill. The material to be committed to memoxy
usually consists of a plethora of grammatical rules
and their seemingly countless exceptions. The drill
involves comcting error-ridden sentences called
exemises,  that are written by the textbook author and
mmly appear in student papers, if at alL This whole
process of memmization and chill in wxiMg is
supposed to produce “good” writing.

Moreover, these same texts genemlly teach fmm
the same “rigorous” fiameworlc the student starts
with something called a “thesis” and then sets out in
the paper to prove it The thesis must be arrived at
before writing, according to this method, with the
assumption being that the whole composition must
be in the mind of the student author before he even
sets his pen on the paper.

what the classical Cul’Iiculum emphasized was
simply that communication ~ like wriMg, am not
subject material; writing is not so much about itself
as it is about other things, like literature, politics, and
theology. The idea that writing is a subjec~ like
mathematics, has played a large role in creating an
illiterate society, since the depiction of wriMg as a
static, product-oriented subjecg consisting of artW
cial sentence drills has made writing tailored
strictly for literature students. “Good gmmmaf —9
an exceedingly ambiguous phxase-is  presumed to
equal good wriMg.

How did writing become viewed as only a re-
flective or pre-conceived activity which involves
grammatical rules? Most Christian educators would
be devastated if they knew that gmmmatical “exer-
cises” are so named because they grew out of the
false cognitive psychological theories of leaning in
the nineteenth century. Cognitive psychology
taught that memory was a muscle, and in order to
“invigomte” i~ one must “exercise” i~ hence the
introduction of gpmmarical “exercises” in order to
get the composition “into shape.” Most cornposirion
instruction is therefbre bawd on an inaccurate, and
even 4’/uwr@l,”  psyclw[@.*uI  model!

The thesis-and-proof pmmiption for writing—
continued page  10
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The Mosquito CoUSt is now available at video
stores across ‘the country. If your city is like mine,
this film new played at loc~ theak~  despite the
fact that Hamison Ford is the star. Gnxham’s Law
states that cheap goods drive out good ones and bad
money drives out go@ but happily we can go rent
The MosquJ”to Coast and view it at home.

The producer of this fine film is Saul Zaen@
best known for the film version of Amadeus. The
director is Australian Peter Weir, best known fm the
philosophical but obscure Year of Living Danger-
ously.  What intaested  me mos~ however, was that
the screenplay was written by Paul Schrader.
Schmder’s roots ax@ in Dutch ~ViniS~ and he
attended Calvin College in Grand Rapids. His pmvi-
ous films have been heavily into the “R’ category fm
violence, but The Mosquito Coast is a tame PG.

Schrader was an earlier FmniqI Schaeffer. As
with Schaeffer’s recent movie, Schrader’s films
have been chmactem“ ed by violence. Both men
seem to have felt the only way to bmk out of the
evangelical ghetto and make a significant Christian
artistic statement was to become a “bad boy” and
offend traditional evangelical moms. They could
take a leaf tim Ho~on Foote.

I am by no means ftiiar with all of Schrader’s
ftis, but I have seen few. Two of the most
noteworthy, Tm” Driver and Hard Core, dealt at
length with theological themes, especially predesti-
nation. Both also concern themselves with rebel-
lious teenagem. In Tm” Driver, the rebellious Chris-
@n teenager runs off to New York to become a
~rostitute, only to be delivered by the mystery of
Divine providence in answer to her paints’ prayers.
[n Harckore,  the rebellious Christian teenager runs
off to Hollywood to make pornographic movies, but
is delivered by a determined father (George C.
Scott). Both movies m graphically violent and
frunk in their portrayal of degener~te American
culture, but each makes the point that while Christi-
anity may be pretty dead these days, the alternative
is the sewer.

The Mosquiti  Coat takes up this kist theme in a
more sophisticated way.,’The centml chamter, Allie
Fox, is an atheist inventor-genius He decides to
leave corrupt America and create anew world in the
wilderness. Casting Hmison Ford in this role was a
stroke of genius, because audiences are naturally
sympathetic to him. It takes a while fw us to realize
just how loathsome a character this man really is,
and how he is abusing his fiimily.

Inventor Fox has developed a machine thag like
some Norse gd makes ice from*. Fox describes
this machine inorganic te~ as a pemon, and when
he builds a huge version at the gate of his new
civilization, we Ur@xstand that it is an idol — a
personalized image of his beliefs. This idol of sci-
ence i% however, impoten~ “Ice is civilization,”
says Fox, and he determines to impress a native tribe
by taking them a block of i~ but the ice melts along
the way. So much for the gift of the gods! His attempt
to overwhelm the natives backfires on hinz how-
ever, because it catches the attention of a gang of
thugs, who invade his community.

To get rid of the invaders, Fox is faced to burn
down his god-machine. Since the machine is linked
to all the buildings in the community, the burning
idol leads immediately to the total destruction of the
culttue built on and around it. The City of Cain is
built on pride and the somery of science, but science
cannot save man. It is a god that ftils.

The foil of Fox’s character is Rev. Spellgood
Spellgood represents evangelical Christianity at its
cheapest and tawdriest He is pmonally and theo-
logically offensive. All the same, his mission to the
Indians is proving effective, while Fox’s is not

Driven from his first encampmen~ Fox rebuilds
along the seashore. He is warned by natives that
when the rains come he will be flooded OUL but he
refuses to listen. Sum enough, as Christ wam~ his
house built on sand is washed away. Rev. Spell-
good’s church, however, is evidently built on the
rock and withstands the storm. In a fury of envy and
hat@ Fox bums down the church. Rev. Spellgood,
believing that communist insurgents are respon-
sible, fires his rifle into the mist, and as Providence
would have i~ cuts down and kills Fox.

The ovemll message is that Christianity at its
womt (Rev. Spellgood) is prefemble to scientific
humanism (the genius Fox) at its best.

A subtheme dear to Schrader’s heart is the effwt
of all this on the children. Rev. Spellgood’s daughter
Emily has no use for her father’s cheup religion, and
is clearly headed for a life of promiscuity. Simikwly,

conlinwi pfqy !2
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Nwth, coruihuedj%m  page 1
under God and God’s law. The individual, institu-
tion, or association initiates Pro_, the State only
saves as a kind of “night watchman” to see to it that
each pemon abides by-Biblical law in seeking his
various personal goals.

The principle of localism would be aflirmd
Local courts would handle most cases Only the hard
cases would be accepted by the appeals ~ Imcal
laws would not be overturned unless they could be
proven to be in opposition to a Biblical principle or
in opposition to the agreed-upon covenantal (consti-
tutional) terms of the next level of civil government
Just as in WCkty’S  humanis t nations, the supreme
court can overturn apiece of legidation that violates
the national constitution or common law preceden~
soasupmme court would overturn a constitutional
provision that violates Biblical law. The Bible is
sovereign, not some human ~ However, to
keep the supreme court fbm becoming absolutely
sovereign, a combination of other civil authorities
could overturn the court. For example, if the United
States were a Biblical commonwealth, the com-
bined votes of (say) dlreequartem of all the nXm-
bers of each of the two houses of Qmgress, plus the
Presiden$ would be able to overturn a decision by
the U.S. Supreme Court Thre MUM never be a
W“tary, absolutely jhlal, eddy court of human
appeal.

3. Common Biblical Law.
The Bible as the Wod of God would be the final

standard of justice. All laws at evay level of gover-
nment would be judged in terms of the Bible. The
national constitution (written or unwritten) would
be officially subordinate to the Bible. The courts
would render judgment in terms of the Bible. A body
of legal precedent would buildup over the yearn, but
precedents would always be subjected to the deci-
sions of juries regarding the proper application of
civil code of circumstances. The Bible would be
declared the supreme law of the land, and it wouId be

f taught in public gatherings on a nqydar basis (Deu-
teronomy 31:1(L13).

4. Judgment by Citizens
The judges of Exodus 18 were to be men of good

character. There were to have been a lot of judge+
far mote than an elite group of legal specialists. One
rabbinical estimate (by Rashi) was that them must
have been 82,(X)() judges in Israel, or 15% of the

—  .—
Note (XC Michwl  Walnx, Exxk  ad Revolution (Nw

York: Basic Books 1985), p. 127.

6(X),000 adult males. (1)
me essence of citizenship, Biblically speaking,

is the legal authority to reder public judgment.
Covenanted citizens alone may sem as judges. All
other civil rights (legal immunities) belong to every
resident. There is to be one law for all people: “One
law shall be for the native-born and fm the stranger
who sojourns among you” (Exodus 12:49). (2)
Them must be no legal dismimination against non-
citizen residents of the nation.

Why should residents (nowovenanted  sojour-
ners) be prohibited firm saving as judges and jurors?
Because a person must be under Biblical law cove-
nanta.lly-a personal, voluntary bond among men
and under God and God’s Bible-nwealed  law-in
mier to administer Biblical law covenantally.

The prese)vatibn @ the integrity of the jury
~stem is probably the most important singk dbmes-
tic civil task facing Christians to&y. If we lose the
judkial sovereignty of the jury by our peers in
deciding both the justice of the law and the truth or
f~ity of the testimony, then we have lost the most
important remaining institutional bastion against
judicial tyranny. It would mean the eclipse of he-
dom

5. Continuity.
Continuity must be over time and also across

bordm.  Continuity overtime would be provided by
provisions to amend the Constitution and local legal
codes and also by steady changes in common law
preceden~ as men’s knowledge of God’s kingdom
principles improves Each succeeding generation
would be trained in Biblical law by parents (Deuter-
onomy 6:6-7) and by the civil government through
public instruction in God’s law (Deuteronomy
31:9-13).

Continuity over borders would be Protidti by
permanent txeaties. Such treaties are valid only be-
Ween or among Christian nations. The means of
securing the legal basis of such treaties is missionary
activity. Christians who are citizns in a Christian
nation must send out nqxesentatives  to preach the
gospel to all men. They must send out missionaries
to non-Christian societies who will represent vari-
ous church governments (3), but who would also

continued na page

‘Note  TWO Gary Norlh, M o s e s  ad Phuroah:  Dom”nion
Religwn  vs. Power Refigwn  (Tyler, Texas InstiLutc for C~-
bn hfiOfkS,  1985),  ch. 14: ‘~ Rule of tAW.”

N(NC ThKx: LJltimatcly, this mu-m an intcrndond Church
govcmmcnL
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Npnxent the particular Christian nation as a guest in
the fonign nation. He would have to learn to operate
in terns of two legal sys~ very difficult skill.
His job is the conquest of Satan, but not the subjec-
tion of the particular foreign nation to the nation of
his earthly citizenship. At mo~  he would work
towani the integration of that nation into a ccwe-
nanted ftition of Christian nations.

We now have some idea of what a CMstian
nation should be. What does the Bible teach about
foreign relations?

Christians Must Be Consistent
The txti!i.dvwnt of a godly foreign po[icy  mm

be part of a program of comprehensive redk@ion.
It is our responsibility as Christians to seek to reform
every area of life. No ma of life is outside of God’s
twofold judgmen~ cursing or blessing. No aspect of
life is digiously neutral. Thus, fm the f-y
Christian West to continue to conduct its ftign
policy on the assumption of the myth of neutrality is
suicidal. The mom consistent hUmanist systems-
the empires of historj+will  always seek to swallow
up those less consistent humanist societies that be-
lieve that a pemanent peace treaty with evil is
possible and desixable. God tells us what is in the
hearts of empim-builders rqpe. God will sometimes
pexmit  this because of the fiiithlessness  of His people
(Jeremiah 62-$).

Satan’s Soviet Empire
No one has seen more clearly this summder of

the West’s less consistent humanists to
Communism’s more consistent humanists than
Aleksandr  Solzhenitsyn, who was exiled from the
Soviet Union in 1974 because of his antkommunist
books. In his speech to the graduating class at
Hmmrd UnivexAy in 1978; which produced a wave
of outraged protests fmm humanists across the
United States, Solzhenitsyn stated the problem ac-
curately:

{ As humanism in its develxt  was ~g
mom and more mat6Ms@ it also inaeasingly
alloweditsconcepc  smbeusxif~by~ad
then bycommunism. Sothat Kad&w Ak to
say, in 1844, that “communism is namralked  h--
ism.”. . ● It is no axident that dl of communism’s
rhetorical vows resolve a’ound Man (with a capital
Mandti@y@p&SS.  At first  glance itseerns
m ugly @lck common traits in the thinking and
way of life of today’s West and today’s East? But
such is the logic of materialistic devclopmcn~

‘Thc inmhtioIIsI@  is such fmxcwcr, that the
current of mauxialisn  which is I’_@ the kk and
khcncernost  cons@erlOl~ys*pmy  mbe
stronger, more atmdve,  and wcUmous Ummism
Which  hasloat  ilsawistkn hlxitage  cannot pvail in
thiscampctition.  Thusduring thepastcaMIUkSand
q~Y*g-a=tiPKx=Sbe-
Camernore  acute, the alignmentoff -  Wasas
f* Libemlism  wasinevU)ly  pushed aside by
mdkalkm,  IadkX@m  hadmswnXKkX tosucWsrn,
tu’Klsdalism  culklnotstmd  uptiocomm*.  m
communist regime inthe Eastcould*tigrow
duetlothe  enthusiastk  suppCxtkxnaMwmous
numb of Western intdkmmls who (f=ling the
-!) a ~ ~ ~*’~ ~, ~
whentheyno  longamUkMoso,th  eytried@stifjl
tlnS3airne& ’Illepmbkxn pasistS  InourlaStaTl
cOmacomrnunism hassulKmxlacompkte ~
logical def’itiszxu andlewtlanmAndyet
wmtal’lintelktualS  SliUbokatit withcmSkkmble
intfmt d (3Tl@y, and this is ~ly Whit
Inak3its  oimmemdy-tithewa  to
witMandthe  EasL (4)

A godly foreign policy must  begin ~“th re~n-
tance, as Solzhenitsyn elsewhere has written.
“Repentance is the first bit of firm ground Underfbog
theordy onehmwhichw eca.ngofmnotto
iksh hatreds but to concoxd. Repentance is the only
starting point fm spiritual growth. For each and
every individual. And every trend of social thought
(5).

In this sense, the isolationists have things par-
tially c- for they say that we must cleanup our
own societies bef~ trying to clean up everyone
else’s. But they assume that our bac@d will never
be perfectly cl~ and we can therefm fmver
ignore eveqmne else’s bac-

~ titi~S took thiS Perf&tiotist pemnd
attitude with respect to sharing the gospel with
others, or lxfm imperfect chumhes could sent out
missionaries, there could be no evangelism Sancti-
fication is a long-term, lifetime project. It is an
inside-out process, for mgenemtion begins with the
individual soul, but eventually sanctification does
begin to affect the outside world Imperkct people
are to minister to othexs.

Imperfect nations are also to minister to oth-
ers-and I do not mean to limit this to national civil
governments. Nations sometimes must offer prote-
ction to other nations. In doing so, they can also gain

com”nued  ti page

N (XC Four  Sdzhenitqm  at Ikmzud @@@?@l,  D.C.:
Ethics and Public FMcy Ccmx,  1980),  pp. 17-18.

Nob Fk Solzhcnhyn,  “Rqmancc and Self-limition in
h Life of Nations; in SOMtsyn, From Un&r the Rub61e
(Boston: Liulc, Brown, 1974), pp. 108-109.
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protection. This has implications fm foreign policy
and defense policy. For example, the support of
Spetilc anti—communist lheclom fighters is often a
wise polic~ it al.Iows the United States and other
Western nations to inflict economic, political, and
pmwa  damage on the Soviet empire at low cost
and without a direct militq confbntation between
the West and the USSR It challenges the long-term
Soviet military policy of encirclement of capitalist
nations.

When the latest empire of Satan is on the attack,
we must clean up our baclgmi ethically, but we
must also seek to destroy the offensive empire. It
doesnogood topmclaim peace, fmthere is never
peace between nations covenanted to God and na-
tions covenanted to God’s enemies. Them can only
be tempomry cease-ti agreements. A war is al-
ways in progress. We must not listen to the treay
signers and the economic dealdoers.  We have lis-
tened fmlishly and hopefidly to the coxrupt deal-
doers and tnmty-signem at the highest level of na-
tional government because we are ourselves ccmupt
dealdoem at our own level. (Jer. 6:13-14)

\ Conclusion
The first point in the Biblical mvenant structure

is the transcendence, yet presence, of God. God is
transcendent over the afhirs of men, including for-
eign affitirs. God is sovereign over history, and His
kingdom is a manifestation of this smmeignty. God
has promised to subdue all the kingdoms of men to
the kingdom of His Son, Jesus Christ This kingdom
cannot be stopped in history. (1 Corinthians
15:24-26).

All Biblical domestic political policies and for-
eign policies must begin with this assumption. Each
nation must publicly ally itself with ChrisL This is
the onIy way that a nation can become part of
Christ’s victorious kingdom. Foreign policy in
every covenanted nation must reflect this commit-
ment. The goal of Christians in politics should be to
extend the visible kingdom of God in the Ralm of
political life, just as it is to be extended in the non-
political realms. The goal should be pxqyessively to
restrict the influence of non-Biblical law. This is a
bottom-up political process that must begin with
individual self-government under Biblical law.

Clearly, to establish a godly foreign policy,
Christians must first establish Christianity w the
religion of their nations. The West needs a revival.
So does the IXst. Any discussion of foreign policy
today that presupposes that we live in a world of
neutml nations hxs already given away the ctuse for

Christian international relations. The assumption of
neutrality leads to the erroneous conclusion that a
nation’s fmign policy will be constructed either in
terms of the principle of humanist internationalism
(empire or alliances) or in terms of humanist isola-
tionism. Both approaches to fmign  policy are
wrong. What we need is Christianity, not the myth of
neutrality.

Sonms, wnthedjhm pge 3
with picking up an issue of Pkzyhoy  when they wem
thirteen or thirty, and which is curxmtly  evidenced
by their accepting lustful thoughts as unavoidable
and as their own true desires. These men must be
confronted with the claims and tign of Jesus Christ
‘These men, and society, must be shown a revealing
mm-section of the rotting caused by ~ just as
yOU, dear -, mity See fiOm IWdiXIg thiS teSti-
mony and imagining the details I am not providing
in this short space.

The cleansing Blood and fmgiveness  of Christ is
real. He is ftithfid. However, fw the times when we
have pure W, promoted, dwelled upon, or tuned-
in to tiety-wrecking  obscenity, we are each ac-
countable to revtme and amend the advances of this
enemy we once sponsored The question nmains:
Are w ftithfi.ll?

H@er,  condnuedjhm pge 6
known to every shuddering high school student as
the “five paragzaph theme’’-presupposes that judg-
ment has no eschatological  character. In other
weds, the student must amive at a thesis (how he
arrives there is never expkiined except in the most
ambiguous terms) and stick to i~ even fduring the
course of his writing hejinak  k original jtigment
(thesis) was in emor or Onpeflectly formed. No new
insights can be cast into the thesi+since it must
nmain fixed-which SUCCds in empt@g fitig
of its epistemological character. Writing here can-
not be a tool of learning, because the student is
precluded fim incorpomting new points of insight
into his writing by the fixed thesis statement. Tk
student is actually discouraged ji=om learru”ng  any-
thing from seeing h& worak and kkas in writlen
form bejbre him, the veryfown  that God uses to teach
u in the Bible.

In contrast, the classical Christian curriculum
believed that there is an epistemologica.1  function in
writing. consequently, writing and rmding were
viewed as the core learning stmtegies the student
mwstered in order to tackle the subject areas, for
writing and reacihlg are not re:dly about themselves

continued on ptqe  !2
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Twnhg Poti  A
Chd$tidn  Worki-
?&w Lkckuwionby
HcJbertschhskg
pMUDdMU Ol%!d&

1987). 158 &
irdexed  $6.95 @b).
Reviewed by Mi-
chael R Gilstrap.

Asyouhave  Kadinthepagesof Ge-
new Rekiewrrmy  tirne&mktian@
faces manycMlenge&  ’Ille *of
this fnbookechoour~ “web
atidalwave  ofmilitantanti~
belief tmguitingso cietyandthe~it
leaves initswaketi~e,  ti
dissolution of the family, theabmion
M- growing ~ ~
kxisisof  judgemdeiaw,tlee  npg-
q.tiwk@xead  6mmcialikuKL”

Butlikegood  o@dstic~ti
3ullux$ whiIepainfdly awtwe of the
immense problems  don’t view our
society’s illsasa  cause fwdespair.  ~
difficult probkms  we fimeatemati
of theanti-Chri&n  humnismv&hk
IXCntheguiding  f-inourworidfmthe
kMthreedecade& lWrime,immoml@,
poverty,  andvblence  allpointm  the
unasdable  ktthathumanism~ti
work! lhat’s  god mvs fa ti UuMian!

llmvorldis  incris&andpe@ewant
answem. ChristMty  - ~ ~.
swerspeOple  neecLWe Iiveinada&*,
butweako  liveinanageof~
OP-V for CMstims  to pruclaim  the
frudl. . .to pwide the answers thcwaidis
bkdly  searching fbr. The question &
willweseize  the-~?wti we
Shamwith othemhdybpeti
@y is? To put it another ~y, ~ wc

x live out Our faith in every ma of our lives
by showing that Jesus is brd not only of
our pemnal  lives,  but also Lord over aff
If& and cube?

AsareaderofthmepOgM,y~~M
unfamiliar with these considerations.
YouwiUbe happy roknowthatthis  Mw
book will help you better repnxent the
Lordship of Christ in every ma of your
Ii(c. Written by Herbert Schlossberg,
;uhor  of /&ls for Destructbn,  and IUW-
vin OIasky,  pmfcssor ofjoumdsm at the
Ut~ivctxity  of Texas, Turning Point is an
imm!uction  to the general 2MUI Of ChliS-
tim W~ddview,  that is, how we ‘%X” the
v+wld.

Turning P&tisappuMy  witten
bookwhichbkrids  xxualhistmidtmcc-
do&30ffAth  inactkmwithe@m@ons
ofwhyotwfhith  needs towuictiswne
~. ForcXampieJ  ntheirchaptCz@-
titjed’~~,tia”ti
authaswrite  rC@ingthe@ietrMf
PJ=V* “***= ~
~tieisa~~

~

l==d~~@V~+*~
Biblical  conce@m~isdsc  Mwuu
inginthe  goodstmse  ofthatwurdti
Bible  weaallhumans ~qmlinti -
togiveand  ~@recei~touge&xj-
given takmtsmCho  twastiethemrtdDes
notsugga  -rhatallshouldm
ceiveequal  pCXtim& IfaMe-bmMjXX-
sonswiunot wd@XJb Iigatkmofindi-
viduais  andsocie@  sata Msld’’(p.ll  8).

l’?leytheMskthequ&aieQ’’Qm3(Xl@
year-oki BIMcalprinciples  berdevantto
thepQblems oftoday’sjo&ss?”  I n
pmitively answming thatqUAm@ey
turntothe  caseof BdevQ=’s RMwship
in Hum~Texas  whcse Gearge  Grmt
Wasthepastor.  llletimeistheearly
1980’~and  thcrearethmmnds  dhorne-
lessliving  tmthesareets&~.  Ina
litdeover  three pag@@eyexplainhow
these Ch&kmsina_rmrth&
-f_ BMical_m(l
dealt withaharible human dkasterrn
their ixlclgm lbycomingmhea idof
kthmsmlsof~individuals
alxihnilies whowlacw illingmhade
labor for f~anda~tolive. m
Ofsimply  fuingbacko  nanynumbe?of
exc~ BelieV&s  Fellowship enttxed
into a Biblical commia and in ddmg
So, metwithgreatsuccess ‘Illisisbithin
action! ’rhisis anexanlpleof~
wmkivkw!  (This is a mamlous  x,
andifyou mmfitmkwithi@eeany
of George Grant’s books.)

Turnihg  Point k filled with similar
stories woven into such Chaptem  a ‘I%exy
vs. Pietism: ‘Rea!xln  and Mionahm “
‘The  Failure of Rationalism,” and “~
Biblical Undemanding of Reason.” This
approach not only makes fa easier red-
ing, but in providing ree life exampl~  it
gives  Ihc reackr something UXKrcte  to
remember. Rather than m abstract con-
cept diwlrced  lhn reality, the authors
drive home ah of their points with ex-
amples of how a particular aspect of our
faith W* in the field of life. An ex-
Oemcly effective technique!

Turning Poht  is ah! the  first VOhlMC  in
the Chrk:km Worldview  Series, which
wfl be edited by h. O&y and pub
ti.shed by Crosswdy  Books. Thmc odwr
titles am scheduled for this year, and four

lncxenextp.  Acmdingto Droo&,
Subject  -wemayexpectintheb
include - momlity,  ~ poli-
tic&econom@ caUin&andpopular  cul-
ture.

Icbsethisreview  withtheautkxI#~
~:

ourp?qyer WKrttM$se&mviUch  al-
iknge both Chddans and non4ti-
tidns,  andthatthnmght  hesetmoks-
Who  bekl?orcom  etobehjnwd
kpe~tosknv  Chri&s_b
~ ~U qfpxmaf  and societal we.
That is the kind @process that is fore-
shahwd b the ptqvr @ JAw: ‘Thy
WiUbedoneon  eanhtwitis  tiheaven” “

Towhich  weaddaheaty  ’’~!”

_ PaMvv K&is  h a N~”w
wtibyzig zigk. cnmrnaSlw&n
MM=& 1985). 2s6 - $14.95

@).- kriewtd  by
A&had R Gilstmp.

I’llberealhcmest
with you. If you
would have asked
metwoyearsa@fI
Wwldbe reviewing
aZig Ziglarbookfa
Ike Genew  Review,

Cmkmding, “Are you kidding 1A
Zigtiglaris thatnutfiofn  l)allaswkk
ah$qs talking about Po6itiw thinking. . . .
~h~”-~tis~atih

711atwas  ?svoyea’s  ago, tmd quite
obviously, I’ve changed my mid You
Seerhetruth  of fhemattcrmxdidn’t
really know anylhing about Zg Ziglar.
Allthat  IknewwaswhatIluut  heard tiom
other people justlilce  me. Ihaveadegree
in Philmy Wih a ~ minor. What
Zig Ziglar ~ to say might be alright for
@=p@e, but for SOmeane “tious’*
like me, he had nothing to offkr.

Boy, was 1 WrQng!
Zig Ziglar is a motivational teder and

sales trainer. He is die author of six books,
including bestsellers See You At the Top
and Cor$essions  ofa Happy Christian. He
inches  a large Sunday School class at
Fii Baptist Church, - WkR? he
lives with his tic. His four grown chil-
dren also live in Dallas.

What makes Zg Zi@kr  an aufhority on
raising children, however, LS a course
which he helped  Wli@ da! the “! CAN”
COLUSC.  Although the xtud cm WX
dcvck)pcd  by Mrs. Mwnie M&ul!ough,
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itisba9M  on Mr. Zigiar’s  MSee  You
At (he Top. This COUEE k UtL@t hi OVfX
five busand schools to Wcu Owr three
million participants He has-bC431  *C to
compile k mcM U3mpmhcnsive, rneas-
umblc results (such m impmved _,
improved azcndmq bettez’ self-image
and @*, more suUXss, etc.) eva
made availabk  to an author. W. Ziqlar
hastakenthe  principles inthe ~g
“ICAN’’p  mgram,a  ndadaptedthemfc
parental usein thehome

Raidhg  Positive K& in a Negti”ve
Woridteahes  thatifweare  to bestwtxss-
ful raising chikhen,  we must -h them
to build  onagoodf~love+loy-
alty, honesty, chanMer,  integrity, and
Mh. Fmrn rhis f~, we must
Showour childmhow to develop and
keep a good self-image (I like what Ethel
watcmuse  UMay-’GXMon’tsponsorno
flops!”),  how to have good titlxk3  how
tosetandat?ain  goals, andtheimpatance
ofhardwak and&23ire.

A s  M r .  zglqpMhmu  ghthernate -
rid, however, the ImXt impmtant put of
the bookamthem  yrkulbitso  fpmverbii
goldsaeredabouto  nnearlyevexypage
Mr. ti@U’S home-spun wisdom and
humomus anedotm povideamfkshing
PsPectiw  ontigchildm=mm
pleMm#’Whenw edomcMMhanweafe
paid to do, eventually we wiU be @d
more fm what we do,” a ‘life is not
easy-as a maw of k~ it’s tough, very
tough. But if you are tough on younelf,

life wiU be infiiitcly  Icss tough on yew”
Litdephmscs  UkethmencapuWa
grcatdcal  ofwisdorn, and bythciivery
natln’e  aregtolemembcr  andrcpcaL

Onc Othcrcxample  willhavetosuffke.
Indiscussing  dlefhctthatone  of themolst
implant qualities fa a truly sumessful
~ is a healthy  self-image, M. zig~
points tothedikmUna  ChrMan  parents
have in hying to CoKelate  self-apprecia-
tion and CMstian humiUty.

HequoUX Christian himsman  Fred
Smith:-

What we’re really taking
about is kknt$%wtion  of worth.
Inegowe estabkhow own
wo~h In the Christ&an wntext
w kkt God estabkh  OIU wrk
How &xs he establish our
worth? First, He made us
unique; then He diedfw us This
fmt isinconprehensibfe  . . .

~ the Pmsi&t of the United
States @ered to & for me, I
wouki expect to be interviewed
byeverymember @he?ne&
andaskedwhyandhow  itwusto
happen, and so forth. That
wwddjust  be on /uk ofer to de.
y he actually was Wi”lfing,  his
-@f@ W&be  checked OUt;
them wwdd  be weeks ofpsycho-

lbgkal  sW&s  on him and then
th?re  wdd  be ail kinds ~stwi-

ieson  me. It wwddbe one @the
great ewnts  of &to*hat a

f
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who week-by-week ~ them
Selves tothebld inwadand!kxa-
mcn~ and who day-byday wek to obey
the brdandt  akedominioni  ntheirp=-
titular callings  Some simre  md faithful
menmlwome  nhavebeenandwill be
called toworkinthe massme&Fcxthat
We should praise God But let’s not expect
too much of than.

mthing  wrong with learning gramnw or
ckveloping a rhesi& but it cannot be so
tiamedastoden  ytheveryepkmologi-
Cal function that Wfiting provides to the
student (More onthislater in theseries.)

Inthenextarticle,  Iwilldiscusshowthe
classical Trivium used communicabn
skiUs as its core curriculum, and how
wtithg can today be applied to home-
school learning.
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so much as they are about real subjects
Writing, in the classical cumiculum,  ~
the ncceswy tool used to learn subject
areas, such M history and wcn malhcmat-
ics; in .sh@ writing involves its K&X as a
way of coming to know ncw things and to
amivc  at ncw poinls of in!sighL  Thcm’s
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Fox’s eldest m CharIie Ims +t fa
his fiir, but by way of conrxas~  Fox’s
chik!rcn seek out religion. Their rebellion
drives  than toward true  civilimtion, and
h W jungle they sfwdy  pk.iy  at xbd
church, and I-hanw — all things their
thlhcr rcjcctcd.

Presiaknt  was WiU@ to &&r
one @the citizens.

Well, we’re dealing m“th  the
same concept when we talk
about  God dyihg  fw man. It’s
m big to coqphend.  Even y
wehadan i?Wing@,itwldd
give us se~wrth  Egonuv&z
gives rehive udue;  CMtiim-
ity gives absolute vafue.  (p. 55)

Mr. ziglargoes ontosay  thatinaddition
to our-i’e&nptiom  b * &t lhat we
arecmated intheimage  of God should
giveusan  i&aofthe gmt value God
p-on =h of us: ~ shoul~ thm-
forc$rnake usreco@Ze the immense
t3easum  Godputs inourhands.  Hi2tnlsts
Ustoimprove onthistmsure

Zig Zigtis book Ra&ing  Positive
Kids in a Negati~  Wo~ is outstanding.
Irecomd this bookhighly. Youmay
notagree withal lthatiswritten,bu  tyou
wiU deftitely  come away wilh some
positive steps youcantake  tornakesure
Yourchikin  mbecometh  estraightanows
(Ps1214)  youwantthemtobe

Letmecbsethis  mviewwiththewords
of Dr. D. James Kemnedy  “[f?aising
Posihe Kids  in a Negative Wor@  is not
Otiy  extmndy  _ but is de@ht-
fblly in@ational.  He wxites in a style
which makes it dMcuk to put the book
(hvm It should be required reading for
everyone whohasthe terneritytolry  to
raise children in today’s =iety.”

The mo6t  telling mmuk, however,
canes attheend  of the film. tie~x
had been ck)minated and OVWJVhdRWd by
his genius ftis pemnality,  but not
memly human persodity  is big enough
to fm the context of human life. Charlie
sa~ ‘Once I betieved  in my far, and
the world M seemed small and old. Now
he has gone, and I wasn’t afraid to love
him any mcxe,  and the wald seemed
limitless.”

T%e Mosquito  Coat shows the degen-
eration of the human conscious=  apart
from Go& from amo@ncem@k%m
hubris, insanity, envy, and fdy &ah.
ChiIdnm  may find this film too intense,
but it is the fmt Paul Schradcr film I ~
honestly rccommcnd for  any SCriOUS
Christian. It is truly worth watching seri-
ously.


