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Devotion: “Sovereign Lord, as you have promised, you now 
dismiss your servant in peace.  For my eyes have seen your 
salvation, which you have prepared in the sight of all peo-
ple,  a light for revelation to the Gentiles and for glory to 
your people Israel.”  Luke 2:29-32 
 

FEATURES 

ARTICLES  

Sarah’s Daughters 

Run For Glory 

Presbyterian Agenda 

Mission Briefs 

Interaction 

Caleb’s Club 

Bible Study 

Blogging About 

Church Life 

From the Archives 

Search Work 

Covenant and 

Commandment 
5 

Love and Its 

Relations 
6 

Web Watch 

Media Watch 

DON’T FORGET DON’T FORGET DON’T FORGET DON’T FORGET        

Subscriptions 
For 

2008 
ARE NOW DUE. 

ISSN 0729-3542 

 

                                              THE VIRGIN BIRTH    
The Virgin Birth of Jesus is brought before us in Matthew 1:22-23. Strictly speaking we 
should speak about the Virgin Conception of Jesus rather than the "Virgin Birth". Both 
Mary and Joseph had been told that the conception will take place without Joseph's 
involvement at all. It’s at the point of conception that the uniqueness of the Lord Jesus 
is emphasized, not at the point of birth. As far as we can see, the actual birth of Jesus, 
considered by itself - was quite natural. And so, a better way of expressing what hap-
pened would be to say that the conception was supernatural; the birth was natural [J. 
G. Machen, The Virgin Birth, p 260] And yet we can also speak about a Virgin Birth 
because it was a virgin who conceived and finally, at the appointed time, gave birth to 
a child.  
 
This teaching of the Word of God has not been without its skeptics - although in these 
days of surrogate motherhood, and test tube babies, something of the miraculous na-
ture of the event has been lost. A mother having a baby without male involvement no 
longer astonishes. But when we remember that this is 2000 years ago and when we 
remember that there was no male involvement whatsoever, the miraculous nature still 
comes to the fore. And because it's a miracle it has been subjected to a great deal of 
scrutiny, and a great deal of skepticism by those who rule out in advance the very pos-
sibility of a miracle. In looking at it we consider three things: It was [1] Predicted in the 
OT; [2] Presupposed by the NT Teaching about Jesus; and finally, it’s  [3] Precious to 
the People of God. 
 
                           IT WAS PREDICTED IN THE OLD TESTAMENT.  
First of all, the Virgin birth of Jesus was predicted in the OT. Here in verses 22-23 we 
have the evangelist's inspired comment about the Supernatural conception of Jesus. It 
was, he says, the fulfillment of the prophecy given in Isaiah 7:14, 700 years before Je-
sus came: "Therefore the Lord himself will give you a sign: The virgin will be with child, 
and will give birth to a son, and will call him Immanuel." This quotation from Isaiah 
raises two issues  - one more serious than the other. 
 
The first - and the most important issue - is the application of these words. If Matthew 
had not used them, perhaps we would think twice about applying them to Jesus' Birth. 
If you look closely at the context here in Isaiah you will see that they form a sign that 
was to be given to Ahaz in the face of opposition from Israel and Syria. He wouldn't 
ask for a sign to confirm God's promise of protection so Isaiah says the Lord will give 
him one. And the prophecy goes on in verse 16: " ..before  the boy knows enough to 
reject the wrong and chose the right, the land of the two kings you dread will be laid 
waste." The question immediately raises itself: How could something that was going to 
happen 700 years later possibly be a sign to Ahaz? A sign to Ahaz, it would seem, 
would have to appear during the lifetime of Ahaz!  
 
It isn't possible to solve in a few minutes difficulties that have exercised the best com-
mentators down through the years! However, let me mention two explanations that are 
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very attractive. [1] One explanation is to see a change of 
subject at verse 16. We have to remember that Isaiah had 
with him at this point his own son, Shear - Jashub [verse 
3]. And so the suggestion is that there's a change from 
speaking about the Son of the Virgin to speaking about 
Shear - Jasub. That is, before he's very old - perhaps 11 
or 12 - the threat that Ahaz faces from Pekah [Israel] and 
Rezin [Syria] will be gone. This explanation is favoured by 
such noble names as Matthew Henry, Matthew Poole, and 
E.J.Young. 
 
[2] But still this does not seem to answer the other ques-
tion involved here: How could the Birth of Jesus be a sign 
to Ahaz? What meaning would these words have for him? 
This leads to another way of looking at these words. That 
is, that here we have to take ourselves back, without the 
benefit of our knowledge - to Ahaz. If we were told that - 
we would have to conclude that in the future - perhaps the 
very near future - before this happens, the Lord will deal 
with his enemies. In other words, Ahaz would be in the 
same position as we are with regards to prophecy. We 
don't know exactly when, but we do know it will happen, 
and that it may happen soon. And so, the 
promise of a sign becomes an incentive 
to faith and action. In this case, in God's 
timing, the first sign was a long time in 
coming - but God's word is true: Before - 
indeed as it turns out - a long time before 
the boy grew up, the enemies of God's 
People would be destroyed. 
 
While these explanations don't solve all 
the difficulties, they help us put them in 
perspective. And, of course, the use of 
the words in Matthew put beyond ques-
tion their reference to Jesus and to the 
Virgin Birth. The Lord finally and ultimately did give the 
greatest sign possible to an unbelieving people and an 
unbelieving world concerning his faithfulness and love: A 
Virgin did conceive and bring forth a Son, and he was Im-
manuel - "God with us". If we doubt God's love and faith-
fulness we must look at that sign God has given. 
 

IT IS PRESUPPOSED IN THE REST OF THE NT 
The second thing to mention about the Virgin Birth of Je-
sus is that it’s Presupposed in the Rest of the NT.  
 

The Critics 
Critics of the Virgin Birth are often quick to point out that 
it’s only here and in Luke that we have any reference to it. 
It’s not specifically mentioned by Mark or John; it formed 
no part of the Apostolic preaching recorded in Acts; and 
the Apostle Paul makes no reference to it. And so, it’s ar-
gued, the Early Church didn't bother about it, and probably 
didn't know about it either. But surely this is a silly sort of 
argument! Just because its not mentioned everywhere, 
and emphasized everywhere, doesn’t mean that it wasn’t 
accepted and believed.  The account here and in Luke is 
quite clear. How many times do we need to be told a thing 
before we'll believe it! Surely it’s sufficient that God only 
needs to tell us something once – and that should be suffi-
cient for us. I know some people are hard of hearing, and 
understanding – and have to be told things over and over 
again. But when we’re dealing with God, and God’s Word, 
we ought to be far more careful. If he tells us something 

once, that should be more than sufficient for us. 
 
But there's another way of looking at this lack of reference 
to the Virgin Birth in the NT that's equally important. Is it 
not possible - and more likely - that its not mentioned be-
cause it was never questioned. The NT believers - and the 
NT writers - held the most exalted views of the Lord Je-
sus. He was like no other man that ever lived: God in hu-
man form, the Lord of Glory. Is it not likely that the early 
Christians took for granted that such a unique person had 
a unique entrance into the world - and when Mary told her 
story there was no question of it at all. And if it was univer-
sally accepted within the Christian Community, is it any 
wonder that it doesn't become the subject of discussion 
and debate. Its only when things become an issue that 
they find their way into the news, and into print. 
 

It Harmonizes with the Person of Christ.  
But the NT conception of the Person of Christ not only 
explains the comparative lack of references to the Virgin 
Birth in the NT. I think it also explains why the Virgin birth 
did not – and indeed may not – feature prominently in the 

preaching and Evangelism of the Early 
Church. It didn’t feature prominently 
simply because it’s the Person of 
Christ that makes the Virgin Birth 
meaningful, logical, and understand-
able. When people have the right view 
of Christ then it’s easy to accept the 
Virgin Birth. If you separate the Virgin 
Birth from the Person of Christ then it 
becomes difficult and meaningless. 
So, the early Church in its preaching 
and teaching focused attention on the 
glory of the person of Christ – and 
when we see who he is, and what He 

is, then the Virgin Birth fits naturally into the whole picture 
of Jesus [See Machen, op. cit. p267].  
 
And isn’t there a lesson here for us? The Virgin Birth of 
Jesus must not be isolated from the NT presentation of 
Jesus. Even further, it must not be allowed to eclipse the 
NT presentation of Jesus. We must proclaim him as Sav-
iour and Lord. And when he’s seen as such – as the One 
who came, and died, and rose again for our sins – then 
the Virgin Birth fits naturally and fully into this total picture 
of Jesus. Along with all the other Supernatural aspects of 
the Gospel – our Lord’s miracles, and his Resurrection 
from the dead – this is the supernatural aspect at the very 
beginning – his virgin conception in the womb of the virgin 
Mary. As B.B. Warfield comments: “The supernatural 
Christ, and the supernatural salvation carry with them the 
inevitable consequence, the supernatural birth.” [Quoted 
by W.Hendriksen, Commentary, p143]. 
  

 IT IS PRECIOUS TO THE PEOPLE OF GOD.   
And this brings us to the final point I want to touch on to-
day: This Teaching is Precious to the People of God.. 

 

It Concerns the Bible. 
It’s precious because its taught in the Scriptures of the Old 
and New Testaments. To attack it, or deny it, is to attack 
the Word of God – and to call into question the authority of 
the Bible. It’s to refuse the Christ offered to us in the Gos-

 
 

“It’s the Person of Christ 
that’s makes the Virgin 

Birth meaningful,         
logical, and                     

understandable.        
When people have the 

right view of Christ then 
it’s easy to accept the  

Virgin Birth. ”  
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THE [NOT SO] GOLDEN COMPASS 
 The following e-mail has been received from a number 
of sources and it deserves to be given wide circulation. 
We are more than happy to reproduce it.  
 
Subject: Children & Atheism in new Christmas movie. 
 

There will be a new children's movie out in December 
called "The Golden Compass".  The movie has been 
described as "atheism for kids" and is based on the first 
book of a trilogy entitled "His Dark Materials" that was 
written by Phillip Pullman.  Pullman is a militant atheist 
and secular humanist who despises C. S. Lewis and the 
"Chronicles of Narnia".  His motivation for writing this 
trilogy was specifically to counteract Lewis' symbolisms 
of Christ that are portrayed in the Narnia series.   
 

Clearly, Pullman's main objective is to bash Christianity 
and promote atheism.  Pullman left little doubt about his 
intentions when he said in a 2003 interview that "my 
books are about killing God."  He has even stated that 
he wants to "kill God in the minds of children".  It has 
been said of Pullman that he is "the writer the atheists 
would be praying for, if atheists prayed."  
 

While "The Golden Compass" movie itself may seem 
mild and innocent, the books are a much different 
story.  In the trilogy, a young streetwise girl becomes 
enmeshed in an epic struggle to ultimately defeat the 
oppressive forces of a senile God.  Another character, 
an ex-nun, describes Christianity as "a very powerful 
and convincing mistake."  In the final book, characters 
representing Adam and Eve eventually kill God, who at 
times is called YAHWEH.  Each book in the trilogy gets 
progressively worse regarding Pullman's hatred of Jesus 
Christ.  
 

"The Golden Compass" is set to premier on December 
7, during the Christmas season (and staring Nicole Kid-
man), and will probably be heavily advertised. 

Promoters hope that unsuspecting parents will take their 
children to see the movie, that they will enjoy the movie, 
and that the children will want the books for Christmas. 
 

Please consider a boycott of the movie and the books. 
Also, pass this information along to everyone you know 
(including church leaders).  This will help to educate par-
ents, so that they will know the agenda of the movie.  I 
am sending this to those of you who have kids or friends 
with kids, grandkids or have influence with kids. So 
many things today are darkness concealed in what ap-
pears to be innocent.  
 

Don't let kids see "The Golden Compass."  
 

CELEBRATING CHRISTMAS. 
Clifford A Wilson, writing in the “New Life” Christian 
newspaper, comments on the birth date of Jesus. He 
says : “I have now been told three seemingly convincing 
dates for the birth of Christ. One is based on the priestly 
duties arranged for Zechariah, John the Baptist's father. 
It is very drawn out and conjectural and suggests possi-
bilities: if ... if ... It still gives the date of 5 BC but not 
fitting in with the time the lamb would be selected for 
Passover. The second gives the date of 3 BC but as 
that is after the usually accepted date of 4 BC for the 
death of Herod, I cannot accept it. The third is April, 5 
BC …... I still think it is the most likely. However, date-
setting is always problematic.” [New Life, 25th October, 
2007, p9] 
 

Dr. Wilson underlines the problems besetting the dating 
of our Lord’s Birth. And in the light of it, it seems precari-
ous, and perhaps audacious, to declare the 25th Decem-
ber as our Lord’s Birthdate. This is especially the case 
when we know that the 25th of December has its back-
ground in the pagan Roman celebration of the “rebirth” 
of the Sun in mid winter in the northern hemisphere. And 
added to that is the complete silence in the New Testa-
ment about the celebration of Jesus’ birth. There’s no 
indication of any direction, command, suggestion, or 
example of its celebration. 

BLOGGING ABOUT... 

pel and go about making our own Christ. That’s not Chris-
tian submission to the Scriptures. 
 

It Concerns Christ.  
Again, it’s precious because it involves the Glory of our 
Saviour. It’s good for us to be reminded that our Saviour 
is like us – one with us: the sharer of our nature, and able 
to understand us in all our weaknesses. But its also good 
for us to be reminded that he is unlike us – especially with 
respect to sin and guilt - and the Virgin Birth focuses our 
attention on that. Yes, he is bone of our bone, and flesh of 
our flesh. But he is also the Lord of Glory, the Eternal Son 
of God. And the fact that he’s without sin, doesn’t make 
him less understanding. It makes him more, because his 
own sensitivities have not been dulled by sin, like ours. 
 

It Concerns Our Salvation  
It’s also precious because it concerns our salvation. Be-
cause he came into the world differently, He’s an all – 
sufficient and Perfect Saviour and High Priest. He need 
not offer sacrifices first for his own sins, but by one offer-
ing he has perfected forever those who are being sancti-

fied. The Heidleberg Catechism asks: “What benefit do 
you receive from the holy conception and birth of Christ?” 
And its answer is: “That he is our Mediator, and with his 
innocence and perfect holiness, covers in the sight of 
God, my sin wherein I was conceived.” 
 

  It Concerns a Glorious Truth 
But ultimately, this is precious because it brings home to 
us this stupendous truth: God has come among us, not to 
condemn us, but to save us. His name will be “Immanuel” 
– which means, “God with Us.” God has come to earth in 
a most wonderful way – by being conceived in the womb 
of the Virgin Mary, and born of her, yet without sin. God 
has lived here, and in our nature, died here to save us! As 
Psalm 130:8 said so many years before, “God himself will 
redeem Israel from all their sins.” And we take it all for 
granted – as if it happened every day! Some people 
couldn’t care less about this God, and this Saviour, and 
this miracle of Grace. All I can say is what the writer of the 
letter to the Hebrews says to his readers: “How shall we 
escape if we neglect so great salvation.” 
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But it’s hard to stand against a practice that has become 
almost universal. Last year, Bruce Dunne from the Hunter 
Barrington Congregation, sent me some quotes from C.H. 
Spurgeon on the subject of Christmas.  The ambiguity 
that many feel about “Christmas” is reflected in what he 
had to say.  
 

For example, in a sermon on Luke 2:14, entitled “The First 
Christmas Carol”, preached 5 days before Christmas in 
1857, Spurgeon said this: “I wish everybody that keeps 
Christmas this year, would keep it as the angels kept it. There 
are many persons who, when they talk about keeping 
Christmas, mean by that, the cutting of the bonds of their relig-
ion for one day in the year, as if Christ was the Lord of misrule, 
as if the birth of Christ should be celebrated like the orgies of  
Bacchus. There are some religious people, that on Christmas 
would never forget to go to church in the morning. They be-
lieve Christmas to be nearly as holy as Sunday, yet their way 
of spending the rest of the day is very remarkable: for if they 
see their way straight upstairs to their bed at night it must be 
by accident. They would not consider they had kept Christ-
mas in a proper manner, if  they did not verge on gluttony 
and drunkenness. They are many who think Christmas 
cannot possibly be kept, except there be a great shout of 
merriment and mirth in the house, and added to that the 
boisterousness of sin. Now my brethren, although we, as 
successors of the puritans, will not keep the day in any reli-
gious sense whatever, attaching nothing more to it than any 
other day: believing that every day may be a Christmas for 
ought we know, and wishing to make every day Christmas, if 
we can, yet we must try to set an example to others how to 
behave on that day, and especially since the angels gave glory 
to God: let us do the same.”  
 

He goes on to say:"Let each one of us go from this place 
determined, that if we are angry all the year round, this  next 
week shall be an exception: that if we have snarled at every-
body last year,  this Christmas time we will strive to be kindly 
affectionate to others; and if we have lived all this year at en-
mity with God, I pray that by his Spirit he may this week give 
us peace with him; and then, indeed my brother, it will be 
the merriest Christmas we ever had in all our lives." 
 

Nineteen years later, speaking on  “The Great Birth-
day” [Luke 2:10] on Sunday, 24th December, he makes this 
comment: "There is no reason upon earth beyond that of ec-
clesiastical custom - why the twenty  fifth of December 
should be regarded as the birthday of our Lord and Sav-
iour Jesus Christ any more than any other day from the 
first of January to the last day of the year; and yet some per-
sons regard Christmas with far deeper reverence than 
the Lord's Day. You will often hear it asserted that  “The 
Bible and the Bible alone is the religion of Protestants,” but it 
is not so. There are Protestants who have absorbed a 
great deal beside the Bible into their religion, and among other 
things they have accepted the authority of what they call 'the 
church,' and by that door all sorts of superstitions have entered. 
There is no authority whatever in the word of God for the keep-
ing of Christmas at all, and no reason for keeping it just now 
except that  the most superstitious section of Christendom has 
made a rule that December 25th shall be observed as the 
birthday of the Lord... At the same time, the day is no 
worse than another, and if you choose to observe it unto the 
Lord, I doubt not he will accept your devotion. Still, as the 
thoughts of a great many Christian people will run at  this 

time towards the birth of' Christ, and as this cannot be wrong, I 
judged it meet to avail ourselves of the prevailing current, and 
float down the stream of thought... Let us get what good 
we can out of the occasion." 
 

And finally, in a sermon preached on the 21st De-
cember, 1884 on Galatians 4:3-6, under the head-
ing: “The Great Birthday and our Coming of Age,” 
he said this: “I do not wonder that the men of the 
world celebrate the supposed anniversary of the great 
birthday as a high festival with carols and banquets. 
Knowing nothing of the spiritual meaning of the mys-
tery, they yet perceive that it means man's good, and so 
in their own rough way they respond to it. We who 
observe no days which are not appointed of the Lord, 
rejoice continually in our Prince of peace, and find in our 
Lord's manhood, a fountain of consolation." 
 

We thank Bruce for passing these quotations from Spurgeon 
on to us. They remind us that there’s no warrant for observing 
Christmas as a  special Church festival. But at the same time 
they allow liberty to the individual Christian to observe the day if 
they wish within the bounds of Christian propriety. And they 
allow us, as Spurgeon puts it in his own catching way,  “to avail 
ourselves of the prevailing current, ….float down the stream 
of thought,” and “get what good we can out of the occa-
sion." In short, we can have our Christmas cake and eat 
it too! 
[Quotations of Spurgeon’s views come from “Spurgeon’s Ser-
mons on Jesus and the Holy Spirit,” Hendrickson Publishers Inc., 

PO Box 3473 Peabody, Massachusetts, 2006] 
 

CHURCH GROWTH PROGRAMME 
UNDER FIRE 
Over the past few weeks many Christian magazines, and 
writers, have drawn attention to the admission of Bill Hy-
bels, and the Willow Creek Community Church leaders 
that they have been wrong in their approach to church 
growth. Bob Burney [Townhall.com] sums up their previ-
ous approach: “The size of the crowd rather than the 
depth of the heart determined success. If the crowd was 
large then surely God was blessing the ministry. 
Churches were built by demographic studies, professional 
strategists, marketing research, meeting "felt needs" and 
sermons consistent with these techniques. We were told 
that preaching was out, relevance was in. Doctrine didn't 
matter nearly as much as innovation. If it wasn't "cutting 
edge" and consumer friendly it was doomed. The mention 
of sin, salvation and sanctification were taboo and re-
placed by Starbucks, strategy and sensitivity.” 
 

They now acknowledge that studies have proved them 
wrong. Bill Hybels comments: "Some of the stuff that we 
have put millions of dollars into, thinking it would really 
help our people grow and develop spiritually, when the 
data actually came back it wasn't helping people that 
much. Other things that we didn't put that much money 
into and didn't put much staff against is stuff our people 
are crying out for………We made a mistake. What we 
should have done when people crossed the line of faith 
and become Christians, we should have started telling 
people and teaching people that they have to take re-
sponsibility to become 'self feeders.' We should have got-
ten people, taught people, how to read their Bible be-
tween services, how to do the spiritual practices much 



COVENANTS - AND COMMANDMENTS 
The Covenant Form of the Ten Commandments 

Dr. W.J.W. Hanna - Brisbane 

In this issue Dr. Wes Hanna from Brisbane begins with 
us a Study of the Ten Commandments - a topic that 
needs to be brought to the fore in these days. As an in-
troduction to his study, he draws attention to the Form 
that the Ten Commandments take in the Word of God, 
 
We conservative evangelical Christians have a tendency 
to distrust and to decry modern Biblical research and 
scholarship.  Frequently our distrust is well founded! 
However, in the present case, there is some reasonably 
modern research which can add a lot to our understand-
ing of these commandments and deepen our apprecia-
tion of them.  Reformed theologians have used the term 
“covenant” for many years to describe the relationship 
between God and His people, and sometimes theologi-
ans of other persuasions have denied the very idea of 
such covenants.   
 
However, it was shown by G.E. Mendenhall in 1954 that 
the Mosaic covenant was of the same sort as the cove-
nants and treaties which were a standard feature of the 
system of government of the nations of that region. 
When a small nation came under the control of a greater 
one, the king of that nation would establish a treaty or 
covenant with it.  This was written down (possibly carved 
on stone) for a permanent record (one copy was usually 
kept in the temple of their idol). 
 

 Now, the interesting feature is that these covenants usu-
ally followed a set form.  First came a statement of who 
the king was, then a short history of events leading up to 
this point – this usually included a description of what he 
had done for the smaller nation, and thus what claim he 
had on them.  Then followed a list of the requirements 
which were placed on the subject nation (provision of 
taxes, soldiers, workers, etc.).  Finally the treaty con-
cluded with benefits and penalties – what the ruler would 
do for them (protection in time of war, etc.) and what he 
would do to them if they broke the treaty.   
 
The interest in this for us is that when God Almighty 
chose for Himself a people, He graciously set out the 
basics of that relationship in a form that they would un-
derstand easily, for it was set out in the standard cove-
nant form!  If we look at Exodus 20, verse 2, we will see 
this.  “I am the LORD (Yahweh) your God, who brought 
you out of the land of Egypt, out of the house of bond-
age”.  There we have a statement of the maker of the 
covenant – the LORD (Yahweh) your God – and the 
short history of His claim – He had brought them out of 
the land of Egypt, out of the house of bondage.  The fol-
lowing verses contain a summary of the requirements 
which He, as the Maker of the covenant, places upon the 
people whom He has taken to Himself – the statements 
which we know as the Ten Commandments.  
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more aggressively on their own." 
 

But, they say, having been proved wrong, they will start 
again. They will “ take out a clean sheet of paper and … 
rethink all  our old assumptions. Replace it with new in-
sights. Insights that are informed by research and rooted 
in Scripture..”  But as Bob Burney puts it, "rooted in Scrip-
ture" still follows "rethink," "new insights" and "informed 
research." 
 

As I read these reports I get the impression, though, that 
there’s almost an element of “I told you so” in them. But 
don’t we need to be a bit more sympathetic? Have we 
never tried something and failed? Have we never had to 
reassess what we’ve been doing? Have we even had the 
courage to do so? Have we ourselves got beyond repen-
tance? Someone once said that “it’s better to have tried 
and failed, than to never have tried!” At least the Willow 
Street leaders have had the courage to evaluate, publish 
and acknowledge their failure. Some never consider the 
possibility that they may be wrong. 
 

And we have to be very careful about appealing to Scrip-
ture too! It may well be that when the chips are down, 
we’ve dug a hole for ourselves! For example, how often 
do we hear modern forms of worship being criticized, and 
no attempt made by the critics to examine their own posi-
tion critically - or historically.  Yes, Willow Creek may have 
been wrong. But we should be humble about it, think 

about what we’re doing, and thank God that He overules 
our foibles to his glory and the coming of His Kingdom.  
 

NEW BLOOD IN TROWEL AND 
SWORD! 

In the last issue of Trowel and Sword [November] - the 
magazine of  the Christian Reformed Churches of Austra-
lia - it was noted that the Rev. John Westendorp of 
Toowoomba was retiring from editing the “Snippets and 
Sayings” column of the magazine. John has been a very 
good friend of The Presbyterian Banner over the years. 
Hardly a month has gone by when, amazingly, he found 
something to quote from it! The vanity of editors knows no 
bounds! We used to turn to that page first to see if we got 
a mention! In a subtle way John became the index of our 
relevance! Thank you, John, for your hard work and sup-
port, and we pray that the Lord will continue to bless you 
and your wife in the days ahead. 
 

As for ourselves, we look forward to the days ahead with 
more than a little trepidation! The new editor of the 
“Snippets and Sayings” section is the Rev. W.P. Gadsby, 
of the Canberra Congregation of the Reformed Churches. 
Having recently noticed some of his sermons on Ser-
monaudio, and written to him saying  “that I always 
thought his sermons went into cyberspace, but now I had 
proof,” I don’t expect any mercy from him! Congratula-
tions, Peter, on your new appointment. We know your 
razor sharp mind will cut through even our best work. 



In turning our attention to the first “Fruit of the Spirit” – 
Love - we deal with one of the most important characteris-
tics we meet in the Bible. “Love,” says one writer, “is the 
mode of existence of the new life.” [Ridderbos] Another 
says: “It carries us to the centre of Pauline ethics, no less 
than to the heart of the ethics of Jesus”. [Henry]. Indeed, 
as 1 Corinthians 13 shows us,  “Love” takes into itself 
many other “fruit of the spirit” as well. To have love is to 
have them also. These other characteristics, in many 
cases, are just ways in which love shows itself in relation 
to people and circumstances in life.  
 
But not only is it the most important characteristic we meet 
with in the Bible. It’s also one of the most important char-
acteristics that we meet with in life too. There’s no end to 
eloquent statements about it! It’s something that everyone 
wants, and – in a world torn with war and strife – everyone 
wants to commend, and even enforce love. Anti-
Discrimination Laws are a subtle way to enforce love. The 
Government says: “If you don’t love these people we’re 
going to make you – or make life so difficult for you that 
you won’t say anything”. Even the biggest crook has his 
moments when he extols the virtues of love – 
especially if he thinks he should be on the 
receiving end.  
 
But what Love is, and where it comes 
from, and how it shows itself are questions 
that are open to a lot of different answers. 
And many of our problems arise because 
people want to divorce Love from its Relations. 
They want to break up the “Family of Love”! They 
assume that everybody knows what love is - that 
“love” stand alone. A young couple who don’t go to 
Church, and don’t believe in Jesus, come along to get 
married, and they want to have as their Bible Reading, 1 
Corinthians 13. They have a noble ideal. But do they 
really know anything about the Love the Apostle Paul 
speaks about there? In most cases they don’t. They di-
vorce love from all it’s relations in the Bible – and end up 
with a humanistic love. And therefore, when we start talk-
ing about love, we need to start by talking about its Rela-
tions.  
 

LOVE IS RELATED TO GOD.  
And to start with, the Love the Bible speaks about – and 
love, properly so called - is related to God. The Apostle 
John tells us that “God is Love” – and that tells us that it’s 
impossible to separate love from God.  
 

It’s His Nature.  
For example, that tells us that Love belongs to his very 
nature. Now when we see that statement we might be in-
clined to say it means that God is the great Example, Ex-
ponent, Standard and Source of Love. And of course he is 
all that. But all those things allow for the possibility that 
love exists independently of God. These words take us 
further. They tell us He is Love. It’s not something he ex-
ercises; It’s something that he is. Its not his second na-
ture; it’s his very nature. When we see a person who’s 

very kind today, we say, “He’s kindness itself”. That is, it’s 
his very nature to be kind. You can’t separate the two 
things.  It’s the same thing here: You can’t separate God 
and Love, because he is Love. But that example doesn’t 
really go far enough when its applied to God. You could 
think of a person who does a lot of kind things one day 
perhaps doing something unkind or trying to become 
kinder. But that doesn’t apply to God. He is Love. He 
doesn’t become loving – and he certainly never becomes 
unloving. In other words, whenever we think of God we 
should think of Love, because He is Love. 
 
And yet isn’t it a fact that we are always separating the 
two. How often do you hear the words: ‘God is unloving.” 
Indeed, how often have we thought it ourselves! The first 
creature that introduced the separation of God and Love 
into the world was the Devil. You remember how he ap-
proached Eve and suggested to her that God was really 
unloving – that he was restrictive, harsh and selfish! And 
from that day to this we’ve separated God and Love. 
We’ve all been ready to accuse God of being unloving. 
Let’s put this as bluntly as we can: The separation of God 
and Love is Satanic simply because God is Love. It’s his 

very nature. 
 

He’s the Standard.  
But to say that God is Love also means that 
God is the Standard or norm of Love. We usu-
ally separate God – and the Standard of Love. 

We think Love is something that exists independ-
ently of God and Man and that it’s some standard 

that God has to come up to as well as man. And of 
course it goes without saying that we define that standard 
that God has to come up to! But this reminds us that God 
hasn’t got to come up to any standard – and certainly not 
to any standard we set. He is Love. He’s the Standard of 
Love – and he sets the standard for us.  
 

He’s the Author.  
And one other thing these words remind us about is that 
we shouldn’t separate God and Love by turning Love into 
God. That’s what some people have done with these 
words. They read “God is love”, and think it means Love is 
God! But that’s idolatry! That suggests that Love – any 
and all sorts of “love” - exhausts the being of God! How 
many people today have done that very thing: Separated 
God and Love, by turning Love into god.  They make Love 
supreme. It takes precedence over everything else. If a 
god exists, then he most bow down to their idea of love. It 
wouldn’t be so bad if they used the Biblical definition of 
Love – keeping his Law. But they’ve got their own idea of 
“love” – and they worship that. According to them, God 
isn’t love, and doesn’t define love. Love – humanistic love 
- defines and controls him. But the whole Bible is against 
this idolatry. Not only does it tell us that God is Love. It 
tells us that God is Spirit, and God is Light. And that 
means that he’s Holy and righteous. And so his Love is a 
Love that’s in harmony with His Righteousness. And you’ll 
notice that it’s this thought that engages the attention of 
the Apostle here. He says: “This is how God showed his 
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LOVE - AND IT’S RELATIONS 
A Study on the First Fruit of the Spirit in Galatians 5 



“No figure of speech can describe God's extraordinary affection towards us; 
for it is infinite and various so that if all that can be said or imagined about 
love were brought together into one, yet it would be surpassed by the great-
ness of the love of God.” John Calvin,  Commentary on Isaiah, 46:3. 
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love among us: He sent his one and only Son into the 
world that we might live through him.” [1 John 4:10-11] If 
God’s Love was a love divorced from righteousness there 
would have been no need for God to send his Son into 
the world to die on the Cross. He could have said, “I for-
give you” – and that would be that. But blessed be his 
name, He is Love and Light. His Love harmonizes with 
the highest standards of truth and righteousness and 
leads to the greatest demonstration of love the world has 
ever seen: The gift of his Son to be our Saviour: “This is 
love, ”says John, “not that we loved God, but that he 
loved us and sent his Son as an atoning sacrifice for our 
sins.” [1John 4:10]   
 
It’s right here that we meet with a great difficulty with 
many discussions and proposals about Love. People want 
to leave God out of the picture altogether – to separate 
Love from God. The love that people speak about often, 
then, becomes a love that’s divorced from right and 
wrong, good and evil. But above all, it’s divorced from the 
knowledge of God. And yet, according to the Bible, the 
knowledge of God’s Love – and the experience of God’s 
Love – is indispensable for the possession and practice of 
Love.  
 

LOVE IS RELATED TO JESUS.   
Then again, Christian Love is related to Jesus. This auto-
matically follows from the last point, because Jesus is the 
Image of God - and the One who Reveals God to Us. In 
Jesus we see the Love that God is. He is the Great Exam-
ple; Exponent; Epitome, and Energizer of Love.  

 
He’s the Example of Love.  

The Lord Jesus is the perfect Son who has come into the 
world, and at every point in his life we see His perfect 
love. [1] We see it, for example, in his relation to His Fa-
ther. Never was a Son more devoted to His father than 
the Lord Jesus. He not only spoke about his love to the 
Father – but he also showed it in his submission to his will 
in every detail. [2] But we also see Perfect Love in his 
attitude to those about him. No one who came to him in 
their need were ever turned away. And if he did speak 
bluntly to some, it was to turn them to himself – that they 
might listen to his words. 
 

The Expositor of Love 
 And then He’s the great expositor of Love! We see it in 
his teaching. When he was asked about the greatest com-
mandment, he reduced it to a matter of love. “You shall 
love the Lord your God with all your heart, mind, soul and 
strength.” And the second is like it. “You shall love your 
neighbour as yourself.” And who hasn’t heard the story of 
the Good Samaritan. In fact the very phrase, “he’s a good 
Samaritan” – owes it origin to Jesus and his teaching. And 
what about the great passage on Love in 1 Corinthians? 
Did Paul make that up? Not at all, it was inspired by the 

Spirit of Christ – as were all the other great passages on 
love in the Bible! Just think what life would be like without 
that teaching!  
 

The Epitome of Love 
But he’s also the epitome of Love. Just before he went to 
the Cross he said, “Greater love has no man than this that 
a man lay down his life for his friends.” [John 15:13]. 
There have been a lot of people who have given their 
lives for their friends. But there’s no one who can com-
pare with the sacrifice of Christ. Think of who he is; and 
then think of what his “friends” were like! Paul says some 
might be prepared to die for a good person. But Jesus 
died for sinners! And then think of what was involved in 
his death – separation from God, a separation that even 
eternity is not long enough for a sinner who doesn’t ac-
knowledge him.  And then think about what he secured for 
all His people. No wonder Paul prays that Christians, 
“being rooted and established in love, may have power, 
together with all the saints, to grasp how wide and long 
and high and deep is the love of Christ,  and to know this 
love that surpasses knowledge—that you may be filled to 
the measure of all the fullness of God.” [Ephesians 3:17-
19] You need the experience of God’s Love, and the 
Power of the Holy Spirit even to realize that its so big that 
you can’t possibly plum its depths! 
 

The Energizer of Love 
And finally, he’s the Energizer of Love. I was going to say, 
Jesus is the inspiration of love. But that doesn’t go near 
far enough! He’s not only an inspiration; he’s the ener-
gizer. He makes it all happen through His Word and by 
His Spirit. Remember those two batteries that have a race 
on the TV add – and how one keeps going and going 
when all the others conk out! That’s like Jesus in regard to 
Love. He gives us the energy and power to keep on going 
and going. Paul says: “The love of Christ constrains us!” 
And it’s his love that sustains us. If we want a love that  
lasts the distance, we’ll need to get it from the Lord Jesus. 

 
Christian writers say very noble things about the Love of 
Christ. They say: “Christ is the Model of Love”, or “His 
teachings and deeds are the yardstick  for measuring 
love,” [Dictionary of Christian Ethics] or, “Love is the es-
sence of his being,” [Henry] – and they’re right! Indeed 
some have suggested we could substitute our Lord’s 
name, too, for Love in 1 Corinthians 13 – and get a very 
true picture of our Lord. But how many people talk about 
Love – even about 1 Corinthians 13 - without making any 
reference to the King of Love – to the Revealer, Mediator, 
and Giver of Love through the Holy Spirit. The Incarna-
tion, Example, and Exaltation of love is left out altogether! 
How can we know about Love without the knowledge of 
the King of Love – the Lord Jesus Christ? [Ray.Murray] 
 

NEXT MONTH - MORE “RELATIONS OF LOVE” - TO 
THE LAW AND TO ACTION. 
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PAPPINBARRA - 2007 

 
“Remember me,  

 O LORD,                   
when you show favour      
to your people, come to 
my aid when you save 
them, that I may enjoy    
the prosperity of your   

chosen ones, that I      
may share in the joy of 

your nation and join 
your inheritance in    

giving praise.  

 

Psalm 106:4-5 

YOUNG CAMPERS’ VIEW OF PAPPINBARRA 2007  
 [Jessica Robinson [9] and Maddison Birkefeld [10]] 
 

On the October long week-end 65 people went on a long 
trip to Pappinbarra. We went by bus, others came in cars. 
There were 44 campers, 12 leaders and 9 grown-ups. 
 

As soon as we got there we took our bags to the dorms 
where the campers and the leaders slept. There was one 
dorm for the girls and one for the boys. The dorms had 48 
beds all up, so some people slept in swags on the floor, 
sometimes three of us slept in the same bed, but we didn’t 
get in trouble from the leaders. The leaders were cool. 
After lunch we were split into teams for our games and 
activities.  
 

The first night we had a talent show, it was fun. We were 
all in age groups for talks and craft activities. The theme 
was ‘who will be your King?’ We learnt songs like “Who’s 
the King of the Jungle”, “10-9-8 God is Great” and “Love 
the Lord your God”. Groups were about creation, sin, the 
cross and who should be King of our lives. 
 

We went on a bush walk, it was fun. We walked through 
the creek and everyone had wet shoes. We took some 
salt in case we got leeches. We didn’t get any leeches so 
we ate the salt. Saturday night we had a BBQ, the food 
was yummy at all the meals. 
 

We saw goannas; they came to eat our food scraps. 
It was a fun camp because a lot our friends were there 
and we made heaps of new friends. We definitely want to 
go again next year. We would recommend any kids 7 

years old or over should come. 
 

GROWN-UP’S VIEW OF PAPPINBARRA 2007  
[Teresa Martin - 30+] 

On the 29th September to 1st October, the annual trek to 
Pappinbarra was made by 65. This was the 5th year the 
camp has been running. The camp was once again organ-
ized by Neil & Wilma Robinson from the Manning Congre-
gation and run by members from the Exodus Group and 
from the Hunter Bible Church. 
 

The Theme for the weekend was “Who is My King” from 
the “Two ways to Live” program which was condensed 
into 4 topics:- Creation; Mans Fall; Gods Grace (recovery) 
Eternal Life (accepting Christ as King) 
 

At Pappinbarra there is no mobile phone reception and 
TV, but plenty of open space, fresh air and sunshine. It is 
an excellent environment to present the word of God. The 
food was simple – kid - pleasing and plenty of it (less the 
sugared sweets that many are accustomed to). 
 

Many of the children come from dysfunctional families and 
throughout the weekend it was evident that many of the 
children lack the experiences we often take for granted. 
Such as: sitting down to a prepared meal at a set time, 
Christian influence (apart from Kids Club/ Lighthouse 
Club), bush walking, attention and affection. 
 

It was encouraging to see that as the weekend pro-
gressed many of the children who are normally hard to 
reach and connect with, responded well to the caring and 
structured nature of the camp. 



 

THE first motto of which we naturally think is that of the 
Prince of Wales. You know the crest by sight. It consists 
of three ostrich feathers encircled by a coronet, and tied 
together by a ribbon, bearing the motto, 'Ich Dien' ['I 
serve']. Probably you know the history of that motto. It 
was adopted by the blind King of Bohemia. When he put 
on the armour for the great battle of Crecy, he went forth 
bearing high his feathered crest, and on it written  ‘Ich 
Dien’.  But when the battle was over the Black Prince had 
taken his motto and his crest, and had appropri-
ated them for himself and for his successors.  
 
Five hundred years have passed away since 
then. The crest has been handed down by each 
Prince of Wales to his successor, and now the 
crest and motto belong to the present heir to the 
throne. Thus the Prince of Wales' crest and motto 
are “borrowed” - to use the very gentlest term. 
They were the Bohemian King's, before our Prince or any 
of his predecessors possessed them. But even the King 
of Bohemia only borrowed the motto from greater ones 
than himself. Paul the Apostle says, “For God is my wit-
ness, whom I serve' [Romans 1:9]; and elsewhere he 
exclaims: “I thank God, whom I serve” [2 Timothy 1:3]. 
But I go farther back than Paul, and remind you that a 
greater than even he used similar words with 
regard to Himself, and practically accepted them 
as His motto: “I am among you as he that 
serves' [Luke 23:27]. 
 
 “I serve” was pre-eminently the motto of Christ, 
and His whole life was in accordance with it. The 
disciples wrangled one with another - and they 
had done so on the sacred and solemn occasion 
of the supper - as to which of them should be 
counted the greatest. While they were striving, 
the Lord girded Himself with a towel and began 
to wash their feet. He would thus teach them the 
one lesson which is so difficult for us to learn, 
namely, that he who serves most, or is most use-
ful, is the greatest.  
 
It is all very well to be ornamental. A figure-head 
is an ornament to a ship; but the man who keeps 
the look-out, who stands at the wheel and steers 
the ship, or who adjusts the sails on board, is 
very much superior to the figure-head. In life 
there are some men who are figure-heads. They 
do nothing. But they are not those whom we re-
spect while they live, or whose memories we re-
vere when they are no more with us. We honour 
those who have done most in the service of God, 
and in the interests of mankind. 
 
But it is not only important that we should be 
useful; we should also learn that it is very impor-
tant to decide whom we shall serve. Here the 
Apostle Paul speaks very clearly: “I thank God, 
whom I serve from my forefathers, with a pure 
conscience”. The first thing he tells us is that he 
served God. He had chosen the highest service 
and the best Master. He next tells us that he has 

served God from his forefathers. It is indeed a great privi-
lege to be taught by our parents to serve God - taught by 
their example as well as by their words. You know that 
we learn by imitation much more than even by precept or 
any amount of talking. If we see that our parents serve 
God, what a help it is to us in serving God! Therefore, 
when anyone can say with Paul that he has served God 
from his forefathers, he is indeed greatly privileged. But 
even when denied that privilege we have the opportunity 
of making a good beginning ourselves. 
 
Now the service our Lord requires is a very thorough 

one. “With a pure conscience” says Paul in one 
passage, and in another, “Whom I serve with my 
spirit”. This service must take us up altogether. A 
service that is begrudged is no service at all, in 
the higher sense. In the times when a servant 
begrudged his labour, and could only be urged 
on by the lash, the servant was called a “serf”  
and a serf means a slave. In those instances, 
too, the spirit of the master was tyrannical. The 

noblest service is that service which is asked of us in 
love, and rendered by us in a loving spirit. If we render a 
service simply because we are forced to do it, we are as 
great serfs to-day as any who have ever lived. But if we 
serve God because we love Him and His service, then 
His service becomes a delight to us.    
[Continued bottom of page 10]   

SEARCH WORK - DECEMBER 
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ICH  DIEN - “I SERVE” 

SENIOR and INTERMEDIATE 
Intermediate omit questions  4 and 7 
REVELATION - Chapter 20 
1. Why is he blessed who has part in the first resurrection? 
2. What happens when the dead, small and great, stand before 
God? 
Chapter 21 
3. What will God do for His people when his tabernacle is with 
    them and he dwells with them? (2 verses)  it dwells with them? 
    [2 verses] 
4.  What names were written on the twelve gates of the wall of the 
    city?  What names were written on the  twelve foundations of  
    the wall?  [2 separate verses] 
5.  Why does the city have no need of the sun or moon? 
Chapter 22 
6. Where did the river of water of life come from? 
7. What was the angel’s answer when John fell down to worship 
     him? 
8. Who may take of the water of life freely? 
JUNIOR 
GENESIS chapter 23 
1. After the death of Sarah, what did Abraham ask the sons of  
    Heth to give him? 
2.  Where did Abraham bury Sarah his wife? 
 

Chapter 24:1—28 
3. Where was Abraham’s servant to go to find a wife for Isaac? 
4. When the servant reached the well of water outside the city of 
    Nahor, what was his prayer about the young woman? Was his 
    prayer answered?  [2 verses] 

SSEARCHEARCH  WWORKORK  TO:  TO:  MRS I. STEEL,  PO Box 193, EPPING  1710.             
E-mail: iesteel@gmail.com 
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[Continued from page 9]   
The next thing is that we must not divide our services – 
“Ye cannot serve God and mammon”. The Saviour asks of 
you your undivided service. There are services which may 
not be purely religious, but, nevertheless, Christ accepts 
them as rendered unto Him. In obeying your parents, or 
your masters in any calling in life, or in serving your 
Queen and nation, you may serve Him. 
 

But there is a service higher than all this - and that is the 
direct service we owe to Jesus Christ. We call this in 

which we are now engaged “a service”'.  It is a Divine ser-
vice.  
 

But there is also a service over and above this. We here 
receive God's blessing, and learn more of His truth and of 
our duty, so that when we go out to the world we may re-
member what we have heard in the sanctuary, and not 
forget to render the service of obedient hearts.”              
 - David Davies, in The Expositor’s Treasury of Children’s 
Sermons, Sir William Robertson Nicoll and Jane Stoddart 
[Ed.] London, 1912] 

From: Search and 
Solve: Bible Activ-
ity Sheets by Betty 
De Vries 
[Illustrated by 
Donna Greenlee] 
Baker Books, 

 



Some Book Review Sites 
Some people I know find it a challenge to find time to 
read a book, while others never seem to be without some 
collection of paper and ink in their hands. But no matter 
where you fit in between these two extremes I am sure 
that being able to read some reviews will help in selecting 
an appropriate and rewarding book. 
 

www.challies.com/booklist/index.php is an excellent 
source of book reviews. These lists link to some very 
thorough reviews by Tim Challies.  Tim is the editor of 
www.discerningreader.com/ another great site with re-
views for many, many books. This site is in the process of 
introducing a subscription-based service for individuals 
and churches, but isn’t so expensive as to seem not 
worthwhile. Tim’s blog (www.challies.com)  does seem to 
offer unique information and reviews rather than simply 
rehashing things from the discerning reader site. In both 
cases the reviewers do an excellent, and I think fair job 
critiquing many books. 
 

www.christianbooksummaries.com/index.php - as the 
web address suggests, these are more than simple re-
views. They are summaries which on average tend to be 
around 7-8 pages in length. They don’t offer much in the 
way of reviewing a book; rather they provide a summary 
from which you can then make you own decision. The 
“Past Issues” link makes available a number of summa-
ries. The summaries are in PDF format. If you wish to 
receive notifications about future summaries, subscription 
is free. 
 

So take some time to choose a worthwhile book, then 
turn off that TV or computer (my wife would be ecstatic if 
not somewhat disbelieving that I even said that) and head 
down the to local Christian bookshop (or buy online if you 
are so inclined) and pick up a great book to read or give 
away.  
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WEB WATCH… Peter Carswell     BOOK REVIEW… 
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STOP PRESS 
Exciting News From Dumisani 

The Principal writes [Dumisani News, November, 2007] 
We begin this newsletter with our most exciting news. We are 
delighted to announce that our staff team has been strength-
ened by the addition of Rev Deon Lombard as Lecturer in Old 
Testament and Biblical Theology and of Mrs Shelley Lombard, 
Deon’s wife, as Registrar and Senior Administrator.  
 

The Lombards are both South Africans who belong to the local 
area. Deon has been pastor of Bethany Emmanuel Baptist 
Church in King William’s Town for almost five years. Shelley 
has supported her husband’s ministry with great energy and 
commitment, which she now brings to Dumisani, but she has 
also had significant administrative experience in various offices 
and schools.  
 

We are thrilled that the Lord has provided such competent and 
committed Christian people to serve alongside us and we wel-
come Deon and Shelley warmly to Dumisani. 
 

We welcome two new part-time staff. Dr De Wet Saaiman is 
minister of the Gereformeerde Kerk. He taught Ethics in 2007 
and will teach Homiletics in 2008. uMfundisi W. Tshoni [FCSA, 
King William’s Town] will also teach an introductory module on 
the Bible in 2008 

RAISING CHILDREN GOD’S WAY 
D. Martyn Lloyd - Jones [Banner of Truth, 
2007, pp 85] 
This book is vintage Lloyd Jones in more ways then one. 
Its vintage in style and content. In any subject he deals 
with, he brings the Bible, and the great Biblical doctrines 
of sin and grace to bear on them, and this is no exception. 
He reminds us that the Christian is in the best position to 
understand life because he has the Word of God. And this 
applies to Raising Children. He tells us that the believing 
child – or young adult – is in the best position, not only to 
obey his parents, but also to deal with unbelieving parents 
[which he sees as a real problem among young Chris-
tians]. He puts it quite bluntly: Nothing relieves the child 
from obedience to their parents except where a choice 
has to be made between obedience to God, and obedi-
ence to them. He says “the believing child” [young adult] 
sometimes looks down on unbelieving parents. That ought 
not be. They ought  to remember what they once were, 
and seek to bring them into the Kingdom.  
 

From this he moves on to deal with discipline – a crucial 
subject “in our day”. As he gets into it, he critiques new 
teaching methods, and attitudes to punishment and 
roundly criticizes “new teaching” about “love” that often 
masquerades as Christianity. It’s all due, he says, to a 
failure to appreciate the Biblical doctrine of sin. Love is 
emphasized, and Law is forgotten. Yet he says, it’s the 
Law that gives depth to the Love of God in the sacrifice of 
his son to be our Saviour.  
 

Discipline, he says, must find a middle course between 
the idea of “spare the rod and spoil the child” and that set 
forth in Ephesians 6:1-4 [on which the whole book is 
based] He says, “within the ellipse between these two foci 
we shall find the biblical doctrine concerning the subject.”  
The “Victorians” went too far with the idea that “a child 
should be seen and not heard;” modern thinking has gone 
too far the other way. And yet, when he does come to lay 
down the positive principles of discipline, it seems to me 
that he himself doesn’t quite emphasize enough the reality 
of sin. “Our business is to try to win them,” he says, and 
we must make as many concessions as we can to do it. [p 
65]. And he doesn't deal with the difficult question of the 
form discipline should take. But these are minor criticisms 
amidst all the positive direction he gives. 
 

This is vintage Martyn Lloyd Jones, too, in that it’s part of 
a series of sermons on Ephesians delivered in London 
between 1956 - 1962. I have no problem with that, but it 
does make us ask: If he thought lawlessness was rampant 
then [p4], what would he think now. 
 

Who should be interested in this book and this topic? Mar-
tyn Lloyd Jones says: Everyone. “No one,” he says, 
“should sit back .. and feel that this has nothing to do with 
him or her .. These particular injunctions are not only for 
particular people, they are for all of us.” [p21]  If you have-
n't read much of Martyn Lloyd Jones, purchase this small 
volume on this important topic. It will give you a taste of 
his style and content, and give you good directions on this 
subject - and others as well.  



SOUTH AFRICA 
Alistair, Jenny, Rachel, Bethany and Stephen Wilson 
 

Another month over and yet again another month domi-
nated by funerals.  Four of our bible women have died this 
month, leaving a big gap in our core of Christian workers.  
The bible women carry out a vital role in the church.  Many 
of the churches, which are arranged into districts, share 
one minister and, as most of them do not own cars, they 
are not able to get around their districts easily to visit their 
congregation.  A lot of the pastoral work is done by the 
bible women.  These are women which the church has 
chosen for this purpose.  They visit the sick and the be-
reaved, visit those who have not been to church for a while 
or people who have just started coming to church.    They 
are a super bunch of women and I think all of us who have 
anything to do with them, count ourselves blessed to be 
part of their lives and service. 
 

We had a second day conference at the beginning of this 
month with Alan Harman and John Ross, on the theme of 
Israel and the Christian Church.  What a stimulating time it 
was.  I found myself having to wrestle with my conscience.  
I wanted stay and listen to all that was being said, yet 
knew I had to serve lunch.  Many of our students attended 
as well as other pastors and interested people from the 
area.  We are very grateful for the hard work that Allan and 
John put into their talks and to Allan and Mairi Harman and 
Lillian Murchison for taking time to be with us in King Wil-
liam’s Town. We are always delighted to have friends visit 
us here. Apparently, when Allan told some folks that they 
were coming to King William’s Town, the people asked, 
”Why would you want to go there?”! We are determined 
that we will do all in our power to put that question out of 
use! 
 

This month has also been dominated by goings.  We had a 
farewell service for Thys and Emilie Lourens.  The stu-
dents played a large part in organising it, so it had a dis-
tinctly Xhosa feel to it.  It was a super day – very touching, 
uplifting and glorifying to God.  Many of the students and 
staff spoke of what Thys had meant to them and I don’t 
think that the impact of his input can ever be understood 
fully.  When he arrived, he was the first Afrikaner to come 
to the college and this was only a few years after the end 
of apartheid.  There was, understandably, some uncer-
tainty as to how this relationship would work.  But students 
and staff spoke of how he was the first white man to have 
ever hugged them and how he would often bring cake 
(which they had never had before) to the college for break 
times.  Any resistance soon went and I think for many he 
was an instrument of healing some of the apartheid 
wounds.   
 

They showered many gifts on him and Emilie – a leather 
office chair, a clock and a potjie (traditional three legged 
pot).  For many of the students this would have been a 
great cost to them, though there is a wide range of eco-
nomic circumstances.  For some, the only meal they get in 
a day is the bread supplied by Dumisani each lunchtime, 
while others come to college driving Mercedes cars.   
 

The food for the farewell lunch was mostly made outdoors 

in large potjies.  It is amazing to watch the women effort-
lessly turning out meals for eighty people over a wood fire.  
No health and safety regulations to hamper them, or any-
one hovering in the background making sure that the 
spoons are returned to the correct drawer or that the 
kitchen has been left spotless.  From start to finish it was 
such a happy and joyful occasion, that we almost forgot 
that it was because Thys was leaving us. At the service 
too, the students presented John and Elizabeth with a 
beautiful clock.  They have all taken to John and Elizabeth 
and would all like to have seen them tearing up their return 
tickets and staying with us.  They return to the UK on 
Wednesday.  This will leave only Alistair and Thys as aca-
demic staff at Dumisani, until Norman Reid returns in 
January.   
 

We are still not panicking!  We know that God is in control.  
We are still not sure how this year is going to work out but 
it is certainly going to be an adventure for us all.   
 

Prayer Points 

� Pray for a good number of new students to enrol for 
next year. 

� Pray for appropriate new staff members to come for-

ward. 

� Pray for all of the preparations for us to return to the 

UK and for the Reids to return to SA. 

� Pray for Thys and Emilie as they start this next phase 
of their lives. 

� Pray for our children as they sit their end of year     

exams.  

INDIA 
Dr. Helen Ramsay has forwarded an article on the work 
of the Chhapara Presbyterian Free Church, written by 
Pradeep Kumar. She writes: “As we saw very very few 
conversions in all my years in India you can imagine how 
thrilled I am by the flourishing work of the last few years.” 
The following is an excerpt from the article.  
 

“We thank and praise God that through literature, prayer 
groups, missionaries, Church, personal evangelism, 
school and hospital the Good News is being spread in 
many villages around Chhapara, such as Gorakhpur, 
Danimeta, Devri, Anjania,Tinsa, Payali, Lalmatiya, Bada 
Chhapara, Lakwah, Ghunai and Chamanpuri. We have 
prayer groups in these villages and in each group there 
are at least 10 -15 new believers and seekers.  
 

A team of the Grace Ministries of India has been working 
with the Free Church in Chhapara. Mrs Prakash Kumar 
teaches the new believers who regularly attend Sunday 
worship at the manse. Mrs T Lal and Ashish Lal take a 
Sunday School class of non-Christian children at the 
Health Centre. Miss Mamta Kumar has a Sunday School 
for a new young group of non-Christian children coming 
from Bada Chhapara where she teaches, 3 km from 
Chhapara. Mr Vinod Das visits Devri Village Mr Fakir 
Chand goes from village to village and to some govern-
ment schools. Rev Emmanuel Ekka, Pradeep Kumar and 
Ashish Lal regularly follow up the new believers and 
seekers in their homes. 
 

An Open-Air Meeting 
A Free Church Chhapara youth group and Grace Minis-
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tries organized a joint open-air meeting at Lakwah vil-
lage, 30 km from Chhapara. The head of the village sup-
ported it strongly and used a loudspeaker to call the vil-
lagers, saying that he had arranged it. 
 

We were amazed to see a crowd of more than 500 peo-
ple who had gathered to listen to the Word of God. And 
we were surprised that we could have heard a pin drop 
while we were preaching and singing. We distributed New 
Testaments and literature. Very many people and students 
came to us after the meeting asking for prayer and for an-
other of these visits to their village.” 
 

SOUTHERN PRESBYTERY 
Southern Presbytery met at the new centre in Springvale 
for its ordinary meeting on 20/11/2007 at 10am. All mem-
bers were present, but we missed Jim Simpson, elder at 
Narre Warren, who died peacefully on 6 November aged 
77 following a recurrence of prostate cancer. 
 

Presbytery has organized a Conference for Saturday 1 
December at Narre Warren which well known Christian 
commentator Bill Muehlenberg will speak. An annotated 
list of resource material on family and marriage issues is 
being prepared to assist congregations, completion of this 
being in Mr Ball's hands.  
 

The Springvale centre is being extensively used and 
greatly appreciated. Its closeness to public transport is a 
great positive and up to 75 children attend a Saturday 
Sunday School, over 30 at the Nuer Ladies Group on 
Wednesday and a similar number at the Bari Ladies 
Group on Sunday afternoons. There is also a young 
adults gathering on Fridays. We are still looking for larger 
and more adequate facilities. The Nuer church service is 
being well maintained with numbers between 200 and 
300. Other centres are also holding their own. 
David Kerridge is to be married in December and will re-
turn to Ulverstone with Mandy early in January. 
 

Messrs Louden and Manly are assessors to Narre Warren 
and Messrs Ward and Ball to Ulverstone, with Mr Ball be-
coming Interim-Moderator in place of Dr Ward on 
18/12/07. Presbytery spent some time looking at prepar-
ing material to introduce the Christian Faith as we under-
stand it to outsiders and newcomers. Almost all in our 
congregations were not brought up in the PCEA, and the 
need for such literature is all the more important given this 
and the relative shortage of elders.  
 

An attractive A4 publication of 30 or 40 pages is envis-
aged at this stage, Dr Ward co-ordinating. Presbytery dis-
cussed the need for elders and ministers. There are some 
possibilities and we committed all to the Lord in a round of 
prayer that closed the meeting at 3pm. A Sunday School 

workshop is planned for January. We are privileged to 
have in membership at Knox Rob and Simone Turnbull, 
AFES workers at Monash University. They have great 
gifts in Bible story telling  and will contribute with others to 
the workshop.[See < http://www.thebackyardbard.com>] 
RSW 
 

MANNING RIVER-EMERITUS ELDERS 

At a recent meeting of the Manning River Session it was 
agreed that Messrs John Milligan and Keith Longworth be 
each granted the status of ‘Elder Emeritus.’ John has 
faithfully served the Lord and the Congregation as Elder 
for 50 years. Keith was ordained to the  Eldership in 1975 
and also faithfully served the Lord and the Congregation.  
 

Both men served on the higher courts of the Church.  
John and Keith were each presented with a certificate and 
a book of devotions from the writings of John Newton. As 
well as thanking John and Keith for their service we 
thanked their wives for supporting their husbands in what 
sometimes must have been stressful times. 
 

Both men are feeling the effects of age and while at times 
finding it difficult to attend all  meetings and carrying out 
the duties of the eldership, the Session has confirmed 
upon them the continuing status of Elder. However, we 
didn’t want to lose their wisdom and godly, prayerful guid-
ance, thus their new status means they can still attend 
meetings of the Session and guide us in making wise, 
God glorifying decisions. 
 

We thank God for the faithful labour of these two gracious 
men. 

[Continued from p15] her own efforts.  Not one has ever 
merited being brought out by doing good works and by 
keeping the commandments.  But many, very many, have 
been brought out, freely and graciously, by Jesus Christ.  
He is revealed,  not just as Yahweh, a personal God to 
His people, but as Yahweh who Saves, “for He shall save 
His people from their sins.”  This was the message 
brought by the angel, and Christ has accomplished that 
great deliverance.  Has He done it for you?  Is He person-

ally known to you, as the LORD your God, who brought 
you out of the house of bondage?”  He is faithful and un-
changing, and we have His promise that “the one who 
comes to Me, I will certainly not cast out.”  That promise 
will never change while this world lasts.  It is open to all 
who come – why not to you? And when are delivered, we 
come into Covenant relationship with Him and under his 
holy law. 

- Dr. W.J.W. Hanna, Brisbane. 
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THE PREFACE -  
THE COVENANT LORD 

Exodus 20: 2 “I am the LORD your God, who 
brought you out of the land of Egypt, out of the house 
of bondage.”  
 
If we look carefully at Exodus 20,and especially verse 2, 
we can see that God graciously set out his relationship in 
standard covenant form [See page 5]. In verse 2 he says,  
“I am the LORD (Yahweh) your God, who brought you out 
of the land of Egypt, out of the house of bondage”.  There 
we have a statement of the maker of the covenant – the 
LORD [Yahweh] your God – and the short history of His 
claim – He had brought them out of the land of Egypt, out 
of the house of bondage.  The following verses contain a 
summary of the requirements which He, as the Maker of 
the covenant, places upon the people whom He has taken 
to Himself – the statements which we know as the Ten 
Commandments.  In this present article, I want to exam-
ine what verse 2 – the verse that our Catechisms call “the 
Preface to the Ten Commandments” – teaches us about 
our Covenant God – for this will determine how we relate 
to His Commandments. 

 
The Personality of God 

The very first word that we have here is “I”.  
There are two words for “I” in Hebrew, and 
they both tend to be used emphatically, 
since an ordinary sentence does not ac-
tually require the word at all.  Of those 
two words for “I” the one used here is 
probably the more emphatic.  It is draw-
ing our attention to the person of the 
speaker.  It is saying to us, in effect, 
“Consider Me, take a look at Me, think about 
Me.”   
 
Now in this we see that God is a Person.  Over the ages, 
many philosophers have attempted to prove whether the 
Deity is a person or not.  All these attempts have failed.  It 
seems to be impossible to resolve this question by the 
unaided power of human reason.  In fact, many of the 
philosophers who have tried to examine this problem by 
their own reasoning powers have come to the opinion that 
there is no personal God – that God is not a Person, but 
just some sort of neutral creative force.  They have fin-
ished up with something which resembles the Star Wars 
idea of “The Force be with you.”  But these philosophers 
were wrong, because they relied on their own minds to try 
to reason out something bigger than those minds.  God is 
a Person!  This may be a fact that we cannot reason out, 
but we don’t have to reason it out!  It is a fact which God 
has revealed to us!  He has told us that He is a Person!  
This is why it is impossible for us to overestimate the im-
portance of the personal pronoun “I” as used here.  It is 
important because it is a personal pronoun.  A personal 
pronoun can be used only when speaking about a person 
– or, as in the present case, by a person speaking about 
himself or herself.  God presents Himself to His people as 
a Person first of all – that is the first thing that He wants 
us to realise about Him – and it is the first thing that we 

must accept before we can even begin to assess Him 
properly. 

The Identity of that Person  
Having, then, established that God is a Person, this text 
then goes on to establish the identity of that Person.  It 
gives us His name – or, rather, an aspect of His charac-
ter!  That name is the LORD, or Yahweh, some times pro-
nounced as Jehovah, though this is a mistaken pronun-
ciation.  The word here used came to be thought of as the 
sacred Name of God, which the later Jews held to be so 
holy that they would not even pronounce it, always saying 
“the LORD”, or “my LORD” instead.  Because of this the 
correct pronunciation of the name has been lost.  In Eng-
lish, due to a misunderstanding of the Hebrew symbols, 
the name has often been pronounced as Jehovah, though 
it is likely that the correct pronunciation was more like 
Yahweh.  The Person presenting these laws which follow 
is, then, identifying Himself as Yahweh, the same Person 
who has always been known by that name, who also ap-
peared to Moses in the burning bush, and who was wor-
shipped by Abraham, Isaac and Jacob.  He is the One 
who has bound His people to Himself – and Himself to His 
people – by covenant, and has, therefore, the right to lay 

down the conditions of that covenant. 
 

He is also identifying Himself as the One 
whose nature is all that is implied in the 
name Yahweh.  Its meaning is given in 
Exodus 3: 13, 14 – though it was probably 
known much earlier.  There, at the burning 
bush, He told Moses, “I AM WHO I AM” ... 
“Thus you shall say to the children of Is-
rael, ‘I AM has sent me to you.’”  Though 

we, then, think of Him as the great “I AM,” it 
was, in fact, the Hebrew for “HE IS” which 

was used – Yahweh.  This name, Yahweh, 
then, signifies a Person always existing and always 

the same.  He simply IS. This is also presented to us in 
His calling of Himself the First and the Last, as we find in 
Isaiah 44, verse 6 – “Thus says the LORD, the King of 
Israel, and his Redeemer, the LORD of hosts: ‘I am the 
First and I am the Last; besides Me there is no God.’”  So 
we can see that self-existence, eternity, and unchange-
ability are included in the meaning of the name Yahweh, 
or “LORD” as it is translated in this verse as well as in 
most other places in our Bibles.  
 

These characteristics of God are always presented in 
Scripture as the ground of confidence of those who serve 
Him, as we find in Isaiah 40: 28, “The everlasting God, the 
LORD (Yahweh), the Creator of the ends of the earth, 
neither faints nor is weary” – or, again, in Malachi 3: 6, “I 
am the LORD (Yahweh), I do not change; therefore you 
are not consumed, O sons of Jacob.”  It is because the 
LORD, having made covenant with his people, does not 
change, that He did not consume them for their disobedi-
ence.  God is not only infinite, eternal and unchangeable 
in His being (or existence). He is equally infinite, eternal 
and unchangeable in knowledge, righteousness and holi-
ness.  In fact, He is infinite, eternal and unchangeable in 
everything that He is!  In every perfection He is everlast-
ing and unchangeable!  This is the identity of the Person 
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who gave the Ten Commandments!  This, surely is the 
most powerful of reasons why we should obey them! 
 

His Relation to His People  
The next thing to be revealed here is the relationship be-
tween this Person, Yahweh, and His people.  “I am the 
LORD (Yahweh) your God”.  A “god” is an object of wor-
ship.  The heathen idols are called their “gods”.  In this 
verse, Jehovah is telling His people that He is to be the 
object of their worship and service.  Because of the excel-
lences implied in the name Jehovah, He is the only suit-
able object of all their love, and gratitude, and trust and 
service.  This is not only to be a national and collective 
honouring of Him as the God of the nation of Israel; it is to 
be a personal and individual recognition of His position.  
The word “your” is in the singular here – the sentence is 
addressed to each individual among the hearers.  It is not 
“I am Yahweh the God of all of you”; it is “I am Yahweh 
the God of you, and you, and you!” Should we not learn 
from this that, while God is the God of His people as a 
Church, and the God of families, yet membership of a 
Church or of a family does not bring us into that covenant 
relationship with Him – that must be es-
tablished on an individual basis?  We 
must each come to Him in the way that 
He has appointed and acknowledge Him 
as our own God and Lord.  He must be 
the God of “you” as an individual!  You 
must be able to say that He is “my” God, 
before you can say that He is “our” God. 
 

His Claim on His People  
This Person, Jehovah, claims to be the 
God of each one of these people for a 
special reason – He has saved them from 
slavery – He has brought them “out of the 
land of Egypt, out of the house of bond-
age.”  So there are many reasons why God’s Command-
ments should be kept by those who are His.  He has re-
vealed Himself to them as a Person, He has revealed 
Himself to them as Yahweh, the I AM, the self-existent 
and unchanging One, He has revealed Himself as having 
a special relationship, that of “God” to each one of them, 
and He has shown His care for them in delivering them 
from slavery – therefore they are bound to keep all His 
commandments. 
 

The Person of Christ   
But, you may ask, have things not changed since then?  
Do we not live under grace, in this New Testament Age, 
and not under law?  Why, then, are we still bound to keep 
all His commandments?  I would ask in return, “Did these 
Old Testament Israelites not also live under grace?  What 
did they have that they had deserved or earned?  Were 
they delivered from Egypt because they had kept God’s 
Law so strictly?  All the evidence that we have in Scripture 
is that they did not keep that law, and that many of them 
worshipped the idols of Egypt.  God’s command to keep 
His law came after He had saved them out of Egypt; it 
was never a ground of their deliverance.  They were 
saved by grace! 
 

But I do not want to dwell on this aspect.  Rather I want to 
show that, even in the New Testament era, this revelation 

in the “Preface to the Ten Commandments” has much to 
say to us.  At Mount Sinai God revealed Himself in thick 
cloud, and through the mediatorship of Moses.  In the 
New Testament we have been blessed with a clearer 
revelation, but a similar one.  God has now revealed him-
self in Jesus Christ, through the Mediatorship of His own 
Son, not hidden in cloud but taking on Himself the nature 
of humanity and being seen clearly.  In doing so, He re-
vealed Himself as a Person – and in that Person of Christ 
we can see God as never before – “He who has seen Me, 
has seen the Father”, He told His disciples.  We see God 
as a Person, just as the ancient Israelites did, but we do 
not see Him “afar off” as they did at Sinai, when they were 
forbidden even to touch the holy mountain on pain of 
death.  We, on the other hand, see Immanuel, “God with 
us”, in Jesus of Nazareth!  He came in our nature and 
could be touched!  Even after His resurrection, Thomas 
was told to put his finger into the print of the nails. 

 

The Name of Jesus  
In Jesus, God has also revealed Himself by name, the 
same name as ever before, for Jesus is “Joshua” or 
“Jehoshua” – “Yahweh saves”, or, possibly, “Yahweh the 

Saviour”.  The name now is the same as it 
was then.  God has not changed, so why 
should the name which describes Him 
change.  Though now He has appeared in 
human form, this is no new God.  He is still 
Yahweh, the self-existent, eternal un-
changing One, who wrote on tables of 
stone at Sinai.  He is still the One who de-
scribed Himself to Isaiah as “the King over 
Israel, and his Redeemer, the LORD of 
hosts.”  In that same verse in Isaiah – 
verse 6 of chapter 44 – God described 
Himself as “the First and ... the Last.”  In 
the Book of Revelation at chapter 1, verse 

11, we find the risen and glorified Christ using exactly 
those words to describe Himself – “I am the Alpha and the 
Omega, the First and the Last.”  And, again, in verse 17, 
we read that He said to John, “Do not be afraid; I am the 
First and the Last.”   Those who refuse to recognise this 
fact that Jesus Christ is Yahweh [or Jehovah], may call 
themselves “Jehovah’s witnesses” but that is what they 
are not – the true Jehovah’s witness is the one who 
knows and believes that Jesus of Nazareth is Jehovah – 
Jehovah the Saviour and the Redeemer of His people. 
 

His Relationship to His People 
But it is not enough to know that Jesus is Yahweh, we 
must know him as God – and our God.  We must have an 
individual personal relationship with Him.  We must have 
heard His voice saying to each of us, “I am Yahweh your 
God” and we must worship and glorify Him accordingly. 
 

Jehovah the Saviour 
This is something that we can never do until we have ex-
perienced His redeeming power in our lives.  The One 
who spoke on Sinai revealed Himself as the One who 
brought His people “out of the land of Egypt, out of the 
house of bondage”.  The bondage in Egypt is a mere pic-
ture, and a very poor and faint one, of the bondage of the 
soul, lost in sin, to Satan.  Not one lost sinner has ever 
escaped – or ever will escape – from that slavery by his or 

 

“If anyone   
turns a          

deaf ear to  
the law, even  

his prayers are 
detestable.” 

 

Proverbs 28:9 
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Its always a harrowing moment when I pick up the maga-
zine from the printer. One is usually brought face to face 
with all the mistakes that can’t be changed. That makes 
printing it as a file for publication on the internet all that 
easier. If one sees a mistake it’s usually easy to correct. 
 

Such was the case in the November issue. The picture of 
the Hawkesbury Nepean Church looked quite reasonable 
on the original. But when it came back from the printers it 
was quite blurred and almost unrecognizable. I’m 
sorry about that - and apologize to the Hawkes-
bury Nepean Congregation for the poor copy.  
Perhaps we’ll be able to get a better picture in    
the New Year. 
 

I’ve been encouraged by those who have con-
tacted me about scanning copies of Banners, and 
Books. It good to see individuals offering their 
services. In the New Year we hope to get this organized 
and underway. 
 

I’ve also been encouraged by those who have sent arti-
cles, items, news, and comments. Sometimes we wonder 
whether anyone is reading the magazine! I was particularly 
impressed by a cartoon sent to me by Mr. John Louden, of 
Melbourne. He remembered my comment about our cat, 
Ben, loving my Computer and suggested he had found the 
reason why. The cartoon showed a cat in a Computer 

Store sitting at a computer, and saying to the Salesman, 
“Just show me the mouse!”   
 

With this issue we come to the end of 2007. Our next is-
sue should be available, D.V., on the first of February, 
2008. I’m thankful to the Lord for the strength He’s given to 
produce the magazine each month, and the provision of 
material. I thank those who have supported the production 
by their contributions, especially the Rev. George Ball for 

his articles on 2 Corinthians, and Peter Carswell for 
his Web Watch column. I don’t know what I would 

have done without those monthly articles! And fi-
nally, I want to thank our readers for their patience 
and perseverance. Without readers, there’s not 
much point in producing the magazine! Please con-
tinue with us, and if you like it, promote our publica-
tion. And if you think there are things that need 

attention, please let us know. 
 

The Apostle Paul, writing to the Philippians, set before 
them his programme for the future. He said, “But one thing 
I do: Forgetting what is behind and straining towards what 
is ahead, I press on toward the goal to win the prize for 
which God has called me heavenward in Christ Je-
sus.” [Philippians 3:13-14]  May we all press on like that, 
and may the Lord’s blessing be on each one of you in the 
coming New Year. 
 

BETWEEN YOU AND ME ……   


