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Gary North

(7IE following n“cle h excerpted from Dr.
North’s ~onu”ng book on intemationul rekzths,
The HeaEngof the Ndons. It isp~ of the Biblical
Blueprints Seri&s pubMed by Dm”nion Press.)

Then the eleven dikciples  went awy into Gali-
lee, to the mo~’n which Jesus had ~pointed
for them. And when they saw H@ they wor-
shiped  Him; but some &ubti. T?zn Jesus
ctnne and @z b them, saying, “AU aut&@
has been given to Me in heaven andon earth. Go
threfore  and make disciples @all the natibns,
biptizing them in tk name @the Fatlwr and of
the Son and of the Hoty Spirit, teaching them w
observe all things that I have commandkd you;
and lb, I am with you always, even to the end of
the age.” Amen. (Matthew 28:16-20)

The thid  aspect of the Biblical covenant is
law-specifically, Biblical law. Biblical law is the
God-given tool of worldwide dominion for CMs-
tians. The kingdom-oriented goal of God’s people
in history is to work towaxi the worIdwide manifes-
tation of the kingdom that exists now in heaven and
in principle in earth. This is why Christians are told
to pray, ‘Thy kingdom come. Thy will be done in
earth, as it is in heaven” (Matthew 6:10, WV).

The sign that God’s kingdom has come in his-
t~ry is that Christians are obeying His law. As
Christians obey God’s law ever more faithfully, the
kingdom of God in history expands progressively
into eve~ area of life. This is the principle of leaven
(Matthew 13:33). God’s leaven replaces Satan’s
leaven. God’s kingdom prqpssively  replaces
Satan’s kingdom as the dominant factor in world
history.

The disciples came to a mountain. Like the
mountain Garden of Eden, where God gave the law
to Adam, and like ML Sinai, where God gave the law

mMoses, sowasthis  momtiin Gdikxx Christ
gave them the law. Hi2 gave them His Great
@mnission. Chrisbs are to make disciples of the
nations They am to bring the nations under the
discipline of ChrisLthmlgh thelaw of Go&
“teaching them to obsave all things that I have
mmmmded yew”

who am Christ’s disciples? Those who are dis-
ciplined by Him What is tkir task? To discipline
the nations. We am under authori~, therefm we
possess authority. By what means do we discipline
the IWiOnS? By the ~hing of the goqxi, which
inchxks &d’s Heakd hw. “Now by this we hOW
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thatweknow  HiIILifwekecp Hiscommm&m&
Hewhosays,’I  know~’anddoesnot~~
commdment @aliar,a ndthetruthisnotin&
(I John 234).

No la~ authori~, no law-+m j~
no law-no kingdom here is the Biblical truth that
the twentieth-century church has deNed with all its
heart, min~and souLAnd Godhaspl~ thiS
church under bondage to humanist power-seekcm
Hemaychoose toplace thechurch under h@txist
empire-buildem Yet the chumh, like a sleepwalker,
heads towad the ptipice.

Even among the disciples who faced a Resur-
rected chris~ “sonx? doubted.” Millions of His dis-
ciples SW doub~ They do not believe that God has
assigned such a histcnical, nation-subduing task to
His Chumh International. Those f~ who do believe
it do not believe the Church International can camy
out this task But tit did give us the dominion
assignmen~ and He also expects us to caxxy it out
Christians must discipline the nations. This disci-
pline &gins with SeMiscipline under God’s law.
What we must UkmtaI@ however, isthatitdoes
not end with selfkkcipline. This is what Protestants
and tmditional consematives  have long ignored

“The sign that God’s kingdom has
come in history is that Christians

are obeying His law. As Christians
obey God’s law ever more faithfully,
the kingdom of God in history ex-

pands progressively into every area
of life. This is the principle of leaven

(Matthew 13.33). Gods leaven re-
places Satan’s leaven. God’s king-
dom progressively replaces Satan 3
kingdom as the dominant factor in

wodd  history. ”

God’s Universal Kingdom
The disciples received Christ’s Great Commis-

sion: to disciple the nations. They were to become
“discipled disciples.” So are all Christians. ‘This
xweals the international scope of the gospel. There

isnonatio~  noamaofcivil  sovereignv,tkt isnot
to beputunder theoverallsovereignt  yofti~
submission totheruleof  Godmustbe madevisible
by public subdination  to GOd’S tivenants:
chum~ fhmily, and civiL The families ofa nation axe
to become Subdinate to God’s family covenant
thechuxches amtobecomesu~m GOd’S
chumh covenan~~civilgOWmments (plural) in
each national “Jurlsddon are to beconE subordinate
to God’s civil (mvenalw

Itisthe univemalism Ofthe Great~on
that must be nxogmzd“ by Christians. &tainly  the
enemies of Christianity have mcognid it God
demands that nations submit to Him covenantal+
legally, f-y, and publiclpkcause they axe
already under His sovaeign jurisdiction as Cheater.
What is true metaphysicaU~ undedying  RX@
of the CIeatorUeatuIE R&iomhip-is  to be mani-
fested covenantally in history.

14Xusconsider  thisargument in terms of
Adam’s FaIL Adam was under God CoVmtiy.

God assigned to Adam the dominion covenant  to
SUMue the eath as God’s lawfid delegated agent on
earth (Genesis 12648). He placed Adam under
Iavc do not eat a particular hit He threatened
sanctiomx death fa &obedience. He was offtxed an
inheritance the whole world But Adam was also
subdinate  to Godmetaph “yswally: as a creature.
Hedidnotshare in God’sbeing. Hewasaman, not
a divine being.

Adam broke the covenant Ilk placed himself
under Satan’s sovereignty by *g his own
authority to test the txuth of God’s threat of death. ‘1
will test God’s law to see if I will study die;’ he
decided. l’h~ covenadly, Adam’s biological
heirs are now under Satan, sharing the devil’s ftie if
they refbse to mpexm the lake of fire (Revelation
Xl 14). But metaphysically, every person is still a
creature under God. What all men am called to do is
affixm covenantally  what is inescapably true by
nature: subordination to God Evexy human institu-
tion is supposed to make this same declaration. This
includes the three fti covenant institutions:
church, family, and civil governmen~

This is what is meant by the universalist of
GOd’S kinfyiom. h k llIliVd OVeI’ geogmphy. It is
universal institutionally. It is univemal historically.
The kingdom of God is as bread as the sovereignty
of God. Man’s fomal, covenantal  acknowledgment
of this kingdom is limited today. It is to grow over
time, as more and mom people covenantally ac-
knowledge what is inescapably true: their subordi-
nation to God as creatures.
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The Title X Hoax
Geage Grant

0nJuly30Resident  Reagan mnouncdanew
policy that would ostensibly tighten restrictions on
akrtion-mlated activities by My planning clin-
ics that nxeive  f- fumk On August 20, Health
andHuman Sewices SemxaryQisRBow enbegan
the implementation of that pmgmm.

Redictably, prdife fms shouted grand and
glorious he and pm-deah fes took to
moaning and-g of teeth. But afkr all W= said
and done, CVfXyOIl&S public IIMChiMtiOnS  wem
much ado about nothing

Despite popular media claims to the contrary,
the new regulations will not stop fedemlly fbnded
aborti~venifthe Serulteal lowsth emto go
through They won’t even slow up f-y fimded

ot by a long shotabortions—n

“At least 90% of their tax funded
debaucheries will remain

entirely unaffected.”

The fact is, the new regulations apply only to the
Public Health Sexvice Act’s TMe X appmprhions.
They am an attempt to finally enfbme Section 1008
of that gran~ signed into law seventeen yearn ago by
Richard Nixon. And that is good. Better late than
never, I suppose. But the point that everyone seems
to have lost sight of dining all the hoopla is that Thle
X does not even represent 10% of the total f~ral
appropriations fm Planned Parenthood and the other
pro-death monoliths’ abortion related activities. At
least W%O of their tax jiuukd  dkbauchenes  w“lt
remuin  em-rely  ~ected.

While the loss of $142 million llle X dollars is
nothing to snee= a~ Planned Parenthood knows that

{the rest of the federal largess is still qpite tie: $81
million in TMe = fun& $6 million in TNe XIX
funds, $21 million in Title V funds, $27 million in
Community Sewices  Block Grant fbn~ and a
whopping $239 million in International Population
Assistance fbnds, and an astonishing $100 million in
contraceptive abortifacient research funds (admini-
stered through the National Institute of Child Heal
Development of all things). And that’s not to men-
tion the $916 million in additional fderal dollars

available to PP’s pet projects through its various
Suncxay ancilky  OrganidOns.

As the late Senator Everett Dirlcsen once ~
“A billion here and a billion them and pretty soon
you’re talking about * money.” Of Couse, it is
highly unlikely that you’ll be nading about those
billions of unaffected red dbkms fm abortion in the
pages of the nation’s leading newspps It is
equally unlikely that Planned Parenthood will be
rushing into the editorial offices of the N&v Yoti
73nes or the Washington Pm denuding that the
omission be rectified. As fa as they am conce~
ignoxance is bliss. Besides, they am too busy thro-
wing magnificently orchestrated public pity parties on
their own behalf to worry 0= a few missed details

The President’s new Title X policy then, is little
morethan  asmokescxeeu aminor conmssion
designed to divert and deflect the pro-life
movement’s effectiveness. It is just one more ruse
thatthepmdeath establishment has foisted upon a
happily unsuspecting American populace. It is a
cruel and malignant hoax.

so, what else is new?
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Creation and Covenant Makfng
Mrtono

James B’, &l&in

I

Intheseaxdessay  inthisser@’’God’s~f&
Life~Ipointdoutthe  six-Ntdonofhummli@
its gtwnding inthesequem%  of God’s acts in
Genesis wauiitsm&mpt&e m@aWhUi
tiactionof Wxxd’sSupp er.Ipointedout&
Godcouldhave  sctupthew4xid”~YS a
over* dymbutwcho6e to(klit insix
daysasarmdel fbrhumariwmk God

1. tookholdof  Hisworki
2. Imkeitckwnan dmsmcmedit
3. distxibutlcd  ittovarious Illb
4. evaluated it
5. mjO@ k

Wblme~as  God’siIm&&  imitate  EIilQbyacc
toadd*step, QcpMyor-y, ~
God’sstieps  land21%atste’pisthegivingofthanlm
(Forammeelatxxate~ see J-
“ChrMan Piety Defixxrd and”Ref&x14”  m
Geneva Pqpem IEl).

Wehavecxxm inoursurvey  of Gemxsis&~
the fdday, which begins thewKximfdistdnF
tiom Atthispoin~Ishouldliketdx@ackandtakie
afbllerloo katthemwrall~ ofevcntsrn
Genesis Qtqmwideanxxcm aningfiilcoatcxt
fm o u r *

The Covenmt
Raysuttonhas pointioutindea@  inhisbodt

That You Mdy Prasper: Do@tibn  by Covemnt
~yler, m: Institute fix Chrish Eammic&
1987), that in the Bible ooVemmtsamgenemEy
P==~=Mgk=Pl==s~~
these as “static” parts of the covenant as estab~
while my focus inthese essays have beenonti
“dynamic” process of creatia+covenant estabkb
ment ‘The stages of creation establishmmt ~
spondwe~however,  withthe aspects ofthmwe
nantasestablishe& amiitis this paradigm thatwc

( shall investigate hem. Sutton’s five parts am
1. Tmnscendence, an affhmtion of

God’s sovereignty, or of the authority of the
human covenant-maker.

2. Hiemrchy, the order, PIUtitiy the
chain of COmrWU@ immanent within the
covenant.

3. stipulations (Law), the rules to be
obsemd by the members of the covenant

at
GexAsti Ourgoalistoserxxeckady  thatthe
wukofcmatiIlg  thelmd&the ‘en?& or “OIdaed
cosumc#4” “nmmablyandpecisdy  almawgfkof

esabhdh~a point explicitly tiin
= 331&

T~tio&9—~
Atthe “-g of e=h my, ~ “tab hold!’

of Hiswmld anddoes smlethingtoiMhu$m
mmKdcnm andpower  amaffhmedoonQamly

theweelL Atthesame GhoweVer,
=&eSapecu& f-tothis aspectof
~foritsetslightabove thedarklll?odd
AswehavcseeQ  thisisalmost  omtainlythe Glory
&udof Go&which istheheavemrmxkil after
-htkearth ismwklh elightshiningdown
tithe rmdelonto  therawmaterid  reflects the
pmxsskmoftheHoly  spiritthattxings thew*
w@dmtiphy mtielmh(Emv.
8Qx31)+Ven  as * P@ltecost the spirit makes
~pmscnttous onearth, working outthe New
&%tiom

Itistme thatoQDay  one God also acted to
divide light fkoQl~and appointied name&
amhbeseal’c’’la  td’patl softhe~butin
compa&n  withthe  dler Day& we can Seean
dHmMionoftmmm&ce helmnDayOnlt%

Giving Thanks — TmmcemMm
and worship

x~~d--hh~of
tigduwn and ~g’ IesuMng m ~~
(xdemndhiemxchy.ml isisthesecondof sutxxl’s
=F=of*-mLdtiti=P of
God’s act of covenant-making. The end *t is a
hiemchy of heaven above, earth bene4@ and wa-
tczs bdow the emh (lower than the ground).

Cmationtooksixdafi  however, notjustfive.  Is
impossible toseein theworkof Day Twoahintof
man’s duty m give _ to worship? Remember,
whenmnact theyarc totaksi xstep~notfive.  I
think thatthepmuliarwo& of Day Twodoesindeed
suvetostms theduty  to give thanks. Thisis
because Day Two sets up a visible xeminder of
God’s tmmmkxe and man’s weakness. We
canmxstep  outside without seeing the sky and
knowing that’’above’’ theearth is someone whom
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we cannot appmich inourownstmngth (Psalm 19).
We cannot fly.

The S3nokcofsacrifice always goesup, andthe
Bible evexywhem aflirms that the mlatiomhip
“above-below’ has $0& with wmhip. God did not
needtq@etha nksorworshipHim self,andsowe
seenotsuch actin Genesis WOIan mustdo so,
howw=,tiithti-s@tiMn&dMe.
TheworkofDayTwoservedtoestaMshthcp=on-
dition fm this God’s tmnsce&nt heaven is not
I’emove dtieart handthus ~~k”
Rather, itisnear. AnimageoftM@hest  heaVencan
beseenanytime  westepoutdoom lllism=msthat
God’s txanscendenee is not merdy a @OSO-
idabutmther is SOmethingto  beworshipped The

t of a fimament-hea~ visible to ~placemen
makes this point.

Restructuring — Hierarchy 8nd Names

Theendpmduct  of anew oovenant  is anew
order, andwith itanewhiemmhy.  In thewtionof
covenant-making, however, them is a pmmss of
txeaking downthe oldmkmmdmb  uikbganew
one. ’Ihisis why, when Godsetsfimh ~VdOUS
covenants  the second stage so often includes a
%heamal of history.”

There mmofdividing and~gon
Days One, Two, ardThreeofGenesis  One Ineach
cas43theend pmductisanew omkr,andaswehave
seen anew hierarchy heaven abovq earth beneaa
water under (lower than) the earth. h etwh w new
nanmamgiven  totheendpmducts Thus the light
is called Day, the dadmess  Nigh~ the firmament-
Heaven, the W~ and the hnd-Earth. ~ is
Un&wmdable, since the result of mstmctming is a
new wor@ which needs new ~

Notice, fm instance, that there are usually new
names given in connection with later m-cmation~
Adamnames Evea&she isdividedfkom him
When the Abrahamic  Covenant is set up, God gives
Abram and Sarainew names, and begins tonmxda
new name fa HimseK El Shaddai, the Almighty
God Who Makes Promises With the Mosaic Cove-
nant God Reveals Himself as Yahweh the God
Who Keeps Premises (Ex6). While Iamlesssure
of this, I think the Davidic &enant  focuses on God
as Father (2 Sam 7:14). And surdy, the post-exilic
“Zchariah Covenant” f~ on the Loxd of
Armies, for Ismel no longer had an army of its own.
[n the New Covenan~ God gives His name in Jesus,
and renames Simon/Peter and Saul/Paul. His people
receive the new name Christian (Acts 11:26).

Inmyopinion Day Thmefauses  onthewtion
ofdividingand  mstmcturing mWhandoDaysOne
andTwo. Isaythisin part becausqas IhavearguecJ
Days One and Two have other principal concern
MoretothepointJ mwever,Day’’Ilxeei stheclimax
Oftheworkof remWmin&Attheendof  Dayh
the hiemmhy is fblly established and thus is “good”
l%te that the hiesamhy is immnpk~ at the ad of
Day Two, andpahaps thatisthemason why Day
TwoistheonlyDayat  theendofwhichGod doesnot
say it is “good”

Irmred@y, once the work of mmctming  is
ilnishe& plants bumtiiom theeartNMsisadmit-
tedly very, vesy speculative but I believe this ties in
with the Third-Day Renmection motif in the rest of
Scripture. It is on the Thhd Day that judgement  is
_andjudgemnt means being ripped inhalf,
eitherIiteraUyorby havingthebIoodse paratedfkxn
the flesh/Ihs ewhorejectGodaret hendevomed
bythebhds  and beasts of the fie10uttho6eac -
-bwm~‘Illeym&de&uld
thenmtmctmd andgiven newlife. Canwe(dam
we?)see animage ofthisin the bursting of plants
tithe soilonce theseahasbeen  sepmtedfhm
thelandon the Thhd Day?

Also,lateri nscriptumth eseaisanimageofthe
wicke&who seektoflow  oVertherighteous  land

gmwthfbrthe  kingdom oomswhentheseais
sepamtdfiomtheland

CkaxiythewOdcof Daylhmeclimaxes the first
partofti-m-~md~tiework of
dividing and Irsmamhg. If fano other reason
thanthiq itseems to=that it fixmstheuhimate
basis fa the fact that Ie-tion so often highlights
the judgment and remmction of the M Day. (I%r
the paradigm in &p@ see N* 19.)

In conclusion, it is worth noting how our basic
covenant-renewing ceremony, the Loid’s Supper
includes these elements. Jesus took hold of bread
(step one), and then gave thanks (step two). Then He
koke it (step three) and gave it (step four). In the
process, He renamed it His body. In tams of this, we
are called to mnember all the sacrifices of the Old
Testamen~ and how the blood was separated from
the flesh. Wine is not contained in bread, so the wine
inthecupdoes notcomeout of the brea&butbld
is contained in flesh. We should discern that the
breaking of bmd also implies the separating of the
blood (wine) fium the flesh (bead). Both results of
this memorial action are given new names:
bmad=Body,  wine=Blood Just as grass sprang
bm the earth, so new Me comes to us fkom the
-iced Person of Jesus Chris~ (to be concludkd)
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\ Ths Esssncsofths
Trivium is Found in

b Rhetorical Arts
b Gay Ha&r-.

Perhaps thiswouldbe agoOdtimetopau&and
review whathas beencovered thus fmin this series
and to off= additional explanations and applica-
tions.

F~ theory is the most practical component in
learning. Acurriculum is’’theo&’ inthesensethat
it exprewes how the individual sub- am to fit
together harmoniously. It expIains what the goals
andpurposes oflearning amlndpmvides an aocu-
Iateindex astoovera.u pmgresstowd them.

Secon& the classical Christian curriculum
emphasizd a communication-based Trivium that
had a distindy epistemological  fiuwtion. It is a
“tooL’’w iththreed  Minctpart@a tisuse don the
~W materiak  of the SUbjtZtdiSCiphe& such as
history, science, litemm and the arts. In other
wads,  the student “gets at” the sub~ through
Trivium-acquimd  skills. In this way, the Trivium
has a heuristic chamctaistic It provides a blueprint
for learning the sub- disciplines, finishing the
strategies of organizati~ mmoriaio~ conceptu-
alization, and evaluation
~ I argued that writing, or composition-

rhetorical arts, uniquely has the same epistemologi-
cal fhnction that the Trivium has, and thus is a
qualified contemporary replacement. Dr. Kenneth
Pike, a dedicated Christian and founder of the
Summer Institute of Linguistics (a Bible translation
society), postulates that language has a triadic

~ (three-part) structure, which he labeled as the “par-
ticle,” “wave,” and “field” perspectives. In-
these language perspectives bear a very close resem-
blance to the ve~ structtue of the Trivium.

Moreover, Christian apologist Comeiius Van
Td has commented that man is instmcted to think
God’s thoughts after him: i.e., analogically. Some
educational experiments have even revealed that
thinking analogically is the highest cognitive activ-

ityofmamkis thercfmquitemasonabkto seethat
them is an epistemobgical similarity bemucen writ”
tenlanguagc andthe TriviurMMth atboth these
bmWOdCs tivetheir arch-model in the
Trini&. Accordingly, God is both One andlluee (or
Many, in philosophical language), and Kasoning
analogically, so is the Trivium and so is language

Ihxefbm, language provides the stmctmc b
which %cts” or “data” can be imeqxeteda ‘Ihe
principles of inqmxation  come fbm theology (the
queen of the sckmces), with the schematic of organi-
zationdeveloped  inlanguage.l%ew aywecometo
know smething is through langwge+ot through
“brute fret’” it is precisely that language with
its triadic stmctme which pIWkkS the StrWtUKt for
learning. writing or rktorical  art$ participates in
this my learning process.

For@ tied ~stian dUCfitiOIld  models of
the past must mccive the same scrutiny that secular
models do. For instan% many composition text-
books km the nineteenth centufy are plagued with
emmeous concqxs about grammar and language.
They Umdtoloolcatlanguagea sstaticandprescrip-
tive, overlooking the dynamic and epistemological
fbnctions of witing. It is interesting to note that one
sumey of contempmry  composition textbooks
fmd that the majority holds to the f~ and ration-
alistic, psychological theories of the nineteenth
century, anorganMng fi’amework moxe akinto
Aristode than to the Bible

How then does the classical Trivium and its
ccmespondence  to the wriMg-as-a-way-of-know-
ing mode (epistemological fimction)  find relevance
in a contempomy school cuniculum? Dorothy
Sayers’ 1947 article ‘The Lost Tds Of Laming”
dxaws some interesting parallels and applications.

In this bief but comprehensive W* Saps
mponds to the intense isolation of the academic
discip~ ovenievelopment of the modem
college academic “department’’-and the coxTe-
sponding inability of students to see relationships
among these subjects. For instance, a typical stu-
den~ in this isolationist curriculum would read
Charles Dicken’s Oliver Twist in a literature class
without receiving any kind of supplemental histori-
cal background simply beas such data would be
classified under a histmy department! The results
are represent~ Sayers believ~ in “blunt” people
who express their opinion as if it were fac~ not being
able to distinguish subtleness, to answer inquiries
directly, or be able to discern how one discipline
(like history) relates to another (such as English
literature).
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somehome~havemume~ti
reading a recent *t of this article, they fdt more
frustrated than ever. How can this seemingly gtan-
diose pqyam be implemenm and how can spe-
cific text- if any, be korporated  into the
classical design?

What is ~uently mmbked in discussions of
the Sayers article is her principle of modification
Tiw Trivium W= rover ●Cmcqmbd the way
Sayers stmctms i~ inste@ she takes the chief
-g @pie of tk Trivium and applks  it to
the mdem problem of illiz and ‘Wmtness.”

What I am proposing (f-g Sayers’ line of
reasming)is thatlangua~and “spedblly written
language, bctions as the Trivium did fm the an-
cients Even though the ancient classicists did not
have writing specifically in@ thq had it implic-
itlyinmind thatwriting is amethod ofinqpiry,  a
way&xm&zing

accompanying diagram fm a ~
me~Iargue thatthe Trivium and fietioricalarts
(writing) have epistemological  dmilarity, because
they bothare andogidy msoned hm the Trinity
(distinct parts but one whole). ‘Ihe parts of the
Trivium and the parts of xktorical  arts similady
havegnsat ‘- -  V=P@% s o  t h a t  t h e y
Canbe “cmldemd mirror images ofone another.

Intheverynext  imtaUrmn~I wiUdiscusshow
thetlueepmpective  sinlldingareee ventually
culmination in mm sample projects fm students.
What has been developed thus f~ is some needed
groundwork ino&rthat I can discuss the ensuing
educational slrwmue mom thoroughly.

Leithart, wruihued  &n puge ei”ght

Her answer to this modem dilemma is the rein-

‘ruction of the classical curriculum Specifically,
s e fmuses on the Trivium and its grammar,
dialectz”c,  and rhetoti sections, which she describes
as “tools” She then provides an outlined program
comecting the three parts of the Trivium to the tine
stages of intellectual development in a child (’It
should be noted that the names for the Trivium parts
are italicized because they bear little resemblance to
the modem definition attributed to these words: i.e.,
grammar is not punctuation, etc.)

confidence in our salvation, because the judgment
that the Father passes on us does not depend on our
obedience, but on Christ’s. Moreover, the Father sits
as judge to hear the intercession of the Exalted Son.
This is the picture in 1 John21. Jesus is described
as the “Advocate,” the attorney for the defense, who
pleads His people’s case before the Father, who sits
as Judge. As we have seen in an earlier essay, our
praye~ are also legal petitions for memy or for swift
retribution (cf. Luke 18). Again, this gives us confi-
dent assurance that our pmyers will be answ~
because our godly pmyers axe those of the Father’s
Beloved Son.
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The Triune Judge
Part one

Peter J. Leithatt

Modern Christia&  often has difficulty fblly
dfirming the Biblical teaching of God’s wrath and
justice God is nota Godof_but aGodof love,
wearetold  Acontemporary example ofthisconfb-
Sion is the clment Contxwversy over AIDS. Is ADS
a judgnxmt * God on the sexual prdces of the
modm  world? M@ M* m probably
hesitate to Wy y=. ~ hesitance is tiy the IESdt
ofamombasic issudIhem0d3esic questionk
doesGoddothesekindsof things? DoesGodkillthe
wicked? m question Rally boils down to whether
ornot Godisthe Judge ofrmn.

Inthisandthe  nexttwoessa~ wewillattempt
to show that judgnmt is essential to the work of each
of the three persons of the Trinity, though each has
a different part to play in judicial activity. In the
present essay, we will fm on the Father’s judicial
activily.

Befbm we look at the Father’s judicial activity,
wemustattempt todefine whatthe Bible mansby
“judgmenL” It has a purely negative connmtion in
cumnt usage, but this is not true of the Biblical
meaning Judgment is always jusG it is always law-
abidin~ in iwcodance with the will of God Judg-
ment involves &crimhm“ n between right and
wrong, and action to uphold and vindicate what is
right It is not simply a matter of deciding which side
is in the righL It involves action. In order to uphold
the righ~ the judge must ~stmy  what is wmn~
Thus judgment of the wicked always leads to the
redemption of the righteous

In several places in Scripture, the Trinity is
called the Judge. In Genesis 18:25, in the midst of his
intemssion  for Sodom and Gomorrah, Abraham
appeals to God as the “judge of the whole world”
Jephthah  refem to “the Und, the Judge” (Judges
11:27). David calls God a “righteous Judge” (Psalm
7:1 1). And Job brings a more individual focus by

{ calling God “my Judge” (Job 9:15). God is the God
of judgment (Isaiah 3018). He loves judgment
(Isaiah 61:8). Many more passages could be cited
that explicitly state or imply that judging is a work
of the Trinity as a whole. But this is enough to show
that judgment is not foreign to God’s character, but
essential to it God would cease to be God if He were
not the Judge of men and nations

In some passages judgment is specified as an
activity of the Father in particular. It has been

ammmn in liberal Chrkth tides to radically
owmmphasizc the fatherhod  of God. In doing this,
the Biblical teaching that the Father is a wrathfid
Judge is lost One place where this is taught is in
Hebrews 1223. The writer of Hebrews is listing the
things that the New Covenant church has “come to:’
This list includes “Go& the Judge of all mm” (V. 23)
~ “JesI,)~ ~ -(x of the XEW CtMXUUlt?’  (V.
24). The fact that Gd the Judge is distinguished
fmm Jesus the Mediator suggests that “God” ref~
in this passage to the Father.

Anevencleaqass  ageinth ismgad isJohn
5:1%22. Jesus has been accused by the Jewish
leaders ofmaking Himself equal to God Farti
denying the charge, He defd His divinity and His
claim to divine prerogatives. What the Father d-
the Sonimitates. The Father shows the Sonallthat
He does because the Father loves the Son. In particu-
lar, the Father gives life so the Son gives life.
Similarly, the Father has authority to judge, and has
given the Son the same authmity. Although Jesus
says that the Father has the miginal authority to
judge because He “gives all judgment to the Son”
This same concept is found in several places in the
book of A= where it is said that the Father “ap
pointed” Jesus to be judge of all men (Acts 104~
17:31). Paul echoes the same teaching in the early
chapters of Remans (216).

Though the Father has appointed a final judg-
mnt  through His Son, He still makes judgments in
history. Ih fa~ in some places, the Bible pictures
history as a judicial _ in which God contends
with the wicked ~ is evident in Isaiah 43:9-13,
fm example, which describes God’s judicial contest
with the nations. The nations assemble and bring
fmard their witnesses, and God produces wit-
nesses in His defense. The trial continues into Isaiah
44. Godreminds thenations of His ftitMdness as
Israel’s Redeemer, and the f= about idols are
exposed (VSS. %11). The case against the nations is
overwhelming. Having decided the rightness of the
case, God acts to destroy the covenant-breakers. As
histoxy develops, and supremely in the Cross and
Restmection, God is vindica~  His justice is made
known to all nations, and the wickedness of His
enemies is exposed and punished

The Father also acts as judge in relation to the
Son. The Father views the sacrifice on Calvary and
declares that His justice is satisfied (Rorn 3:2926
Isa. 53:1 1). Those who are Utikd to tist are
considered righteous, and there is no condemnation
from the Father (Rem. 8:1). This gives us great

wminud  pzge 7
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One Of thekasturdamod aceasrnnxxkan
thmkmgincmomb mlisispeudiar, flJh?utthcfhitimurpubliccxkamcs~~m
thestaxxhdofpub licebath+a stadudwhkh
agtuwing.numbo@mpl  eamqjectinginbmr
of dtanaave edllmxd ~Y*thcmm
fewpeoplewho wind?littolmmmg“  littiealxmt
theama Manypeople haveana@liotl  about the
solutimtotbcmmmic--*w-
cei%butthey havedonelittle mldingandscrims
stUdyinthe amlttlmsUmtheiro@lkmshavcmmc
dmmcdkmisa masmfimhk

w*thedecline ofchriSan~*
the Racnmam Mhamhsmcmminm
exlSmEc&e tb”ptiecflxvinc
Iidatkmmd Ofaniufhmbkgukk
fmmomvvime kmWkdgeispactand-
thexeis mlmhokebutti oau)epttheidcatian
knowledge isdativqt hatycluropiniom ~lm
Inmethan -ymropinim&mSiS  theptplt)
dtimate subjectivism andsuptunc~
KnmvIedge  cannot betlcatedbyan~ ad
Omnisckm smndaId’me@m%  %’sjustymC
o@niod’!hmd  fidiaf?But thetxagaiydoesmt
Stiopthele oncethe  ideaofmhivism islumeptd
thelcislittle  needtiostudy ormuithqhkmsof
othem AfkcrallJtisjusta mmcrof’’@if’o@im
Thedsm-aparttipm~by
which these opinkmscanbem*whyw
Iwdingthem inthefit’st  pkme?siidikycmr
own Opinim . .xdafnmmleadsto~
lazkss.Only  ahamMdofpeopk5 wantto I&ina
pagan cultlm% mK5edtLmSe@Om&  this *
ciple. b non-CMstkm  pMosophyre$ultsrn
mental indolence, and comqpdy,thuc isno
pursuit of knowledge (cf. h 1:18-32). Have you
e  wmdmxlwhyitis  thatthe Austrakm Alxxigi-
E never invented thesiqleflyscreeq ina

&nlxltxymat isinkMedby I@kxlsA@knlsof
flies andother  insects? (hemidsnlleof *
traveller%joke’’’ Ihismus  tbeagoodeat inghous4z
five thmsand flies can’t lx wnm&”) The late Dr.
Fxancisschaeffer hasma&th@mintveIy  wcJl Hi5
documented the synthesis of pagan comepts with
BiblicaI Christianity and pointcxi out that the result
alwiqm  has been disastrous fix CMstimity. As our

Hsaid/’No~mmt’w’o~ti
atherhewin hatetheone andlovetheotb, odse
bewinbeloyaltotheone andde@setheathllZ You
txlwwSSen& Goda?ld
m.

~n” (IA 1613

Mystk5smistheendmsulL’I’Mossoftruthand
the Icsultant exkdakm have pemaded the
lddd%neofu shasescapedits  infl~e!spe-
Cianyifwe  weleedcatcd inthepublicschools
d@ngthepast30yearsorso.’’Asanxultofth&Jf

● . .mmmhsbcmanw antstodmlwiththedt  hingsof
human life(suchaspuxpos qsi “gdkmc@Evali&
ityoflwe)  hemustdisclud rational thought about
themandmakeagiganm  nonrational leapoffiiith”
(Schad&r, The Gori Who Is Zhere, Hodder and
Stuughtlq 1968, p. 21). ‘I& sarm maybe Said about
t& fhdmxx@ actions ofli&econmk W e
--bghtwmkhfh=ofthat
mytical’leapoffhidL’’TlledasbeezlJoquotethe
tide -oneof Dr. Schae6el%- an’’escape
h reasom”

Ontheother  ha@wemustalso admit apoint
dult CormMlsv anTi’ih asmdesowellinother
amaswhul mendenythe  CIUMian viewofeco-
nomkx%they donotaband on=ommics
~ siqly substitute a hmmisic -=&
W me ‘Tm years ad ~ Bibldx%eving.0~stumbkdamund like blind ~attack-
rngthisftignorthat  shadowofsatan .’rhenmenlike
Fmncis JLSchaefferand RJ. RusMoonyappeard
Upontbescene  andpointed outthatthe  motsofthe
exwo~pti-s~ricdmnti conflict
wemallwound uponthe word’humanism’  Ome.0Omstums sawthathumanism istheabtractsotmx
fkmwhich allsatanic intellead systems spxin~
t&ywucable toidenti& humanism whemverit
_titi_i~(’R.E~,
W& For ALL Economics, A.N. Inc., 198Z pp.
247-248, emphasis in original). Because the Chris-
tianviewoftheworklis  theviewoftheworldasGod
made it (we might call it the view of “ultimate
mali~’), the humanistic view is a totally umdktic. .
view. Humanx@ economics isthusnoteammics
but mumbjumbo. Humanistic mmomkts am the
witch-&ctms who use theirown fmofmagic in an
cmdeavour tomanipulate and by-pass theworld as
GodhasrnadeiL

l’he Denial of Man
l%rhiips  nowhere ek is the satanic system mm

evkknt than in the area of economics. The reason fm
it is simple: economics is basic to man. Economics
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is, as Ludwig von Mises called i~ “human acti~”
Read your Bib~ that’s what it says too. I%onomics
h human ZICtiOIle  k k YOU Md I Id&Ig Chdd!s, dtly
by&y, on wM we will do. Moment by moment we
make a myriad of choices where we will g~ what
we will RX@ how we-shall spend our lei-, who
ourtiends shall ~whatkindofwodc we will
undertak~what wewillwatchon~, whatwewill
pumhase with our hankmed money. Chokes are
inescapable Human action is inescapable. Econom-
ics is inescapable.

Themfixe it is not suprising that humanistic man
will attempt to deny economics. This is why ece
nomics is not a compulsory sub- in our schools.
And even the economics which is taught is not
economics. ‘Ihat’s what I set out to show in my book
Baptized hjkuion. Modern economics is a fraud It
originates in the minds of pem~ sinfbl men who
deny the truth about God and His Son, Jesus Christ

Consequently, modem economics must also
deny~whoismadeinthe imageofthisGodthey
seek to &my. Humanity is a constant xeminder that
the Gqdtheywishtodisavow rdydoesexist.lhek
o w n  existqce and sel f ’“Ousness speaks to the
truth of this fx~ That’s what Paul argues in Remans
chapter one. Aff ma know God exists. It is im-
planted intheirvery natmbecause theyammadei.n
Hisimage. Formantodeny  Godhemustt,hmfm
deny his own humanity.

The result has been that economics is no longer
concerned with human action but statistics. Statis-
tics, however, are the ultimate denial of the human-
ity of man. The one thing which separates man fmm
the rest of creation is the ability to make choices
indlvidlud choices. The modem i~ therefore, is to
remove choices from mm This is the satanic direc-
tion of modem politics. Now our political lords and
masters will decide fm us. We have beconx5 slaves
to the political state. And the tool to establish this
slavexy is modern economics, which reduces man to
a number, a meaningless number. This is the
principle and pwpose  behind the proposed I.D.
Cad in Austrah  Too oilen we think of slave~ in
political terms only. But since economics is basic to
man and his existence, the tool fm slavexy is always
economic. Christian economist RE McMaster has
an excellent way of describing governmen~ “Gov-
ernrntvu k re!igibn applied to econmu”cs.”  That’s
what the political order, any political order, is all
abou~ It applies a religious view of life to economics
and man. When that religious perspective is human-
istic, rather than
courting disaster

Christian, we know that we are
and Divine judgment. And when

the politicians and the bureaucrats am ignorant of
the Some of true religion and true economi~ we
end up in the mess we arc in right now fhwddent
_,Shoddygood sands ervices,anda_ti
of debt which will never be repaid.

Hence we can understand the great emphasis in
modem humamsa“ “c education: sociizlizwitm By this
pm=ssthe individual human being, madein God’s

—thinking, acting, making individualimage
choices—mUst be destroyed Why have school
unifbms beensopnxalentin  ti~school~-
tem (Austdian - cd.)? &xxmse, as OIE humanistic
“Christian” teacher pointed out to me with some
relish, there is no better leveling device amongst
students than a school unifbm. It is designed to
create a uniformity of qpeamnu  amongst the stu-
dents The cunicd~ which WIliIl&S  the Wi(kXniC
progress of the student by age rather than ability,
similady ensures the uniformity of the intellectual
appeamm of the studem

In the world of business this leads to the aboli-
tion of the&x market where individuals can express
their choii. The controlled nuuket is substitu@
whether it is called commun~ sock&m, Fabian-
is~ f- or the welfanxtate. Its purpose is to
deny the humanity of Q to sub@t the individual
to “the people:’ “the masse#’ or to “society.” In
reality it leads to the fmtion of a powerkl elite
who rule and control the masses.

The “abolition of ~“ to borrow a phrase @m
C.S. Lx& is very much evident in the business
environment  where human Aations are at an aU-
time low. Management won’t talk to staR. Instmc-
tions am issued on impersonal memomnda. Produ-
ctivity is only talked about in monetary terms, rather
than terms which embrace the mnge of humanness.
Workem have little intemt in their vocation, except
for the weekly pay envelope. Employer+mployee
relations decline, as does the quality of goo& since
workers take little pride in doing their very best,

Christianity and Economics
Economics is fimdamental to the teachings of

Scripture. The last five of the Ten ~nts
are directly related to economic matters. We should
presene another’s life, wife, goods, and reputation.
In fx~ we should not even mvet them in any form.
Economics is the emphasis in much of the book of
Proverbs. There we are given page after page of
practical advice on human action. Economics is
basic to life itself. Therefore, there can be no gnmter
task today than the development of a distinctively
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ChI’iSth  - tO ~~e

‘rhinkabou  tthcfbllowin g’’xnteml so fthe
Spiritlltd batdc in h physical world W& human-
ismisovertly  ~Ch&ians must recognize
thatecon  ●om@nanm isthefbel which fti this
humanhtk k so, while Christians’ philosophical
attack must beonh~their fbcused assalt
must be on the ecmomic gates ofheuin thereal
workiin odertmnuf foutthehumdstfire. Once
ecOnomb and finance comeunder Christh b
minion and~ humanism eflkctively dies
as a force ? .be rec+med with in society-at-large.
Theh~c paramte,  which f- upon society
genemlly, will have been eliminated. The battle
against humanism thenwill  onlycontinue tobe
primarily fought inthehearts andchamcterofmem
where it is a never+mding struggle due to man’s sin
natumand desimto beas God(determmm““gfbr
himsdf good ad e@” ~~ McMaster,  p. 248).

Evilcannotfinance itself, faevilisthe negation
ofalhhingsEvi lis&stmctiverat  herthanconstruc-
tive. wealth is goo& especld“ ywhenitisusedinthe
mannerGodhasordaind  Evilisparasitic  andlives
off the wealth of others. this is why, fm example,
communist technology is about 95% western. The
Soviet economy and mili~ might is built on
Western technology. Author Antony C. Sutton
documented this in his important boo~  Akzdbnaf
Suickk: M&my Aid to the &wiet Unibn. Recently,
The Financial Review (June 10,1987, p. 10) tied
the stay of how Toshiba Machine ti., a subsidiary
of the giant Toshiba Corporatio~  illegally sold
computer-controlled lathes to the Soviet Union with
which the Soviets have been able to make sikmt
propellem for their submarines. All with the help and
supervision of the KGB, mind you It is the tied
Christian nations of the West which have created the
wealth and technology upon which evil f- itself.
Evil is living off the crumbs hm the table of
Christianity. Too often the crumbs are placed there,
delibemtely, by Christians who should know better.

Now we can also undemta.nd  why big business
supports political parties which are socialistic.
Socialist governments grant sped“ privileges to the
few. They know they need wealth to survive in
power, so they grant a few businesses exclusive
licenses. Any political party which moves towards
deregulation of the economy becomes a bat to the
many businesses which thrive on either their me
nopolistic  status, or the fact that their largest custom-
ers are the various branches of civil govemmen~
Many companies have a financial interest in main-
taining the present S- quo, and will not give up

theii privileges without a figk
Thexe Will benorcalchange  insocietyuntilthe

Christian Communiy comes togripwitheconom—
ic~ for economics is basic to man. F~ will save
either the Kingdom of Godorthekingdomof  _
Neitherkin~ asit manifists itselfin tirm ami on
ear@can suwiveun16s itisfinancd Tmcapably,
thechoioes wemalce finance either oneof these
kingdoms.

The&&e the intelligent qyestion to ask is this:
wwourfiMnces  sem Godormammon.9W-
atiermca nservew omast~yettht is the
schizophrenic State  we are in. The dmdonment of
the economic *by Christians over the past three
centuries has resulted in a decline in Christianity and
arise inhumankm. Dr. Rushdoony cites the fwt that
during the ReftiW the l%ri~ who consti-
tuted about 4% of the population, controlled about
40%ofthe wealth. Theywexe ave@nfluential
group at the tin=. Their philanthropy litemlly
reshaped society.

Today, the humanists control much of the WtXihh
and they have bemme the most influential fome in
the world today. A* the wads of McMaster are
telling. “Christians today, almost wmlss the spec-
~ are somewhat hostile, antagonist and resentfid
of the gxeat wealth obtaind through hmanistic and
evolutionary means And rightfidly they should be.
Since social Daminism became acceptable in the
late 1800’s, fimuwid evdutionaxy  cWOhtiOnists
have bulldozed over any and evqth.ing in the path,
iduding the environment and the common man, all
the while using the common man’s money, through
OPM [Other People’s Money-LEL] debt capitalism

emment Sanctiontxl monopolies, to claw toand gov
the top of the evolutionary spiml.  Money is the gd
the ultimate some of pride and security fa these
evolutionary and humanistic animals who have
walked d over the rest of us. No wonder by are
resented No wonder they are condemned Biblically
by such passages as Matthew 19:21-24, I John 2:15-
16 and Mark 8:36. Bu~ Christians have erxed egr-
egiously while, in noting this devilish financial evil,
they have turned their backs on i~ somehow fml-
ishly believing it would go away and not consume
them. Such folly! Such inaction is a throw-back to
the pagan Greeks who effectively saw the spiritual
realm as uplifting and the material realm of money
as base. The Church as always tended to adopt the
cultural heresies of its time. Such it has done today
in the areas of economics and finance” (p. 249).

(“Capitalizing the Future” will concludk  next
month.)
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Low -* a L@-
fihw: B-g a
M~~WU
GotiLM&WWby
Janescm
~ -
1987). 125 Paga
$13.95 (cloth).

Reviewed by - R Gilstnq.

Five outoftm m3n&&soaxlr@in
Arnaica today will din*-
anddiwxce. ’’lhatsmist icalme istragic
enough, butthesad timisthatofthe
Kmainingfive, ttmeanddienfmofthe
couples will existfm  a kifietime  m varying
Statesof  “(khamxmyand~

Dr. Dobson ~ thatwhattk
Bible xfm to as “one ~“ that speciaI
intiy...rhat mystical bond of ~
** ~ - ~...
isexceedingly  mreinmrday.

LOvefora L@time,hisl  atest~is
designed to help couples xhieve  biblical
intimacy, andinso  doing’’gothedis-
time.” Written specifically to single
dults, engaged couple& -to huslxmk
andwives whohave notyaele?mwxl
theii mull anni_ Low for a Life-
fime focuses on the principles and con-
cepts that will help mnor-plate a mar-
riageand@pit towithstand thetments
of life.

Twice Pardoned:
An E&Con  Talks
&I Teens by Harold
Morris @CUS on
the Family Pub-
lishing, 1986). 180
pages. $10.95
(clM). Reviewed
by Mic& R. Gil-
strap.

This moving mtobiogmphy will hoti
you absolutely spellbound. Harold

The G@ ~ Musk
Great Composens
and Their I@’kence
(*d ami re-
vised edition) by he
Stuart Smith and
Betty Carlson.
(Crossway Books,
1987). 290 pages,
index, glossary.

$1295 @). Reviewed by Mcha4 R
GiIstrap.

Subtitled ‘Develop a Passion fm
hlMMn@Mswad Ioaa
~“HmnwdEkkkks-
_S_~&T_~
-flxthenoviccandw$enultul!ck
dikccMk@ng  mmc@stohc!lpthun
bemxecfkxive legmkssdlhe  age
- -
~Mown~s(yk$Dr.

Hlm&kks inspires then%MkrtoclAlate
auf nxmmlit m”meofthen  m!!trewald=
rngandddknging  ofcdlingsmching
tiTwhin~to Change Lives isan
exm ~ k ~ sunday
School _Biblestudy~and
anwhoaspire  kM!achothRsGod’s
W(KL

Chdsk@y  and the
Constitution: The
Faith of our Fo&-
~ F- by John
Eidsmoe. (Baker,
1987). 415 pages.
$1995 (Cloth). Re.
viewedby Michael R

Ifyouenjoyed  mdirstedirionof  th is
classic, you’rein fffamltreat in the
eandrevisededitionofmc~
of I’Uwic. Smith md Q&n have alnxw
tiled the number of com~ cov-
ea’ed(&Onl zN1036),an dymwainedthe
_ili& and vitality which chaEKter-
ized the fm edition.

VVlle@ryou are&&r withtheclas-
sicalmusic w~oranewcomere
ingyour musical ayou will find
The G@ of M&c  a stimulating and help
li.11 bc!ok

[ $9.95 (Cloth). Reviewed“ - -“L? -:- #
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. . , by Michd  R. Gilstmp.

Gilstrap.

John~-pmkSsmatthe
O.w. - School of Law, has Wrilten
avayfeadable andintbmtivebook
examining lhepmple and evens leading
Upmthe  ●mlthtim of our Cmstitution.

Far&xnabook which lalxmen&ssly
inthedust ofhismkal intmqxxtion,
Eidsmoetmathes lifeintothis@by
dealing notonlywith rhemajorinflllemes
that matted our founding -, but
devoting comi&mb Ie space to individual
bees of thirteen of the most impor-
tant figures Especially interesting is the
comprehensive dimssion of the reli-
gious beliefs and practias of these men.

W book closes with a vivid md well-
&)cumented description of current threats
to our constitutional republic calling
mtiansmllp plythemodfitxxw
comes ti’omobedience to Godandm
word.


