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Scmps and Shards
George Grant

More, More, More...VWh Dr. Ruth
She’s a cupid-like cutie with a Gemmn accent

who has launched a panzer crusade to make America
“sexually litemte”. Gee thanks, Dr. Ruth, that’s just
what a country riddled with herpes, AIDS, and
unchecked porn needs!

Sex therapist Dr. Ruth Westheimer boldly spoke
her mind recently before a meeting of the American
Newspaper Editors Association, urging the editors
to use their newspapers to cmte a “sexually literate”
society. ‘We have a tremendous amount of sexual
igno~ce,”  d= ~, Ruth ~~ ‘We ~ se~ a ~
to the moon but we can’t pnwent 1.5 million un-
wanted pregnancies each year. We have the @a
about human sexual fmction~’ she concluded “but
what we don’t have is the means to bring this to a
wi&r aualence.”

This statement of come, took most of the edi-
tors by surprise. What they knew abou~ what appar-
ently dear Dr. Ruth was entirely incognizant of, is
the unprecedented proliferation of sexually oriented
dzta brought to the wider audience of American pop
culture through the nwans of TV, radio, movies,
magaz.ine$ public schools, and yes, even newspa-
pers. Of course the editors were polite. No one
laughed out loud. They all just smiled at dear Dr.
Ruth and let her continue in her delusion that what
this country needs is more sex education.

They lmew, and you and I know, and in fact
~eve~ one except dear Dr. Ruth knows, that that is

about as absurd as saying what this world needs is
i( wxher Muamar Khaddaffi.

lhe Aryan Elect
In Nazi Germany killing the unwanted was ele-

vated to such a degree that genocide bec:me lit de
more than cosmetic convenience. Soon that same
high level of insensitivity will h:tve been ;utained by
dxmion advocates here in our country.

Already outstripping the N;uzis in treachery and
debauchery, anti-life forces in the pkmed bmen-

hood movement are about ready to outstrip their
Third Reich kith and kin in deception and disinfor-
mation.

Under the auspices of the World Health Organi-
zation and the Population Council, with funding
from the federal govemmen~ scientists have now
developed an abortion pill.

No muss. No fuss. Take a little pill and you can
ki~ yOtU child.

The abortion pill, with the active drug RU486,
once approved by the FDA could be sold across the
counter and used without the advice or help of a
clinician. Got a headache? Head on down to your
fiendly neighborhood pharmacy and buy some
antihistamines. Got an infkction? Head on down to
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m..tries, anhough,  them am still some
afeasofmmthatlmmam

/’579 -  \:=2i%R23dLetters to
i vastly in the last few years, largdy

through Geneva’s books,
tapes, and mamlgs. But, I
do not consider myself

M expert enough to refute
all of the allegations of

B Rodney Cfapp in the
~ Febzuary  Chtist&nity

L T-y ~“de on
Chri*”an Recon-

‘ ~  ““””””s’i-f”’
Dear Geneva Review,

Welcome indeed was the welf-
won whip@g for Christian wirqx in
George Grant’s article in your Apdl,
1987 issue. Mr. Grant waUoped and
whaled the wimpering wombats of
weaseling ju*-food theology, to
whti I cannot w“thhold a whe~,
%vell-whupped”!

But I am sorry to scent that Mr.
Grant is suffering fmm some some
sad sickness, simply suppositsd,
advanced addictive alliteration. Not
since Beowulf came bounding in his
beautiful boat has the English
la~age been buffetted by such
rebounding repetitions.

Maybe it has something to do with
his initials?

Rchest Regards,
Fraddin Sanders
Memphs, TN

Dear Michael,
I was sitting here responding to

your April donation %peciat” and I
decided to take this opportunity to
thank you the the rest of the Geneva
staff for the fine work that you all are
doing. Geneva Ministries has been
an invaluable source to me for
obtaining Christian Reconstrud”on
materials that have helped to
reshape my thinking on social
matters (1 used to be a “McGovern”
liberal). I have been on Geneva’s
mailing kt for several years now
and I fulty support Geneva Minis-

~- that some response to the
February CT article is in order and I
hope Geneva is planning something
in the near future. The CT article
brwght  up some matters that I am
not familiar with; such as, the North-
Rushdoony ‘feud,” plus the article
made allegations that go beyond my
present abiri to adequately evalu-
ate. I do not expect you to dear up
everything for me, I just want you to
know that I would appredate seeing
a detailed, point by point response
to the Clapp article.

Very Truty Yours,
Randy L. Grade
Gmton, CT

I certainly can synpathke  wtih
your uneasiness wtih theonomy. It is
a d#kx# issue. I am senofng yvu an
adk~ wrdten a year a~ by Ray
Sutton whkh outlines severaf  he@i.11
mod&Mitms to Bahnsen3  o@inal
think ~A Reckmptive  Historial
V. of lkmomy’: The Geneva
Review, July 1986).

Gary Notih responded to C12W in
hb own inim#iHe styk? for the ICE
newsletters. I’m erxlosiq a copy in
case you dtint  get to see t.

Brkfly  put, Gary points out that
Cla~5  arttik? & a hatchet pb in the
best trad?bn of yelbw @nalism:
M&leading and inaccurate.

(For WU readers who WUU ako
Ike to get a detailed response to
Clapp’s  CT adtile, write to ICE, P.O.
Box 8000, Tyler, TX 75711. Ask for
Gary tWthS Response to Rodney
Cl-.) — MRG

Deaf sirs:
I am from a pre-trib, pre-millenial
q~ (p-h &ethren
related) and am (to say the least)
interested in your pempective
fe9@n9 evW@sm in particular. I
am reading Days of Vergeance  and
have read P-I Restored I
hope to start on Sutton’s 7hat You
May Pm-r very soon. I also
receive Gary’s [Gary North] letters.
To add to all this, I am a pastor and
am ‘W the fence” regarding many
issues thanks to you (Ha, Ha!).

Please let me know what you see
the ‘Great  Commission” to be
saying, espedaify  in the area of
evangelism. Do you encourage your
p@e to pe~nalty  share how one
can know Jesus Christ as Lord?

mm YOU vw -,
Rev. James Zuber
Kent, Ohio

Absohde$f!  To quote Ray Sutton
in W You M&y Pm, ‘Uviliza-
ttin cannot be mintahed  by
force.. . . Pe@ need to be h-
stfucted and dkc@fined  h the ways
Of r@teOusness....  7?le Bib&#  way
requires wnstant evargebatbn,
miSsbns,  and grassnwts  dikci-
pksh~ (p. 109).

Shanlg the g2qLx# on a one-to-
one basis is one of the greatest
pfivikges  any of us have. I am
personaiy  kndved h the Evangeh
ism &pbskm prvgram  at our &al
&&, W Geneva MiniStn@s
hopes b &vote  an entire series of
artichs to evangelbm in upcomi~
issues of 7?M Geneva Rev&w.

In the Great Comm&sbn our Lord
ammar@ the Church to take the
gospel to the natbns, and He
thereby txings them to faith. He
pronn”~s wti-wkie  convetsbn
through thb process whkh takes
pbce prbr to H& return (Psalm
1 10:1).

Arent DavH Chiiton5 tw tmoks
fantastc!  — MRG.— . - - —— --

I

~ PIU’SC Milillx all cormsporwkncc  :
\ to T’Iw Chcva Review, P.O. Box

~ 131300, Tyler, TX 7’5713. ~
1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . —.-— ----
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The Time and Place of Worship———. —
Peter J. Leithad——. —— .——

[t hm been emphasimd often in these pages that
the worship of the Christian Church takes place in
heaven. In Chris~ we are drawn up into the heavenly
realms, ascending to the heavenly Jerusalem to
mingle with the assembled angels and departed
saints in woMip befm the throne of God (cf. Heb.
12:22-2~ Eph. 2:6). In Revelation 4-5, heaven is
pictured as a place of continual worship.

Heaven is also described in Scripture as a court
In Job 1-2, for example, we fmd the angels pment-
ing themselves before the Imd, with Satan (lit., “the
:wcuser”) among them. The stylized dialogue be-
tween God and Satan is of intenx~ The angels go
back and forth on the earth as “investigators.” When
they present themselves before the Lmx@ each ar-
gues a case on behalf of or against certain men. Satan
brings suit against Job, who he suspects remains
faithfil only because it has been to his advantage.
Significantly, one of Job’s complaints throughout
the book is that he has no one to argue his case before
the Imr13 (9:32-35; cf. 5:8; 13:3). Heaven is thus
pictured as the coumoom of God, in which He sits
enthrones as a royal Judge, hearing the testimony of
counselors. We should understand 1 John 2:1 in the
light of this picture of heaven. The risen and exalted
Christ has entered heaven to speak to the Father on
our behalf. Thus, in a very important sense, what
happened to Job cannot happen to New Covenant
believem, for we do have One to arbitrate between
the Holy Father and us.

These two descriptions of heaven-the courtly
and the cultic-should not be separated Instead, by
bringing these two images together, we get an .
insight into the nature of God’s government of the
world and the nature of our worship. Fm~ we
discover that in worship we enter into the center of
world government. The locus of Ral power is not the

~ Oval office, nor the United Nations, but the Church
athemd for heavenly worship. Second, we discover

&at worship has, among many other things, a judi-
cial character. It is interesting that the law required
the men of Israel to “present” themselves before the
Lord the times a year (Ex. 23: 17). Like the angels
in Job 1-2, we prwent ourselves in worship before
the heavenly Judge (cf. Heb. 12:23).

The same conclusion can be inched by examin-
ing what the kriphue  tells us about the time of
worship. The phrases “the Lord’s Day” and “the Day
of the Lord” are each used in two different, but

related senses. On the one htand, the phmse ~ferx to
the day of worship. More commonly, however, the
Lord’s Day is a day of wmth and judgment (Joel
2:3 1; Amos 5:2Q Ob. 15; Zeph. 1: 14ff.; 2 Pet. 3:10
1 Thess. 5:2,4). These two senses are brought to-
gether in Revelation 1:10, where John writes the
heavenly liturgy. But John also witnesses the open-
ing of the seven seals, the blowing of the seven
trumpets, and the outpouring of the seven cups of
wrath. In shcx% the Day of the Xad is a day of both
worship and judgmen~

Let us look at this tim a slightly different angle.
Many liturgical theologians recognize that the wor-
ship of the the Church on earth is a foretaste of the
eternal womhip of the consummated kingdom. The
reality of the eschaton is presen~ though not in
fulnes~ in the worship of the Church. Most theolo-
gians place their emphasis on the life that we shall
enjoy in the kingdom But the eschaton is a time of
judgmen~ as well as f=sti.ng. Thus, we might say
that the final judgment is anticipated in the LOKYS
Day worship.

This judicial aspect of worship is seen in two
areas. Fret, we ourselves am judged. We bring
ourselves and our works to the Lord who is a
consuming fire. Through the Word and saaaments,
the Spirit judges us and executes those judgments.
Evil works and pmons are destroyed. llmse who
bring “strange f~” m killed (Lev. 101-3). Those
who do not discern the body become sick and some
die (1 Cor. 11:27-32). Works of hay and strew am
burned (1 Cor. 3:12).

The Spirit also witnesses against the ftithful. He
convicts us through the preaching of the WOKI and
in the administration of the sacraments. The differ-
ence lies in our response to that judgment The
impenitent excuse their sirI, while the penitent agree
with God’s jud=gnen~ We say, with David, “You are
justified in your judgment” (I%. 51:4). We judge
ourselves and thereby avoid judgment (1 Cor.
11:32). We become, in pxayers of confession, wit-
nesses against ourselves, placing ourselves on the
side of the Spirit who testifies against us. As a result,
the Spirit’s execution of the judgment does not kill
our person, but our sin. Au=~stine’s description of
the effects of persecution is true also of the Spirit’s
work in worship: ‘The same fire causes gold to glow
brightly, and chaff to smoke” (City of God, I, 8).

The Church is not only judged in worship, it also
pronounces judgments. In its prayers,  as we saw in
an earlier ess~y, the Church presents it cme against
the wicked befbre the Judge. Moreover, di.sciplinwy

conlirwd pqe m“nc
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Restoring t
Classical
Christian
Curriculum-

The Curriculum Dilemma
for Home Schoolers

Part one
Gaw Hafer

Despite pressures tim the
bureaucracy, home schooling is

public education
rapidly becoming

the chief method of alternative schooling in the
United States today. Although the exact number of
children ended in home schools is difficult to
determine, estimates place the total figure anywhere
fmm 260,000 to a million. With the appearance of
local home school associations, this grassroots
nmvement seeks to provkk children a suitable
environment fm learning and a superior educational
system both aspi.ting far above their public school
counterparts.

With the boom in the home school movemeng
however, also comes a “bust” Some of the materi-
als available, especially at the upper levels of educa-
tion, atE woefully inadequate for the purposes they
are being used for. Even those materials that aE
gd for the ●ost pat% lack a uniffig curriculum
standard to bmd them togethe~ a philosophy, or
model, of education.

Because of this deficiency in the published cur-
riculums, some parents try to develop a curriculum
solely on their own, without any ml background in
“how to do it.” Parents who have tried this know
what a fiustmting experience this can be. I’m sure
most home school parents are familiar with the
sentiments behind the following conversation I
overheard at a home school book fair.

{
The fmt mother, Mrs. Smith, nmwked

to her friend, Mm Jones, “Sally, did you get
the new C 13etti Curriculum Catalog?’

“Why yes! 1 got mine Imt week. Tell me
Maggie, what math program are you going
to use for Tommy? 1 can’t decide between C
Betti’.s  and tie pro~m~m fmm Christian
Freehm.”

“I wouldn’t even consider the Christiatz
Freetbm course, Sally. Tommy is way &-
yond their third level primer! Besides, I
don’t think they emphasize memorizing
facts enough. My problem is science... .“

As anyone who has tried to put together a cur-
riculum fm their home can testi&, the almve conver-
sation strikes a familiar chod  Literally hours and
houm am spent in conversation and consultation
with other home schoolers trying to decide which
program at which grade level in each subject is the
best. Parents are quite naturally fiustmted. The
economic “division of lab&’ principle is the solu-
tion. Parents simply need expdse * educa-
tional source located outside the home. This is easier
said than done, as you might imagine. Where can
parents turn to get this “expert” help? I hope to
provide at least a starting point for parents in this
series of articles on Christian curriculum.

Of course, some will argue that theory and
“expertise” have nothing to do with education, that
“rwidin’, ‘riting, and ‘rithmetic” are the only essen-
tials. Such opinions-though sincere—are terribly
uninformed because they lack the f~ight in know-
ing where such “r@in’, ‘riting, ‘rithmetic” is
hetukd.  In other words, theory is the mostpractica[
tool of the educator because it explah whzt the
goal of learning is and where it k “heatkd.”

Theory, when applied to the educational realm,
becomes a world and life view as it finds expression
in curriculum. It is precisely this Self+onsciously
Christian curriculum, as derived tim theory, that
i.ntegmtes a Christian world and life view into peda-
gogy, into course conten6 and into the very thinking
processes of the child Curriculum implies order,
and it must be the goal of every Christian parent-
teacher to instill that God-ordained order into their
children so that students think and act according to
Christian presuppositions. When this ordered cur-
riculum becomes a part of the student’s life every
school day, he responds by assimilating this order
into his own life. Consequently, the student gradu-
ally gains the skiUs necessmy  to investigate conflict-
ing world-views and to “think out” his Christianity
in response to rival systems. Here’s where student
creativity flourishes: within the bounds of Christian
order.

How can this seemingly monumental task for a
consistently Christian curriculum be accomplished?
one very important way is through the restoration of
what [ have called the “clfissic:d” Christian curricu-

(;ontinucd page seven
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Land and Sea
studlesln~m

Jmes B. &&n

In our reflections on Genesis One we now come
to the thid day. Here we are concerned with the tit
half of that day, when God sepamted the land fkom
the sea As in our discussion of the firmament-
heaven, we shall find that these vemes both describe
an immediate physical change in the univeme, and
also point to a lxoader “symbolic” conception of the
“moral cosmos.” Genesis One sets up the structure
of both the natural cosmos and the mod cosmos
and these am pamllel one to the other. In this article,
we shall look first of all at the cosmic order, and then
at the moral oder implied in the work of the third
day.

We can notice fit that the sepamtion of land
and sea is called good by God As we have noted
already in our discussion of ve~ 4, the world was
good to start with, but “goodness” has an escha~
logical asptxz What was good on Day One is no
longer adequate for Day k. It is now good for
land and sea to be sepamted Why? Because the
whole purpose of the creation was to make a home
for man, and man is to live on the earth.

We notice, second, that God called the dry
ground “earth.” This is the Hebw word ‘erets,
which means “inhabiwble  h.” ~ “org~~
structured space.” It stands in contrast to the wod
‘~ which  IIXXMIS  “gIo~”  ‘Ere8 has to do
with an ordered cosmos, a system of relationships,
while ‘dhamah has to do with mw material, with
sources.

This is important in our interpretation of Genesis
One. God had created the raw material, the ‘u&z-
m&in Genesis 1:1. What He is now doing, on Day
Three, is making a structured environment for man
to dwell in. Later in Scripture, it is the word ‘erets
that is used for the holy land, God’s ordered enviro-
nment for His people. Later in the chapter, we shall
see the earth bring forth vegetation, and then ani-
/mals. We might expect the Hebrew word to be
‘ad/uvwz~ so that plants and animals are made out
of the ground, and this is indeed the language of
Genesis 2:9 and 19. Genesis 2 emphasizes that man
is connected to plants and animals, because Imth
were made of ‘duuruth.  Con.sqently,  when the
ground (’adhmnuh)  k cursed in Genesis 3:17, that
curse naturally spreads to plants, beasts, and men,
since all three have been made out of ‘(uihmwh.

[n Genesis One, however, the plants and animals

are called forth from ‘ere~  (Gen. 1:11, 24). The
notion hem is that plants and animals have a place in
the cosmic order, the order established by God and
superintended by His image, man. Because of the
way Genesis One is set up, we shall see in later
essays, them tue symbolic parallels between men
and plants, and between men and anim&  in the
cosmic structm or oder  established by God In a
rough sense (and we may not press this too far),
Genesis One establishes symbolic “nomimdistic”
connections between men and plants, men and ani-
mals, while Genesis Two establishes n- ‘H-
istic” comections between them

We may note, t~ that it does not say the land
rose above the wate~ but that the waters were
pushed aside, “gathered.” Possibly this means God
opened oceans beds and the waters drained off into
them In an intemting suggestion, St Basil pm
poses that water may have acted differently up to this
point, or what we now know as gravity operated
differently, so that the watm  simply coved all
topography ~~y. “Since God’s cmnman~ yOU
lmow perfectly well the motion of wate~ you know
that it is unsteady and unstable and falls naturally
over declivities and into hollow places. But what
was its nature before this command made it take its
course? You do not know yourself, and you have
heard from no eyewitness. Th~ in reality, that a
word of God makes the nature, and that this order is
fw the creatm a direction fm its future course” (SL
Basil the Gmag The Hexzuneron,  Homily 4, para 2;
fbm Nicene  and Post-Nicene  Fathers, VOL 8, p. 72).

Fourth, the waters were gathered “into one
place.” This seem to be a reference to the oceans of
the worl~ which in fact are continuous with one
another, so that all the continents am in mlity large
islands in this one vast sea. Except for a few isolated
lakes, all the bodies of water on the earth are one
large se% and so the “one” gathering can also be
called “seas” (plural).

Ftith, we may notice that sea level establishes
the limit of the land. Thus, the sea is always “below”
the land, and since the sea goes down and down, it
clearly strxxches into an abyss. Moreover, the land is
clearly in a visual sense “founded” on the seas.
Suppose all the land of the earth were comected, so
that the bodies of water were separated. In that
caise-a mirror image of the ml world-we would
say that the seas were borne up by the land. The
reverse is the case, howeve~ &ch isl~d of l~d,
however kwge, is bounded by the sea. Thus, in
imagery We h:~vc :1 th~e-de~ker unive~: ~a at the

conlinucd page nine
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Introduction

Some years ago I held a convemwion with a
Bible college principal about economics. We were,
to put it mildly, at opposjtes  poles in our views. I was
advocating what appeared to him a “r@d’ h&r-
tarianfi while he thought such freedom in the
market place would not solve many of the economic
problems which he perceived He raised the ex-
ample of an employer who did not pay what he called
“just” wages (i.e. what he thought were “low”
wages). What was need~ he said were laws which
“protected” works fium unscrupulous employem
who would take advantage of their employees. After
all, he added, the Bible does say a Iabomr is worthy
of his hixe. He fel~ thtmfore, that “minimum” wage
laws were a Christian solution to the problem,

Just or Unjust Wages?
My reply to this illustmtion was twofold l%s~

there is the problem of definition: what is a ‘~ust”
wage. Or, how much is a “just” wage? One thing is
clear, the Bible does not give us any indication of
what a “just” wage would be for any employmem If
God in His wisdom has not seen fit to tell us exactly
what a “just” wage would be, it seems the answer to
this economic problem remains within the bounds of
human action fm men to determine between them-
Wves-without fraud or coercion- what a “just”
wage will be. But this implies that any price freely
agreed upon is a “just” wage.

Now we come back to our college principal and
ask: what does he mean by saying employers are
paying “unjust” wages? Have the employm used
fraud or coercion? Am they
premising one wage in negotia-
tions but paying a lower mte on
pay day? More importantly,
does the worker himself think
he is being paid unjustly? In
most instances, the superilcial
answer to this question is “yes”.
Each of us thinks his labor is worth

i mom than what we are getting at
the time? But here we ~ the problem of detefi-
ing the “just” wage. Value fo; any economic com-
modity is determined not by the seller but by the pur-
chaser of the commodity. It is buyers, who withhold
their buying until the price reaches a level where
they are willing to initiate a transaction, who estab
lish prices.

Though the economic wspect of our discussion is
relevant, it is far more important to consider the

proposed solution to the apparent problem as out-
lined by the pmf~sor. The solution proposed was
this Iegisltion to maintain justice in the market
place. What was observed to be an economic pmb
lem has been tmnsfemd to the political realm for its
solution. It is increasingly true to say that all prob-
lems have become political. Education, once
thought to be the domain of the family and the
church, is now considmd a political matter. Bu-
reaucrats, living off money confiscated by taxation,
wilI become the arbhators in determhing what a
child will learn, what textbooks he will mad, and
who shall be his classmates. Other bumwmts,  ako
living off confiscated property, take it upon them-
selves to solve the economic problems of prices and
wages and a myriad other economic fact- none of
which they undemand because they received their
education in the schools controlled by their bweau-
cratic colkagues.

Economic Problem or
Political Issue?

The tmgedy is that our Bible college principal,
along with many others, has fallen for the mistake of
tmnsf-g economic problems to the mlm of
politics and to do so is to deny the Gospel of our
Lord Jesus Christ.

We can readily grant with our college professor
that there iue problems in the economic mlm.
Workers are unable to get enough in their pay
packets to maintain a nmsonable lifestyle (however
that may be defined). Examples could be multiplied.
But this admits nothing more than the fact that we
live in a fden world a world where problems must

E c o n o m i c s

by Ian Hoclge
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continue until such time as God makes all things new
again and takes awa~fomver+he imperfections
which exists in this world  We do not believe in
perfection in this life

What, then, is the solution to the problems which
exist here and now? The Bible makes it quite clear
that the solution to all problems is faith in God and
His Son Jesus Christ and obedience to His revealed
will. If we see employers paying what we think m
“unjust” wages we have a choice on how we will
develop a solution to the problem. Either we seek
laws to fme the employer to pay the ‘~ust” wages,
or we can seek the conversion and mgenexation of
the empIoyer so that he will voh.mtarily pay better
wages. But if we seek the latter co= who are we
to complain to God when He does not motivate His
new sub~ in a manner which is agreeable to our
own ideas of economic justice?

Gospel at Heart of Social Change
Thus at heart of the great social and economic

changes which am taking place in our midsg is the
message of the Gospel, the Good News of salvation.
Either God comes to save people and redeem them
towalkin theways which Hehasdained man
should W* or else men seek salvation by -y
means. They pursue salvation by law. And those
who deny the place of Biblical law are fitquently the
greatest proponents of legislation to solve economic
and other problems. But in so doing, they com-
pletely deny the Gos@ they xeplace ftith and
obedience to Christ with coercion by the political
State.

The centrality of my discussion with the college
pMcipal was a fimdamental disagreement over the
Biblical doctrine of salvation. To argue that laws —
especially laws which have no basis in Scripture-
can solve the problems of the day is to accept the
tempter’s lie that man can save himself (Gen. 3:5).
If problems can be solved merely by passing an act
of Parliamen~ why believe in Jesus Christ as Savior
and Lord?

\ It is understandable, therefore, that the Chumh is
considered to be hrelevan~ Too many Christians
have permitted the very warp and woof of life to
pass to the realm of the political order, and have
allowed humanistic politicians to endeavor to solve
the problems by acts of Congress or Pwliament. The
result, however, has been dkastmus. This, too, is
understandable, for it repudiates the true Gospel.

For many, the most serious problem tmiay is
insufficient laws. If only we had mom laws to
control this and that, it is ar~wed, many of the

problems of Me would disappear. Against this ide~
however, the Scnptums afllrm tlu~t the fimdamental
cause of all problems is sin, disobedience to the will
of God Therefore, “neither is there sahmtion in any
other for them is none other name under heaven
given among men, whereby men must be saved”
(Acts 412).

There can benogreater taskin this time of
collapse of our civilization, for those who take the
name of Christ to proclaim the Good News of
salvation; that man is not left to his own devices, nor
those of the elected politicians, to solve the problems
which man himself causes by his rebellion a=@.nst
the Creator. Rather, we must deckue the faithful
witness that God alone is our Savior. Any other
declaration would be a denial of our God.

(Ian H&ge  h presidht of The Foundation for
the Advancement of ChrMian  Studies in Engadine,
Australia. He is author of Baptized Injhtion, a
cn”tkpw  of Dougkx Vickzrs’ vezsibn of Keynesian
economics, a system hzsedpart~ on tkfiee  market,
part~ on government intervention, and tmall’y  on
monetay injlatibn, budget d@its,  pn”ce controk,
etc.—sound fm”liar?  Mr. Hedge ako edits three
newsletters: Th FA.CS.  Report, Probe, and Chrii-
tian Economics.)

Hqfer,  condhuedfiom  page 4
Iurn  I’ve dubbed it “classical” because it draws on
past Christian models and integrates them, implic-
itly and explicitly, with contemporary Christian
educational models. The term “classical” is en-
closed in quotation marks because it is necessary to
modify the clmkcal curriculum a return to past
models just because they are old and supposedly
“Christian” is simply nostalgia (mm on this in a
future article).

For example, a medieval Christian education
consisted of Quadrivium-Trivium  curriculum that
provided a classification system for subject-ori-
ented academic disciplines (thus making history a
subject) and a communication system to unite the
subject-oriented disciplines (speech and writing).
Dorothy Sayers, in her “Lost Tools of Learning;’
modifies the “classical” cumiculum in order to fur-
nish an even better educational system, while still
retaining the Christian base.

[n upcoming installments, I will focus on the
first steps a home schooler can take in building a
“clwssical”  Christhn curriculum, how a qualified
tutor can supplement a child’s educational progmm,
and how the teacher-panmt can use writing and
rhetoric M an effective pedagogical device.
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What’s #?ea//y Important?

Gaty R. Hafer

Recently, a Christian couple from a local church
invited metothei,rhomefw -  coffeeanda
fiendly cha~ We were discussing some church
related matter, when SOXll&OW the sub~t shifti to
distinguishing between &qportant mattem and un-
ihptant ones. A comment was made that it really
wasn’t &nportant whether grope juice or wine was
used in communion. It really wasn’t important
whether the eldem wear robes and collars It really
wasn’t important that the worship Ace contain
liturgical therrxx. Soon the conversation was turned
into a question? Did I m all things conside~
that these mattem were xeally important’?

Good question! How does one even begin to
answer that question, especially when the convicted
Christian wants to hold fimly to his theology and
yet not appear overly dogmatic? It seems that any
way that question is answered, the respondent is
doom@ to condemn himself!

So I answered it the way.evexy convicted Chris-
tian doe~yes  and no! In a certain sense, it is very
important but in another sense, its importance does
not diminish other important concerns

Contmst these issues surrounding worship with
how secular society deals with the pmlifemtion of
the AIDS virus. At Dartmouth College, students are
given contraception “packages” and litemture by
college officials, not to promote chastity, but to
champion promiscuity without penalty. (Apparent-
ly the “Just Say No” campaign applies only to illegal
drug use!)

Would most Christians say that the way human-
istic organizations have chosen to address the AIDS
issues is as opposed to God’s will and Law as
Dartmouth’s avowal of fornication that subse-
quently breeds this plague? Probably so, but is there
a more important issue among these two? How does
the concerned Christian discern which is the more
important of the two?

It seems that this whole matter of importance is
not really a matter of relativity-i. e., which iswe is
mom important than another-but rather one of
prevalence. In other weds, Christians are simply
asking the wrong question! There are certain issues
thtit take precedent over others+nes that are de-
seming of more immediate attention in particular
situations-but they m all impmmnt.

Many Christians, when they speak of matters of
unimpmwmce,  axe mlly  thinking of simple pmce-

\

S’UMMER
The  Staff  of &neva Mini&es
joins in wishing all of you a safe
and redid summer! M you are
near Tyler during your vacation
travels, please stop in for a visM
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dence. Would a Christian really want to admit that
any matter in this world is unkportan~  especially
since a sovereign God has predestined the minutest
of human activity? Surely nothing is unimportant to
Gd,  why then should his children believe anything
to the contrary?

Yes, matters pertaining to worship are impor-
tan~ even “robes and collars” and liturgical themes.
Yes, the immoral conduct of Dartmouth College
administrators is an important issue for Christians to
address. But how and when we approach each of
these matters is related to precedence and depends
on the demands of the immediate situation.

Consider the picketer at an abortion clinic, who
has banded together with other Christian churches to
mount an effective protest He would be blind to
precedence if he stressed the importance of liturgi-
cal themes in worship! On the other hand, the fact
that he did not speak about these matters on his
“sandwich board” does not mean that he believes
them to be unimpomnt (or that-gasp!-he’s  conl-
pmmising), but mther, that precedimce  was lacking
in that immediate Sihlation to address litur=~ di-
rectly!

So the whole discussion comes back to the
question that Christian couple posed to me? Do I
really think cefi:iin m:mem reluted to worship are
important? Yes, [ do (ml so do they, Rally, whether
they realize it or not!); but no, th:u admission doesn’t
mean that  I consequently ignore the many other
important mimers  before the Church today.
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bottom, then lar@ and finally heaven. The three-
decker world is mfernxi to in Exodus 2011, Psalm
146:6, Nehemiah 9:6 and Revelation 10:6. It is
important to see this now, because this visual three-
decker worId becomes as symbol for a threedecker
moral world hell, earth, heaven.

We have come to the wider symbolic structures
established by the wording of Genesis One. We saw
that there are two heavens in Genesis One: the
highest heave~ created on Day One, and the earthly
s~-heaven, the firmameng established on Day
Two. The sky-heaven is an image, a symbo~ a
reminder of the highest heaven. By implication, the
same thing is true of the ~ or abyss. The “deep:’
the “abyss” of the sea points beyond itself to The
Abyss, the pkice whtxe the devil and the wicked will
spend eternity. But, this Ultimate Abyss did not yet
exit in Genesis One, because neither the angels nor
men had yet sinned, and that is why it is not men-
tioned in Genesis One. Once the Ultimate Abyss was
established, however, the ocean-abyss became an
image, a symbol, a nminder of i$ just as the s&-
heaven is an image and reminder of the Ultimate
Heaven. (On the Abyss, see David Chilton, The
Days of Vengeance, p. 244.)

After the fti of man, the separation of land and
sea becomes a common symbol for the separation of
God’s peopIe and the ungodly nations of the world.
The wicked are like the mtless ~ while the
righteous m given God’s holy ‘ereti to dwell in. As
the chaotic sea tries constantly to eat the land so the
gentiles try to invade and unmvel God’s cosmic
‘ereti or&r. In the Old Testameng the nations =
fi-equently pictured in terms of the sea (cf. e.g., 2
Sam 22:4-5; Ps. 65:7-8; IS. 4:3Q 17:12-13; 57:~,
Jer. 6:23). To protect His people, God at various
times defeated the oceanic nations, and bounded
them (Jer. 5:22 Ps. 74:13; Job 26:10-12).

In the Old Testameng God revealed His ways
through His priestly people, who lived in His lad
Thus, the Old Testament is concerned almost exclu-
sively with land animals. The prophets and kings am
kumers, shephed~ he&men. We mad very little
about fish, except in gentile contexts, such as the
book of Jonah, or the prophecy against the Tymn
ship of state in Ezekiel 27. This changes as soon as
we get to the gospds. Here all is fish, fisherman, and
the sea of Galilee. In Acts as well, we we involved
with the sea It all clearly points to the gospel’s going
to the gentiles. The book of Revelation consistently
speaks of Isrxl in terms of land and emh, and the
gentiles in terms of the sea (on this see Chilton’s

Days  of Vengeancq and on Rev. 18, Jotdan’s Reve-
htion Mu& Practical).

It often is the “gathering of the sea into one
place” that makes that “land” visible. When the
wicked gather together against God and His people
He vindicates us and clef- them (Psalm 2). And
notice the language of Revelation 208-9? “[Satan]
will deceive the nations which = in the fm~
of the earth, Gog Ence] and Magog @eople], to
gather them together for the wr, the number of
them islikethesandof  thes~. ~they-~on
the broad expanse of the earth  and summnded the
camp of the saints . ...” God said in the beginning that
is w= “g~’ fm sea and land to be separa~ and
at the end He will remove the “moral sea” from the
land and put them into the Ultimate Abyss (Rev.
20: 15).
Leithart, continuedj$vm  page 3
action takes place in a liturgical context. Jesus said
‘-womkm~ti@hmy Name,
there I am in the midst of them” (ML 18:20). This
verse is usually, and quite properly, used to prove
that Christ Himself is present among us in worship.
But the context of this saying is Jesus’ description of
Chumh discipline. This verse is comected to the
pmzeding discussion of Church discipline by the
conjunction “fa.” Thus, it explains how it can be
said that the judgments of the Chumh are the judg-
ments of heaven. It is possible to speak in these terms
because Christ Himself is personally present in His
Umrch, declaring heavenly judgment through her.
Paul obviously had Jesus’ saying in mind when he
urged the Corinthians to cast the immoml man fim
the Church (1 ~r. 5:6).

Recognition of the judicial character of the cor-
porate womhip helps us to understand its central
place in the life of the church and in the life of the
world. Worship is not a means of coping with the
problems of evayiay life, nor a time apart fbr rest
and recupemtion.  Rather, it is a central work of the
Church, and work that has the most profound impact
on the world.

Tell Your Friends
about Geneva

Review!

11 We’re always looking for new ~ple m
minister to. IXm’t keep us a sxmt!
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An American lhwn  by
John W. - Whitchcad.
(crossway Books, 1987).
222 ~gcs, indCX, bibliog-
raphy. S7.95 @b).
ReW by Michael R.

vk’fimk I “l”’’’”’” -. .
G.K. ~SICrlOfl  rcmadccd  in 1922 that

America is “a nation with the soul of a
church. . .thc CXdy nation in the world that
is founded  onacrccd.  Thatcr@k  set
follh  with dogmatic and Cvcn theological
lucidity in the Kkdamtion  of Indcpcnd-
cncc.” Anycme ftiliar  witi the early
history of our nation knows ChcStcrton’s
obscmation  to be remarkably accurate in
his analogy.

John W. Whitchcad, noted  Constitu-

tional  attomcy and author of 11 books,
including Tk Sewnd American Revolu-
tbn aqd Th Stealing of Amen”ca,  has
written an excellent book detailing the
profound inipact  religion played “in the
founding of this Counhy.  In this year of
the bicentennial of the constitution, this
bookisawekmrnc  sight inthcmidstofa
barmge o f  sclfkonsciously  sccukrizcd
VcrSions  of America’s C@ days

Readers of The Genewz Re}~ am by
andlargc f*withthe  basic  thmstof
Whitchcad’s mcssag~ that & that at the
colt?  of America’s “soul” (to borrow
Chcstcrton’s  analogy) lies a worldvicw
that blossomed out of the fertile soil of k
Rcfbnnation  in the SCVCIltCCnth  (ZrUy.
Momthan  anyothnation  inrnodcm
history, America was purposefully
founded as a Christian nation. Our found-
ing fathcm SaW their p~SC  as establish-
ing a “city on a hill,” from which the
bIcssings  of Christ wouId spread to all
pm of Ihc world.

Furthermore,  YOU WC ilWMC “lht

America has undergone a dramatic shift
away fmm this Chri.s(ian woddvicw. A
philosophy of .sccularism has taken over
Lhis  nation, leaving in its w&c a rising I.idc
of moral, social, and spiritual dcgcncr-
acy.”

In other wads, you may bc ymvning  to
your.self and saying, “Yeah, 1 know...1
know. [’vc hard  it all bcfom. So what’?
Just bcc:msc  our nation wm Christian
docsn’t  rcall y hdp us uxiuy.  Wc can’t go
bwk M h scvcntccmh  or cightccmh  ccn-
turics.  This txx)k sounds like IIW swnc
thing Whil.chcad  wKM42 in The Second

Arwricun  Revolution and T/u .Mm/ing of
America.”

You may not have cxpmsscd  that .scnti-
mcng but I ccrlainly  did when I mccivcd
this book  fmrn the publi.shcr fw mvicw.  I
like John Whitchcad, but enough is
enough. Quite frankly, I W* wrong.

‘l”his  really  is u good twok. WhhChd
builds the book around whnt he calls “the
American llcam~ hcncc the title. Whitc-
hd writes hit the founding of America
gmw out of this drmrn.  ‘The American
dram consists of Ihrcc basic fundamental
concepts. They arc righs rcsi.stance, and
a future optimism as they arc undcrgidcd
by the traditional religion... .Tlwsc thmc
themes run throughout (he histmy of this
counhy. Their cuncnt demise is peculiar
to modcrnday  America” @p. 18-19).

Whitchcad  spends  Ihcmajorpart Of&
book detailing how these three principks
were worked out religiously in colonial
America Drawing upon a wmhh of mate-
rial, hc masterfully weaves a mlativcly
complctc picture of early America and lhc
deeply held religious convictions that
undergird our founding documcnk

Just as Whitchcad develops three
ti~Ihavc  IJKccmasonstomcom-
mcndthis  booktoourrcadcm.

l%s~  it’s a pretty hard hitting book.
Whk%cad  domn’t pull many punchcS. It
willdoyour  hcartgoodtoaa~
m*ofwMmm@fo~
outworking of the Rcf*n on this
contincnL Now you may not agree with
everything written, I ccrtaidy didn’~ but
Whitchcad  does a good job of pmsm.ing
tic fxts in historical COIUCXL  and he dots
itinancasy  torcadstylc.

Second, as far as I tiW, John whitc-
hcad is not postmillennial. He as much as
sayssoatone  point inthcbo&However,
he admimbly  presents the pmtmillcnial
faith SkK!d by many Of our t?dy fOund-
ers. Once again it is very rckhing  to scc
the stmtcgic  impwtancc  of an Optimtic
view of his~. “In such a pattcm of
history, God would have to operate
through cctlain nations. The old conccp
tion of a ‘chasm people,’ called to fight
the battles of k Lot7i,  W= nxivcd” (p.
13 1). I particularly enjoyed a quotation
from a sermon by Rcvcmnd Sarnucl Sher-
wood given during the revolutionary war,
“GcxI  Almighty, witi all the powers of
heaven, am on our side... .Gmat numbers
of angels, no doum m Cncampcd  round
our coasts, for our dc~cncc  and pmtcction.
Michcl  stands nxdy,  with all k artillery
d heaven, to cncountcr  the dmgon,  and to
vanquish this black host” (p. 13 I ). Thc

irony is (hat insmI of a minislcr  ddnx-

ing the army of a tyrant  seeking to U&c
awdy a nation’s flccdom, the same senti-
ment  might bc heard fmrn a pulpit to(k]y
condemning the - ~smult of ~ Su-
pmmc Court or the WC Attorney Gen-
eral !

My third reason is Whitch@’s expltt-
nation of the pK)ccss that took phcc in
turning the founding M.hcr’s biblically
based dream into the secular dream (ruKi
tha~  “nightmam”)  of the twentieth cen-
tury. Hc mcognims a decline in the early
days of our republic, but (hen f~usc..  on
the events sumunding the CMI War as
pivo(al in the dcvclopmcnt  of the secular
&mm. Whitchcad  accumtcly  mscsscs the
fixt that with the CKil  War, civil religion
was rwalorizcd  with rww therms  of
death, sacrifk, and XCbti. Most nohbly
this is seen in the Iifc and death of Lincoln.

WMchcad writcs  “Nowhcm  is it stat-
ed mom biblically h in the Gettysburg
Address, which as Ixcn called part of tic
Lm!nian ‘New Tcsmmcnt’  among the
civil scriptures. Hc goes on to point OU1
that Lincoln was insistent in his usc of
bti images  in this speech explicitly
devoted to “these honored dcd” Onc
finds phrases such as “brought fti;’
“conceived,” “crcatcd,” and “IICW  bifi  of
fkcdom” throughout the address Hc then
quotes at Icngth  fbm historian Robcfi
Lowell.

The GUlyshurg A&ksisa symtdicandsaaa-
mcnlalaur lsvdalquali lyislcsmana Cunbind
with a logical, miller of facq prosaic bfcvily . . ..In
hisuds, uncdrlsymblidyapx  lhc
Uliulsddimd.ly “did-end ashcllimsdfws
somdytodic.B yhiswads,h cgavcthefikkiof
baukasymbdic  signikmcethatk hadl adcal rw
usdour(xnauxy, hcldl Jcfkram*s iddd

flU&xnand cqualilyj&l@l  tothc WStidl-
cialauof  &ahadti Ibclicvc this isa
Incanhlg hatgocab cycdseuorldgiln 8ndbc-
mi==d-,-um~dmtiwx
a ddkngq cbstade d ham” @. 143-144).

Whitchcad  insightfully wcs ‘Me shift
Gom a Hcbmic symbdsm  to a ‘Chris-
*’ .~bolism  but witit  any scclarian
unpkmon”  (p. 144). Hc goes on to sny
‘The Gettysburg symbolism-’ tiosc
who gave their lives, that tit nation
might livc’— is ‘Christian’ wilhout hav-
ing anyding specifically to do witi Chris-
tianity” (p. 144). With the death of Lin-
coln, Whitchcwi  notes, ‘VW theme of
.sacrillcc  was fmm here on indelibly writ-
mn into civil  religion” (p. 144).  ‘This ncw
symbolism soon found both ritualistic
and physical cxprc~ion  with the cs~lb
Ii.shmcm  of Mmoriul IMy and Ihc finmd-
ing of nmional  ccmctcrics  lhc most fa-
rnows  being Arlington NatiwuJ  @nC~IY
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lccatcd  just ouLside  of Washiqyon,  D.C.

Whitchcwi  is comet in his assessment
Wit this shift from biblical religion to
civil  religion is clearly at the mot of our
cmrcnl  crisis — “.. with fic *mcnt
and cntrcnchmcnt  of the newly sccular-
imi civil religion and the demise of the
private morals of CMstku@,  we have
scxn  Ihc demise of the American society”
(p. lW. This, of cours3,  has lead to the
.sccularizing tendency in every aspect of
American life when religion is banished
10 Lhc “private sector” and forbidden from
informing any ma of public life.

Although a good book in every other
~vay, An hn”can Dream brinks down at
IIw end, and I would be remiss if I didn’t
nhm.ion  it, After doing a masterful job of
dc.scribing  what has brought us to the
present morass wc fmd ourselves in,
W%itchcad docsn’t have any d answcm
or solutions. While I agree with him that
‘% spiritual  superficial.ity marks much of
modcm religion”, and that “contcmpe
ra.ry Christianity is more waving of arms
and contcntless  sermons and ‘Christian’
writings than thinking”, and that basically
m odc m Christianity “has gone
‘ mind.less’’’(p. 167), I ftil to fmd a clearly
~[iculatcd solution. Whitehead  says
America must regain hcr soul, but he
nowhere outlines what steps must be ta-
ken to do that. The best that he ofkrs is

some utopian dream of “atheists, agnos-
tics, and believers puUing  togcthcx”  so
that we all “can see that freedom prevails”
(p. 174). To put it mildly, that’s not good
enough.

Don’t let this last chapter discmmge
you horn buying the book, An American
Dreurn is well worlh  the effort!

Men and Matige
by George Gilder.
(Pelican Publishing
Company, 1986). 219
pages. S 15.95 (HB).
Reviewed by iblichwl
R. Cik[mp.

right now. Men und ,W(m”ugc k that
good.

Men and MurrLxge  is a cornplctc rwi-
sion of Gikicr’s  earlier work, Send Suf”-
ckk?. published in 1973, S(xud ~U”Ci&?’$
main premise was that “the dillbmccs
bctwmn the sexes arc the single most
important fwt of human society,” and that
“thedrivct  odcnythcm-  inlhcmcof
women’s liberation, markd openness,
sexual equality, erotic consumption, or
homosexual romanticism — must be one
of WC most quixotic crusades in the his-
tory of the species” (p. vii). As onc of the
most substantial and pctrating  critiques
of the feminist movement and its politics,
Scw.ud  Suici& remains a Iandrnti  study
even to this day.

In the M thirteen ycus, however, the
feminist movement has undmgone severe
setbacks. The centml  themes of Sexuuf
Suicide, nevertheless, remain vitally
important. ‘Though rc@ting feminist
politics and lesbian posturing, American
culture has absorbed the underlying ide-
ology like a qmnge. The principal tenets
of sexual liberation or SXual  Iibcmlism
— the obsolescence of masculinity and
femininity of sex roles, and of hctcroscx-
ual monogamy as the moral norm — hm
diffused through the system and become  a
part of America’s cmventional  wisdom”
(p. ix). kfen d Marriage picks up whcm
Sexual Suicitk  left off. Hcncc, our gmti-
tude to Gikkx for complc~ly revising the
book and reissuing what amounts to an
entirely new book.

Gilder examines the fundarncnti ten-
ets of marriage and family life, and argues
that both am essential to men. Without the
boundaries of these social units, mcn tend
to be less successful and more prone to
mental and sdd difficulties. Hc un-
equivocally attacks the modem myth of
Ihc single man as a s}mbol of Iiccdom and
powcc  “The single man. The naked
nomad in the bcdroorns  of the land. The
cclcbri[y at the party, comhd by eyes of
envy and desire. The hero of the Ilhn and
television dmrna:  cool, violcn~  sensuous,
fugitive, free” (p. 61). Giklcr  shows that
this  image is w far mmovcd  Ik)m rcalily
as Rumbo is trom tic nil i t i c s  of tic
Vidn;uTI  W:W. Hc says,  “.. .lhc single man
is px)r  and ncurr)tic.  Hc is dispowd  to
crinlindi[y,  (hgs. and vi(d~mcc. Hc i s
irrcs~xmsilllc :hmt hls dc}lLs, Axh)lic,
:Ic-c id~m[-pn  m’. and w.wcplihk  h) (tis-
LLu’.  ( :nlcss  k cm III;wj,  k i s  (d”kn
dc’slinuj k) d m )Alul  :uI(I dldwvi;kxi
Ii[i”  (p. 62). (N” cxww,  ( ;Illl(’r r~~ognws
thL*ru  M-U cx~.~’ptif  ms, hul ;LS u ndc ‘Ww
h;k.hck)r  pdl[crn Is ovc’r~vllc.lllllllgly

marked by a lack of sustained commit-
ment  and L~k of oricruation tnvard the
futufc” ~. 62). Hc ZU&Xs tit “tis sW-
dmmc of tk single man’* is at the bottom
of some Othcnvi.sc baffling social phc-
nomcw fm hOmOscxuality  to ghetto
unemployment.

Men und Murriage offers numerous
examples of these trends in American life.
One of the biggest casualties, ~ording
to Gilder, has been the black family. The
problems besetting these families —
poverty, violcncc, educational failure,~g ~&-tion —Ca.nbc dircctlyticdto
familial breakdowns. The black father is
not encouraged m participate in fhmily
Iifc because the state wClLm3  system
rewards unwed mothers and broken hrni-
lies. Thus, black men 10.sc the cs.scntial
fome that motivates them to achieve —
the well-being of their farnilics.

I could goon and on with examples of
the brilliant insights in this book, but I
don’t have space. In summary, three main
features recommend this book to Genevu
Re}iew  readers.

First, Men und h4amiuge  gives an ex-
cellent summary of the current version of
h pagan work.iview.  Gilder presents one
of the finest analyses of 20th century
civilizuion  from a sociological pcrspcc-
tivc hit I have read. This book will repay
you many times over in understanding
modcm cuhurc.

Second, Gilder addmsscs  an issue that
is critical to the survival of civilization:
the family. Hc dots so in such a clear way
that even a skeptic will be forced to con-
clude that only a return to traditional
family values can stem tic tide of disaster.

And (bird, Men and Marrh8e is onc of
the finest dcfcnscs  of a Christian view
monogamy and burn.an sexuality that  I
hwe come across. His devastation of
feminist myths and mcdcm sexual lit3cm-
tionist  idcolob~ is a rnarvcl  to read. Al-
tiough ,Ven ad ,Vfurriage is not ovcrdy
Christian, Gikicr is obviously gnmtly
inilucnccd  by a wcjl-grounded Biblical
mordi[y.

The I.iirtit  (Her Hook by Kevin Lcman.
(Fleming H. Revel Company, 1984). 191
pages, bibliography and rcsourcc  guide.
S 10.05 (H B). A’cvimwf by ltfichd R.
Cii.cm~tp

TIIIS  is  m :~bw)lu[ciy  l;Lwin:ting  Ixx)k.
Kcvm [ .CHIMI  IS u WCII known Chr i s t ian
pS}’~h( )h)~l\l  N ho tUL\ dp[X’~U12d On ITIdfly
n:lli(m:lll  y i> n(iic’dul  Wlcvisi(m  and mdio
shtn~rs  inclut!ing  JWnCS  fli}qm’s  Fo(:m
(  ~n [h’ r(unl[b M(I I’/u! 7(MI CM. w’
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Birth Order Book, sub-
titled ‘Why You ~
the Wtiy You AR,” is a
hC@fti book for ChriS-
ti families X cv~
sfa~c Of- dcvclOpmcnt
and glwllll,  from ncw-
Iywcds u) grandpar-
ents.

[f you arc unfamiliar with the work that
has been done with btnh odcr, you’re in
for a A treat. Studies have shown that
your biilh order — whtir you wcm born
li~ middle, or last in your family — has
a powerful influcncc on the kind of person
you wiI1 bc, the kind of person you will
many, the type of occupation you choose,
and even the kind of parent you will b.
Lcman pnxcnts  hs findings in an easy to
read style, and fm a sclf+mn.sciously
Christian pcrspcctivc.  Hc will show you
the major chamctcristics  of your binh
order, and in so doing he pmvidcs helpful
insights into your own pcnmality  as well
LLS the pcrsonaiitics  of your wife (or hus-
band) and chikh-cn.

If you arc like me, and have “child
di.sciplinc”  b@s coming out of the kazoo

(I think my wife and I have every ChriS-

t.kln “chdd di.sciplinc” book published
since the I 7th ccrmuy),  you will really
enjoy Ibis Ixx)k.  Lcman, better than any
ot,hcr Family expert I’ve cncountcrcd, pm-
vidcs a txdanccd, wholistic  fmrncwork  for
disciplining children, while at the same
time allowing for an individual child’s
unique naxk.  Too often ~ ~t-
mcn~ unwittingly pmcnt  an “assembly
line” appro~h  to child discipline. Lcman,
with his birth order model, offers parents
a way of viewing each child as an individ-
ual. His model provides fm the different
needs a first born or a last born may have.

Even if you don’t have any children, I
cncouragc  you to pick up a mpy of this
book. It’s a ml gcm!

Geting the Word Out
by Theodore Bachr.
(Harper & Row,
1986). 337 pa&,
indexed.S17.95
(HB). Reviewed by
,Michael R. Giktrap.

Theodore Bxhr, past pmsidcnt  of the

Episcopal Radio and Tckv&n  Folm&-
tion and currently the chairman  of the
boiud of Good News Commtiom
and vice president of the Center for Tele-
vision in the Humanities, has done the
Church a scrvicc in putting this book to-
gether. Subtitled “How to Communicate
the Gos@ in Today’s World;’  Bachr
dmws upon ycam of cxpcricncc in mass
media to give to the paslor, Christian
worker, or Iaypmon a cmsh course in
communication as well as a very useful
guide in bringing gmatcr media pwcr [O
the local chumh  or religious ministry.

Getting Ihe Word Out is packed chock-
full witi information on how to usc all
forms of media effixtivcly,  whether it is
as simple as a ncwslcucr  or as complex as
putting together a public affairs video
program. Regardless of your particular
calling as a Christian, Getting the Word
Oul will no~ only give you a primer on the
W of rn.uss media in our mcdcm  society
(W, radio, etc.), but more impo~tly,
Bachr presents an excellent trcau-ncnt on
IJE art of communication itself. This book
is litcmlly  a gold mine. I highly mcom-
mend it!

Grad, cotuiwed  @n pge 1

your friendly neighborhood pharmacy
and buy some antibiotics. Got a baby?
Head on down to your &icnd.ly neighbor-
hood ptiy and bUy WXIIC  RU436.

The purveyors of cosmetic conveni-
ence will gladly cure whatever ails you,
abiding by the lx--t  tmdit.ions  of the @an
Clcct.

A study conducted by US News and
World Report two years ago mvca.lcd thii
divorce among cvangclicd Christians
was increasing al double the r~tc of the
population at large. There is a divorce
revofufion  going  on in the “born-again”
community, but pastm in MuWo, Cdi-
fomia, arc not taking it lying  down.

In an cxtriiordinary  display of solidarity
and unity, pastom  in Modesto have a(iop
td a community-wide maniagc  policy to
slcm tic rising tide, the tidd wave of
di vorcc  in t.heir congregations. Bcl icvcd
to bc the Iimt 0( its kind in the nalion, the
policy  makes it inlinitcly  tougher to get
marrd.  Sibmcd by sixty-thmc  different
clcrk~mcn,  the ncw agrccmcnl  mandates
:i Iiwr m(m[h minimum waiting period
h!i)rc couples can hc mw-ricd. During
Ihd[ time they :W to compld.c  ;it k.ast  two
prcw urital  ~-txmcling scssifms,  cv;llua-

tivc testing, Biblical instruction, f-id
managemcn~  catcxhism classes and -as
nccdcd-  marital instruction km a ma-
ture married couple. The policy in facg
takes a bold step backward in time, adopt-
ing standards of discipline and responsi-
bility  vimally unhcwd  of among evan-
gclicals for nigh on two ccnturics.

Like the lcadm in the early Chumh, the
Bpm.inc  Church, the Medieval Church,
and the Reformed Church, the pastors in
Modcsu  realized the ethical and catcchc-
tical boundaries had to b established,
that llwy wcm respodde,  that the sheep
had IO ShCphCKkd.

Strike another blow for dominion faith
against an autonomous, antinomian, indi-
vidualistic religion.

The Vanishing Family
For years the question IXM &n ban-

tered Axxtl as d kind of rhctorkal  scare
lactic: [s the lrditiond Amcrimn  Lunily
vanishing’? NtJw il appcam thal Ihc qucs-
tkm is rwithcr rhetorical nor laclical;  it is
obs(kccnt.

The tradititm:ll  ~;un 11 y is not vanishing
imy kmgc’r m Amcncan sccic[y. 1[ has :til
hul v;u]idkx!.  Auctm!ing tAJ ;l rcpml just
rdc:d hy the u .S. BurLau of the C’cn-

SUS, the traditional household, onc in
which the fathers serves as the breadwin-
ner, the mother serves as homemaker, and
the children serve as tinccs,  now ac-
counls  for only four pmcnt of all U.S.
households. Only four pcrccnt!  In 1950
this kind of family situation accourttcd for
over eighty pcrccnt of all American
households. I%w we’re down to four pcr-
cent’?!

By contms~ the number of single-par-
ent farnilics  has grown sixty-nine percent
from 1973 to 1985. Less than a generation
ago, in 1950, this kind of family sitimtion
accounted for less W eight pcrccnt of all
the households in tic land.

Clearly, we arc no Iongcr witnessing a
revolution in the arena of the farrdy.  The
revolution IUS already come and gone. So
Ict’s stop kidding our.selves. As advocalcs
O( the traditional American family, of
Christi:m values, wc aren’t trying to prc-
.scrvc somclh ing, wc aren’t conwwiw
dchmlcrs 01 tic -status  quo. Wc arc cn-
tirciy out of step, out of wnc, and out of
Iinc with the disastrt)us  statuS  quo. WC arc
pr(oywsive.s.  Wc m rccon!slrUctionisLs.
Thus, our conccm is not .s0 much with
prc.scming  tic vanishing family  As it is
with cnu(-)ufaging  the cmcnging  family.
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