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Ps 36:7:  How precious is Your lovingkindness, O God!
Therefore the children of men put their trust under 
the shadow of your wings.
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Unbelief in God seems rampant in our present -day culture.  Of course, unbelief in 
God does not mean lack of belief, just that it’s idolatry.  Be reminded of Heidelberg 

Catechism’s answer to Q #95:
Idolatry is to conceive or have something else in which to place our trust instead of, or besides, 

the one true God who has revealed Himself in His Word.
God has most fully revealed himself by the Word made flesh ( John 1:14), Christ Jesus, 

the incarnate Son of God who, as Hebrews 1:1-4 testifies:(NKJV): 
being the brightness of His glory and the express image of His person, and upholding 
all things by the word of His power, when He had by Himself purged our sins, sat down 
at the right hand of the Majesty on high, having become so much better than the angels, 
as He has by inheritance obtained a more excellent name than they.

Unbelief in God is lack of trust in God and His Word. Unbelief is the source or oc-
casion of all other sins; just consider that Eve and Adam’s original sin was rooted in not 
believing God’s warning against eating of the forbidden tree, their unbelief instigated by 
the deceitful serpent.

Unbelief was at the root of rebellion against God even by the very people He made His 
covenant people, His Old Testament congregation, the children of Israel descended from 
Abraham. The Israelites were not able to enter into the land promised to their forefathers. 
Why? As Hebrews 3 tells us, because of unbelief.  Their unbelief was demonstrated by their 
provoking and blatantly disobeying their covenant God.  They did not trust and rely on 
the God who had delivered them out of bondage and provided for them. Unbelief among 
God’s covenant people, His visible church, denies the trustworthiness of God to keep 
His promises even though His works so testify.  As the Lord God Israel asked Moses in 
Numbers 14:11 (NKJV): How long will these people despise me?  How long will they 
not trust in me despite all the signs I have performed among them?

Now we who believe, based on God’s Word, the depravity of man in fallen Adam, ac-
knowledge that trust in God and His promises is possible only by God’s grace through faith.  
We understand the why of the rampant unbelief so evident in our day.  As the apostle Paul 
puts it in Romans 3:18: There is no fear of God before their eyes.

But when the author of Hebrews writes this inspired exhortation of chapter 12: let 
us lay aside every weight, and the sin which so easily ensnares us, and let us run with 
endurance the race that is set before us, looking unto Jesus, the author and finisher 
of our faith, who for the joy that was set before Him endured the cross, despising the 

So Easily Ensnared 
by Unbelief



January – February 2021 | 3

shame, and has sat down at the right hand of the throne of 
God. (My underline), he’s addressing people who do have fear of 
God before their eyes.  He’s addressing people who profess to be 
Christians.  And yet, this text tells us there is the sin that easily 
ensnares even confessing Christians, and given the testimony 
of Hebrews, that sin is unbelief. That sin is lack of trust in God 
and his promises. That easily besetting, entangling, ensnaring 
sin is for us, who are not rejecting Christ Jesus, slowness to be-
lieve what God has spoken (see Luke 24:25).   For as Hebrews 
10:39 assures, we are not those who draw back to perdition, 
but of those who believe to the saving of the soul. But yet, we 
are nevertheless addressed as those easily ensnared by the sin of 
unbelief. This unbelief might have its beginnings in the doubt 
rooted in our human weakness and frailty which makes absolute 
certainty in the things of faith hard to come by…we want to fully 
trust in all of God’s promises, but doubt is a present reality as 
long as we yet being perfected. But doubt, like burning embers, 
if we do not keep dousing it with the Word of God, may become 
the fire of unbelief that tears through the fabric of our professed 
faith and we then act as though Christ Jesus is not preeminent 
in our lives. Instead of looking to Jesus, our doubts will have us 
looking to where our flesh directs, and rather than running the 
race set before us, we find ourselves choosing a path and a pace 
that suits our fleshly comfort zone.

So let’s douse doubt by giving the more earnest heed to the 
things we have heard, lest we drift away (Heb.2:1).  

Drifting away, not being transformed by the renewing of our 
minds, shows up by conformity with the pattern of this world 
(Rom 12:2).   That pattern has known characteristics:

sin is lovelier than holiness; time on this present earth is more 
important than eternity; Power, wealth, social status are the wor-
thy goals to be pursued. Pride, self-esteem, judgmentalism, intol-
erance, hate, elitism, worldly wisdom (foolishness) are displayed.

Conformity is what our culture demands of us to be tolerated 
by it. And that conformity with those on the broad way that 
leads to destruction is what we are prone to unless we are rather, 
self-consciously, with effort and diligence, laying aside the sin 
that easily ensnares us (unbelief ), running with endurance the 
race set before us, looking to Jesus, the perfector of our faith.

The first audience of Hebrews were admonished to lay aside 
the ensnaring sin of trusting in the shadows and types of Christ 
(the Mosaic administration of the covenant of grace), rather 
than in their reality, the Christ Jesus to which the gospel testi-
fies. Their unbelief was really a turning to another or competing 
gospel which is not the saving gospel Christ’s apostles proclaimed 
to them (see Galatians). 

In our day the perhaps most significant competing gospel that 
is of unbelief has been called “woke progressivism” and is ensnar-
ing people within the visible church. Thus ensnared professing 
Christians proclaim and apply doctrines not founded on the 
gospel or even contrary to its clear teachings.

For instance, and far from a comprehensive list:

It’s unbelief to claim that abortion is a reproductive 
health right (see 6th commandment)

It’s unbelief to buy into the idea that man’s carbon 
footprint, unless dramatic climate 

accords are implemented, will bring about the end 
of the world (see Gen. 8:22, Rom. 8:18-25)

It’s unbelief to hold a worldview grounded in critical 
race theory and/or intersectionality.

Look it up! (but only the gospel of Jesus Christ has 
the power to change people and society).

It’s unbelief to give equal value to the prayers of all 
religion

It’s unbelief to put our trust in the government.

It’s unbelief to deny the gender identity clearly 
physically evident at birth.

It’s unbelief to hold the Scriptures do not contain 
the will of God completely and that everything one 
must believe to be saved is sufficiently taught in it.

It’s unbelief to think we need Jesus Christ plus to 
be justified.

To lay aside whatever the form of unbelief that so easily en-
snares us, we must heed the exhortation of Hebrews. Be looking 
to Jesus!!!

That means be abiding in His Word so as not to drift away 
into unbelief.  That means placing yourself in the regular hear-
ing of the gospel; of availing yourself of the encouragement and 
admonition of fellow Christians, of watching and praying lest 
you fall into temptation.

Yes, the sin of unbelief can indeed easily ensnare us.  
But we have Jesus, the author and perfector of our faith. Let us 

be looking to Him to strengthen and sanctify us.  
And if we have let doubt become ensnaring unbelief by our 

lack of abiding in Jesus Christ by His Word and Spirit, let us be 
laying it aside, along with any other hindrances, and let us run 
with endurance the race that is set before us. hhrr

George Horner
Bakersfield, CA

(currently)
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The Most Important Answer 

(1): Peace with God
References: John 1:29-34; Rom. 8:31-39

Heidelberg Catechism Q&A 1

What is your only comfort in life and in death?

That I, with body and soul, both in life and in death, am not my own, but belong to my faithful Savior Jesus 
Christ, who with His precious blood has fully satisfied for all my sins, and redeemed me from all the power of 
the devil; and so preserves me that without the will of my Father in heaven not a hair can fall from my head; 
indeed, that all things must work together for my salvation. Wherefore, by His Holy Spirit, He also assures 
me of eternal life, and makes me heartily willing and ready from now on to live unto Him.

Introduction
When God’s people in the Old Testament were held captive in Babylon, they were without comfort. They 
were without hope; their lives held no cheer, no reason to rejoice. They were there because they had been 
forcibly taken by the most powerful and terrible nation on earth, and there was absolutely no possibility of 
returning to the promised land and reestablishing the nation of Israel. This meant they had been removed 
from being the people of God; they had lost their position with God. All of this happened because they 
had turned away from God, forsaken Him, and followed heathen gods. Their lives revealed their hearts: 
they lived in disdain of God; they practiced a lifestyle of disobedience against God.

The Israelites in the Old Testament are a specific example of turning away from God. Yet in reality, every-
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one who follows the natural inclination of their hearts, all who trust in themselves, are no different. There 
is truly no comfort apart from God through Jesus Christ.

This brings us once again to the most important question, What is your only comfort? I reference the 
children of Israel in Babylon as another way to stress that for every human being in their natural state, 
there is no answer to the question—with one exception. That is the answer God provided; the catechism 
presents it clearly.

In this context of God’s provision, the prophet Isaiah said, “Comfort, comfort My people, says your God” 
(Is. 40:1). The question raised by the authors of the Heidelberg Catechism foreshadows its own answer. 
We need comfort, and the answer is to receive comfort. Similar words include cheer, rejoice, be at peace, etc. 
Life is not a hopeless situation.

Along with establishing the most important question, the catechism provides the most important answer. 
There is comfort. God has announced it, beginning with Adam and Eve. It is given to the people of God 
to continue to proclaim this comfort to the lost. Most importantly, it became a reality when the Word of 
God became flesh in the birth of the Christ, which we celebrate. John the Baptist pointed to it when he said, 

“Behold the Lamb of God who takes away the sin of the world” ( John 1:29b).
Before we work our way through all of the aspects of comfort spelled out in the catechism, we will zero 

in on the reality of the announcement of comfort.

Comfort based on peace with God: An established relationship
At this point, as we examine the first question of the Heidelberg Catechism, we are still considering the 
question simply in terms of the concept of comfort. It is the foundation of the angels’ announcement, “Glory 
to God in the highest, and on earth peace among those with whom He is pleased!”

When the captives in Babylon heard the words “Comfort, Comfort,” they understood it meant doing 
something about their captivity. For you today, it means God is or has done something about your relation-
ship with Him.

The Most Important Answer 

(2): God’s Double Action

Reconciliation with God
We know the problem separating us from God is sin; we have inherited a heart of rebellion. God made it 
clear to Adam he and his wife would die the minute they disobeyed. When they sinned, Adam and Eve 
hid from God; they knew they were in trouble. But God came to Adam and said, “I will provide for you a 
remedy for this problem.” God promised a seed, pointing to the Son of God and His work as Savior.

All relationships require maintaining. Difficulties range from a minor tiff between children over a toy to 
business dealings to someone violating the law and receiving punishment from the civil authorities. Situa-
tions arise; people are at odds; they need to be brought back together; the issue needs to be resolved.
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This is reconciliation. The sinner needs to be reconciled to God. 
Reconciliation normally involves finding a way to remove the 
issue so the two parties can come back together. If you received 
a ticket for speeding, you pay the fine, which resolves the issue. 
You are again okay with the authorities.

Some ask why God requires reconciliation. Isn’t that petty? 
Shouldn’t a loving God just be happy if someone comes to Him? 
Such thinking fails to understand who God really is, and fails to 
understand what sin really is.

A God who is truly a God of love does no one any good unless 
he deals with sin.

Thus, a remedy for the problem must be provided for reconcilia-
tion to occur. The announcement of “comfort” means, simply, that 
God will provide a remedy. He does not require you to fix about 
your problem, “and until you do I will not talk to you.” Rather, 
He says, “Though you created the problem—you sinned—yet I 
will provide for you the remedy.”

Resolving your issue with God cannot begin with you. It be-
gins with God. That is the comfort: God will do it. You do not 
deserve it; you are not able to contribute; you are not able to 
provide any remedy.

God came to Adam and Eve.

Deliverance from sin—and its power
What is the remedy for sin? By the free grace of a loving God, 
He sent His Son to take your sins and pay for them. It is not 
complicated. It is that simple.

Romans 5 presents this process thoroughly. Paul begins the 
chapter saying, “Having been justified by faith, we have peace 
with God.” The gist of his argument is that while all are con-
demned through the sinful act of Adam, so believers are justified 
by Christ’s act of obedience.

The only remedy is Christ. By His life and death and resur-
rection, we are reconciled to God. The prohibiting issue, which 
removes all comfort, has been removed. Comfort is restored.

Note God’s double action: not only did He through Christ 
remove the problem of guilt before God for sin, He also over-
came the power of sin for you. Similarly, God did not announce 
comfort to the captives in Babylon or the slaves in Egypt only to 
leave them in captivity and slavery. He brought them back.

This God-announced comfort removes not just the guilt of 
sin, but its power in your life. The lack of comfort carries a mir-
rored double burden: not only must you give an account when 
you stand before the judge, but you live a miserable life under 
the power of sin.

Let us be clear: to live apart from God, to live according to the 
desire of the sinful heart, means living in misery, as the catechism 
identifies it in question and answer 3.

Those things we clutch so tightly, that the world and our own 
flesh have convinced us will produce happiness, will in fact pro-
duce only misery. But again, that is the message of comfort: God 
has provided through the Son to remove that power of sin, so 
you can, in this life, know true comfort.

The Most Important Answer (3):  
A Continuing Relationship

Comfort based on the continuation 
of relationship with God
Okay, the announcement is given, the remedy provided, and we 
are reconciled with God. But what about tomorrow? With hu-
man relationships, reconciliation can be lost very quickly when 
new issues arise.

In fact, we know that the captives in Babylon had formerly 

been right with God in Israel. Is there not a cause for concern? 
When they have been brought back into their land and restored 
to God, might not the relationship be broken again?

In your life, when you know you are right with God, what do 
you rely on for staying there? If you wonder if you’ll grow lazy in 
worshiping God or turn away from him, or if you simply worry 
about–that is not much comfort, is it?
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Providing a Shepherd who will protect
The prophet Jeremiah in chapter 31, addressing to the captives 
about their return, speaks of a new covenant for all believers 
(also referenced in Hebrews 8). God will make a new covenant 
which will change their hearts. Jesus Himself said in John 6:39, 

“This is the will of the Father who sent Me, that of all He has 
given Me, I should lose nothing, but should raise it up at the 
last day.” The message of comfort is so much greater than recon-
ciliation. The covenant God promised to the children of Israel 
in Exodus 19 that He would be their God, and they would be 
His people.

We all know Psalm 23, but do you understand what it is really 
saying? Jesus is your Shepherd who will keep you, and you will 
not be lost again. The “comfort,” God’s message to you, declares 
God’s work of reconciliation is certain and sure and will not fail.

As servants for the king
It will not fail because He is your God, but also you are His people. 
You do not remain at odds with God. Certainly God does not 
remain angry with you–that is not much of a message of comfort. 
He has brought you into His kingdom.

Our world holds strife; many things concern us. We struggle 
with issues like finances or health which are not necessarily joyful 
and comforting. But for believers who truly possess this comfort, 
even serious troubles are not life’s essence. We eagerly anticipate 
the joy we will know one day in Christ’s presence in eternity. But 
know that God has given you the privilege of living your life now 
before Him. To be a servant in His kingdom now.

Think about what that actually means. God’s comfort for you 
is to live a life in which you bring honor and glory to the name 
of Christ in His kingdom. All things work together for good to 
them that love God (Rom. 8:28). Your very struggles, the tears 
of life, are for good. Take comfort in those things.

Comfort based on living in the relationship with 
God
We now turn to the issue which the church has struggled with 
throughout history. Has God taken care of everything? If my life, 
by obedience, does not in any way count towards being right with 
God, what difference does it make how I live?

The question drills down to a deeper issue: why should I not be 
concerned and bothered (suffer a lack of comfort) about when 
I know I have sinned? When I struggle with temptation and 
don’t meet the standard of perfection, how can I be comfortable 
about that?

The beginning of eternal life
There remains yet one more great part to this comfort. Recon-
ciliation is not just about everything up to now. The message of 
comfort covers every sin you’ve committed and ever will com-
mit. Understanding that means knowing your life is not about 
continuing to keep right with God.

That is the comfort. It’s not about some future day. You are 
presented with the comfort that new life, eternal life, begins now 
when you are regenerated.

Living under God’s blessings
We equate comfort in terms of the benefits received. Well, you 
have received blessings of God’s grace, and those blessings include 
God’s work in your heart. That does not mean we stop concerning 
ourselves with sin and the law of God as a standard of life. God 
gives significant warnings against sin. How you live is absolutely 
important. For example, Paul told the new believers in Ephesus 
to stop stealing.

Yet all of that is the message of comfort: God provides for you 
to live a thankful life.

Conclusion
The birth of Christ is the comfort provided by God. This comfort 
exists not in gifts, parties, or decorations–it exists in the Savior, 
who came to restore the lost. When we celebrate Christ’s coming, 
let us celebrate the comfort of being reconciled with God. hhrr

Dr. Maynard Koerner
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Rev. Robert Grossmann

Robert Edwin Grossmann, age 83, left his earthly tent on Jan. 14, 2021, 
translated to the triumphant throng worshipping around the throne of 

God in heaven. 
In God’s mercy, his affliction with cancer and his death were, as was much 

of his life: fast and furious.
Robert was born to Walter and Dorothy Grossmann on Aug. 7,1937, in 

Eureka, South Dakota. He lived in Hosmer until the age of 15, when he moved 
to Shafter, CA with his parents. He received bachelor’s degrees in chemical 
engineering and philosophy from the University of California at Berkeley, and 
a Master of Divinity from Westminster Theological Seminary in Philadelphia. 
He received a Th.M. from Whitefield Theological Seminary and a Ph.D. from 
Reformation International Theological Seminary.

He was a loved and loving husband of 58 years to Pauline (Carman) Gross-
mann. They were married in Philadelphia, PA on Dec. 21, 1962.

They were blessed with six children and fifteen 
grandchildren: Samuel Robert Grossmann; Jona-
than (Glenda) Grossmann, Matthew, Ava, Nich-
olas, Ian; Dorthea (Harry) Groenendyk, Jacob, 
Elizabeth, Jessan, Hannah; Lydia ( Jay) Kroese, 
Caleb, Claire, Aaron; Ruth (Ryan) Nicholson; 
James (Michelle) Grossmann, Daniel, Josiah, Jo-
anna, Abigail.

Bob was an energetic and faithful pastor and 
teacher in Christ’s church; a third-generation 
minister ordained in the Reformed Church in the 
United States (RCUS) for 57 ½ years. He served 
congregations in Pierre, SD; Artas and Herreid, 
SD; Kansas City, MO; Mitchell, SD; as profes-
sor at Mid-America Reformed Seminary, Orange 
City, IA, returning to the pastorate in Garner, IA 
and Vermillion, SD. He was instrumental in the 
founding of 3 additional RCUS congregations, 
and was closely involved in the foreign ministries/
missions of the denomination. He was a beloved 
father and brother in the Christian faith to many.

He taught and mentored many men in the min-
istry both informally, and formally at Mid-America 
Reformed Seminary, Heidelberg Theological Sem-
inary, and Reformation International Theological 
Seminary.

Dad had a compelling zest for life, and living 
with him was always an adventure—sometimes 
hair-raising! He was passionate about flying and 
airplanes, hunting deer and pheasants, gifted in 
mechanics and electronics, and built airplane 
hangars and church buildings, as well as congre-
gations. He had a winsome smile, and a sometimes 
mischievous sparkle in his eyes, which in his last 
weeks, he attributed to Jesus—“Jesus is the spar-
kle.” Whatever Dad did, he did with all his might! 
(Colossians 3:23)

Even through this final test of cancer, he con-
tinued to grow in his love and submission to his 
Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ. He knew he was a 
sinner, and he marveled at God’s glorious grace 
demonstrated to him in Christ.

He was preceded in death by his parents, Walter 
Grossmann and Dorothy Grossmann Mattes, his 
brother Peter, infant son Samuel, and daughter 
Dorthea Groenendyk. hhrr
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The Constitution of the United States of America is a unique 
document based upon principles that are little understood 

today because historians have generally not been aware of an ac-
curate accounting of its background. The reason for this is that 
our Constitution is a covenantal document based on principles 
that come out of Scripture. These principles were common among 
the Puritan Christians who founded virtually all of the Thirteen 
Colonies. Our founders were men who looked to God’s Covenant 
of Grace with man for proper principles upon which to base hu-
man government. A ‘covenant’ is a compact or contract between 
two parties based on their mutual agreement to the authoritative 
words which define their relationship. Marriage is a good example 
of a covenant. God’s covenant is based on God’s words as a king 
who relates Himself to His servants by promising to be “their 
God,” and to take them as “His people” (Genesis 17:7; 2 Corin-
thians 6:16-18). Humans receive their place in God’s covenant 
by believing His words and seeking to obey them (Exodus 19:8).

The provisions of the U.S. Constitution are so sound and prac-
tical that even today millions of Americans would love to go back 
to a strict reading of the Constitution, and thus to a far more 
stable and honest America, even though they are not aware of 
where its principles come from. The United States was founded 
in 1776 by the Declaration of Independence, which clearly gave 
credit to the Creator (meaning the God of the Bible) for the basic 
principles of society, namely, that “All men are created equal, and 
are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights 
including life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.” Only if God 
is the Creator of men and the Giver of their rights, can these 
rights be considered “unalienable,” that is so innate that no human 
power has the right to modify, much less take away, those rights.

Then in 1789 the Continental Congress called for a convention 
of representatives from all of the Colonies to write a Constitu-
tion for this new nation that had successfully separated from its 
former rulers, the government of the kingdom of Great Britain. 
The result was our present Constitution, a document without 
equal in the history of mankind, a document which when ratified 
established the government of our nation neither as a monarchy, 
which is ruled from the top down by a king, nor a democracy, 
which when practiced in its purity is mob rule, but a constitutional 
republic. When, on the day it was completed, a lady of Philadel-
phia met Benjamin Franklin on the street and asked him, “What 
have we Mr. Franklin?” The elderly Mr. Franklin responded with, 
“A republic, if you can keep it.”

COVENANTAL PRACTICE
It is very important to note that the Constitutional Convention 
did not even attempt to impose this Constitution but presented 
it to the states for THEIR ratification. This is a covenantal Re-
formed practice that is still followed in churches that practice 
Presbyterian government, as does the RCUS. When officers are 
to be selected, be they pastors, elders or deacons, the candidates 
are presented to the congregation for its vote which decides who 
is chosen. Indeed, already in 1775, when Americans were seri-
ously discussing founding a new nation, British politician Horace 
Walpole remarked, “Our American cousins have eloped with a 
Presbyterian Parson.” This “Presbyterian Parson” was John With-
erspoon, a pastor in the Church of Scotland, who after a fruitful 
career there, in 1768 accepted the office of President at the Col-
lege of New Jersey, later called Princeton College. Witherspoon 
was a solidly Reformed theologian who strongly emphasized the 

(This article was written by Dr. Robert Grossmann in December of 2016.  Since then, the “strict reading of the 
Constitution” has become an even more highlighted issue ((consider the much publicized confirmation process 

for now Supreme Court Justice Amy Barrett)). The late Dr. Grossmann’s article is timely also in 2021)

OUR COVENANTAL 
CONSTITUTION

A UNIQUE DOCUMENT
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biblical doctrine of the Covenant of Grace and its implications for 
human political freedom and responsibility. He not only became 
one of the leaders of the effort to separate from British rule (he 
was one of the signers of the Declaration of Independence) but 
he also was the major teacher of James Madison, who is rightly 
called “the Father of the American Constitution,” not only by his 
contemporaries but also by present-day historians. Madison also 
served as the fourth President of the United States.

Now this emphasis on a Covenant of Grace (by which God 
promises to save human beings and requires of them faith and 
obedience in thanksgiving for salvation) was nothing new to 
Reformed teaching. The Puritan Calvinists who founded the 
American Colonies all practiced covenant government right from 
the beginning with the Mayflower Compact. Their practice can 
be traced back theologically and politically to Heinrich Bullinger 
who in 1534 (two years before Calvin’s first edition of his Insti-
tutes of the Christian Religion) wrote a treatise entitled, “The One 
and Eternal Testament (or Covenant) of God.” Ulrich Zwingli 
and his follower Bullinger already discussed covenant theology 
before Zwingli’s death in 1531 and used it effectively to counter 
the false teaching of the Anabaptists, who arose in Zurich during 
the 1520’s. Zwingli was, of course, the founder of the Reformed 
Reformation, which occurred in Zurich, Switzerland, at virtu-
ally the same time as Luther’s Reformation in Germany. In fact, 
Zwingli and Luther met in Marburg, Germany, in 1529 in order 
to see if they could reconcile

their sharp difference on whether Christ is physically present 
in the Lord’s Supper, or only spiritually present as the Reformed 
held. Luther’s letter to his wife after the conference says, in so 
many words, “our opponents wanted to have mere bread in the 
Lord’s Supper and acknowledge Christ spiritually in the bread.” 
(Quoted in The Protestant Reformation, by Hans Hillerbrand, 
page 163)

Many English speakers have been robbed of an accurate history 
of Covenant Theology since it was not until 1991 that Bullinger’s 
treatise on the Covenant was published in English. This treatise 
includes a section on political implications of the Covenant. It 
is printed as an appendix to a book entitled, Fountainhead of 
Federalism: Heinrich Bullinger and the Covenantal Tradition, by 
Charles McCoy and Wayne Baker. In this book, which I highly 
recommend to pastors and other interested Christians, Baker and 
McCoy trace the spread of covenant theology from Switzerland, 
through Germany, Holland, and England, to the Puritans who 
founded the English Colonies in America. With few exceptions 
this history of covenant theology is very useful and accurate, al-
though the authors, not being strong Calvinists, champion the 
work of Johannes Cocceus, who was somewhat opposed to the 

Canons of Dordt’s teaching of double predestination.
We need also to note that the name “federal” when applied to 

government means essentially the same thing as “covenant” when 
applied to theology. “Covenant” is based on the German word 
“Bundt” while “Federal” is based on a translation of the Latin 
word foedus, which also means “covenant.” Interestingly, “covenant” 
became the normal word for God’s covenant with man, while 
“federal” became used for a covenantal government.

It is important to recognize that two men familiar to RCUS 
readers were sound and thoughtful covenant theologians during 
the later 1500s. They are Zacharias Ursinus and Caspar Olevia-
nus, the writers of the Heidelberg Catechism. The previous cat-
echism of Ursinus, his Major Catechism, begins with a question 
similar to “What is your only comfort in life and in death, and 
answers it with, “That God has made a covenant…” Olevianus 
was a theologian who moved the doctrine of the covenant for-
ward by speaking of a “covenant of nature” God made with the 
creation in general and a covenant between the Father and Son 
as a foundation of the covenant of grace. This information helps 
us understand that there are many covenant ideas which appear 
in the Heidelberg Catechism even when the word “covenant” is 
not used very often.

CONCLUSION
It should be clear to us that the Constitution of the United 
States of America is so right when it simultaneously deals with 
human sinfulness and human responsibility by establishing a 
three-headed government of checks and balances, and by limiting 
this government to the “powers granted here-in (that is in this 
Constitution), with the remaining powers reserved to the States 
and to the people. This was not by mistake, chance, or luck. It 
was by the application of covenantal principles to the issues of 
establishing a just government for all the people. And it was rati-
fied by a large majority of all the colonies, not by some king or 
powerful political establishment. These principles have been so 
violated by our national government for years through its own 
officers that our presidents even think they have power to take 
over private corporations, like General Motors, and decide what 
kind of bathrooms are available in our public schools. May God 
grant repentance to our leaders and save the United States from 
its own unconstitutional government. hhrr

Dr. Robert Grossmann 
Menno, SD
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TThere are certain questions that keep coming up. The words 
may change, but the matter at hand remains the same. Here 

are some examples.
“I understand that God, who is sovereign, can freely decide to 

elect some to salvation and leave others in their sin and perdition. 
But how is that fair?”

“Do we still have free wills, at least in some sense? After all, we 
are not robots, programmed by divine decree, are we? When 
someone comes to faith, they think things through for themselves 
and make a decision to follow Christ, don’t they? Or does this 
way of talking amount to bad theology that compromises God’s 
sovereignty?”

Have you ever wrestled with questions like these? In your own 
mind? In your Bible study group? If you have, you are certainly 
not alone.

These questions are linked to one, underlying point of doctrine: 
the intersection of God’s sovereignty and human responsibility. 
Moreover, on this topic you may have heard someone say, “100% 
God and 100% man. God is 100% sovereign and man is 100% 

responsible. It’s not possible to fully understand it, but this is 
what Scripture teaches us.”

100% God, 100% man. Is this the best way we can sum up this 
crucial area of our heavenly Father’s teaching?

The good
Whenever people express themselves on a topic, wisdom encour-
ages us to listen carefully for what they really mean, what they 
intend to convey. It is all too easy to pounce on their word choice 
and draw all kinds of conclusions from the vocabulary they select. 
But we all know that picking just the right words and putting 
them together in just the right way is hard work. So, let’s listen 
beyond the vocabulary, get through to the intent, and then come 
back to the vocabulary because, to be sure, words really do count 
for something.

Usually when someone says, “100% God and 100% man,” 
they intend to defend, without compromise or question, God’s 
complete sovereignty. That is why they say 100% God’s sover-
eignty and not 99.99% God’s sovereignty. This is scriptural. In 

100% God and 100% Man?

This article was printed in our sister publication, “Clarion”, Vol 69, No 25 and is reprinted with permission.
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Ephesians 1:11, we hear about our God “who works all things 
according to the counsel of his will.” “All things” really means all 
things. Big, life-altering things. Small, seemingly insignificant, 
things. Our God sovereignly directs every one of them. 100%.

When someone promptly adds “100% man,” they usually do 
not intend to compromise God’s sovereignty in any way. The 
fuller version of this expression is “God is 100% sovereign, and 
man is 100% responsible.” Yes, the numbers are the same at 100, 
but they refer to different things. Responsibility is not the same 
thing as sovereignty.

In addition, when it comes to our sinful conduct, we are 100% 
responsible for our transgressions. As James writes, “Let no one 
say when he is tempted, ‘I am being tempted by God,’ for God 
cannot be tempted with evil, and he himself tempts no one” (1:13). 
Also, in the Belgic Confession, we affirm the same truth when 
we confess, “God is not the Author of the sins which are com-
mitted” (Art 13). So, when I sin I only have myself to blame. I 
am responsible. 100%.

To its credit, then, this adage, “100% God and 100% man,” aims 
to hold both biblical truths together. As the Preacher says, “It 
is good to grasp the one and not let go of the other” (Eccl 7:18 
NIV84). Many heresies arise when people zero in on one par-
ticular aspect of God’s teaching and accentuate it so strongly 
that other aspects of the whole counsel of God fade into the 
background. In the end, divine truth is dangerously warped. This 
common saying about God’s sovereignty and man’s responsibility 
rightly aspires to avoid that trap.

The not-so-good
Having said all this, we can still legitimately wonder if this expres-
sion is the best that we can do. To begin with, it frames theological 
truth within mathematical language – math with added mystery, 
to be sure. Everyone acknowledges there is something about this 
topic that we cannot fully comprehend. However, the numbers 
used still prompt the keen listener to wonder whether the math 
really adds up. Especially in its most succinct version, “100% God 
and 100% man,” the calculations appear at first glance to be flawed. 
Already in elementary school we learn that 100% is the top limit; 
you cannot score higher than that. (Unless, of course, there is a 
bonus question on the test, but that is another matter.) Under-
standably, then, this expression may well leave the impression that 
even if the intention is to uphold God’s sovereignty unequivocally, 
the net result is decidedly different.

Probing this more deeply, let’s say that someone asserts, “I 
wholeheartedly affirm God’s sovereignty, but I also believe that 
people genuinely choose for Christ. They wrestle with it, they pray 
about it, and then one day they decide to believe in the Saviour 
of the world.” Well, someone else may come along and observe, 

“You say you believe in God’s comprehensive sovereignty but as 
soon as you give any room whatsoever for the free choice of man, 
you inescapably compromise his sovereignty. You say 100% God, 

but you actually affirm no more than 99%, and maybe much less 
than that.”

In math they call this a zero-sum game. Pick whatever numbers 
you like, but whatever you give to the one (man), you must take 
away from the other (God). Yes, math is a wonderful area of 
study, but as you can see, it is not always the best tool to express 
theological truth.

What is more, so long as we are speaking about evil deeds, we 
can readily concur that we are 100% responsible for our transgres-
sions. But what about when we are speaking about good actions, 
such as repentance and faith? What is our level of responsibil-
ity or involvement there? Here we immediately sense that if we 
put a percentage on that, we may easily slip into the error of 
Arminianism.

A venerable guide
Obviously, we are not the first generation to wrestle with this 
intersection of God’s sovereignty and human responsibility. In 
fact, this topic was at the heart of the debate at the Synod of Dort. 
Our Reformed fathers poured many long hours into crafting 
sentences that capture the whole counsel of God in a succinct 
way. Here are some excerpts from the Canons of Dort that will 
help us make some headway.

The Cause of Unbelief, The Source of Faith

The cause or guilt for this unbelief, as well as for all 
other sins, is by no means God, but rather in man. 
Faith in Jesus Christ and salvation through him, 
however, is the free gift of God (Chap 1, Art 5).

Regeneration is the Work of God Alone

Hence all those in whose hearts God works in 
this amazing way are certainly, unfailingly, and 
effectually regenerated and do actually believe. And 
then the will so renewed is not only acted upon 
and moved by God but, acted upon by God, the 
will itself also acts. Therefore man himself is rightly 
said to believe and repent through the grace he has 
received (Chap 3/4, Art 12).

Two truths come to the fore here. First, the cause of unbelief 
and sin and the cause of faith and salvation are not the same. 
This can be hard to swallow. Our sense of consistency prompts 
us to think, “If man is responsible for unbelief, then he is also 
responsible for faith. Alternatively, if God is responsible for faith, 
then he is also responsible for unbelief. It’s either one or the other.” 
Yes, such a paradigm would be logically tidy, but it would also 
be unscriptural. Faith is a gift from God (Eph 2:8), but sinful 
desires, including unbelief, are “not from the Father but from this 
world” (1 John 2:16) and, in particular, our own sinful nature that 
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is part of this fallen world. Whenever we are discussing divine 
sovereignty and human responsibility the sharp line of distinction 
between these two causes is often blurred and sometimes erased. 
Let’s watch out for that and avoid it!

Secondly, and perhaps surprisingly, our Reformed confession 
verifies that “man himself is rightly said to believe and repent.” Did 
some Arminian phrase miss the editor’s eye and slip into the final 
text of the decisions of Dort? No, not at all. God’s own Word 
speaks in the same way. Abram believed and it was credited to him 
as righteousness (Gen 15:6). Job despised himself and repented 
(42:6). However, it is what you put around that statement that 
makes all the difference, either preserving Reformed doctrine or 
veering off in an Arminian direction. To be more specific, it all 
depends on how you answer this critical question: “Who caused 
Abram to believe and how did he do it?”

Who caused Abram to believe? Our gracious God did. Period. 
We already confirmed this in the quote from Chapter 1, Article 5 
of the Canons. This also means that true faith is not a part-God, 
part-man event. Our Reformed forefathers were clear on this: 

“This regeneration is by no means brought about only by outward 
teaching, by moral persuasion, or by such a mode of operation 
that, after God has done his part, it remains in the power of man 
to be regenerated or not regenerated, converted or not converted” 
(Chap 3/4, Art 12). There is no synergism in salvation.

But how, then, did God cause Abram to believe? He did so by 
regenerating Abram’s naturally rebellious will and transforming 
it into a sovereignly softened will. We also hasten to add that 
Abram’s will, “so renewed is not only acted upon and moved by 
God but, acted upon by God, [Abram’s] will itself also acts.” Here 
is no fatalistic determinism in which divine sovereignty nullifies 
the human will. But here is a venerable confession of the in-
comprehensible yet delightful miracle of the Spirit’s sovereignty 
that graciously transforms sinful human wills (Chap 3/4, Arts 
11&12).

A better expression?
This brings us back to that common expression, “100% God, 
100% man.” We have already identified the pros and cons of that 
aphorism. Can we do better? I suggest that we can. Of course, 
optimally expressing something that, in the final analysis, is “in-
expressible” (Chap 3/4, Art 12) is challenging, to say the least. 
Nonetheless, here is my proposal. What if we replace “100% God’s 
sovereignty, 100% man’s responsibility” with “Our gracious God 
sovereignly acts so that sinful man actually believes”?

Granted, it is not as short and sweet as 100% God, 100% man. 
But a few extra words won’t hurt, will they? More importantly, 
this summary statement offers the following advantages:

• It takes the numbers out of the equation. As we have 
seen, even well-intentioned numbers can generate 
unintended confusion.

• By juxtaposing “gracious God” and “sinful man,” we 
constantly remind ourselves that we have no reason 
to boast in ourselves (Eph 2:9) and every reason to 
glorify God alone (Ps 115:1).

• While upholding the full sovereignty of God, this 
summary statement also explicitly affirms that a 
regenerated person “actually believes” because the 
divinely renewed will is not only acted upon (passive) 
but “the will itself also acts” (active). We are regener-
ated humans, not reprogrammed robots.

Undoubtedly, the suggestion above has weaknesses, too. As 
iron sharpens iron, perhaps someone else will improve this ad-
age. In the meantime, if it helps, even in some small way, to sort 
through some of the thorny doctrinal questions that often arise 
concerning divine sovereignty and human responsibility, it will 
have served its purpose. hhrr

Jason Van Vliet  
Hamilton, Ontario
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To the redeemed sheep of Jesus Christ:
“Beware of false prophets, who come to you in sheep’s clothing, but 
inwardly they are ravenous wolves.” (Matthew 7:15)

“Therefore take heed to yourselves and to all the flock, among which 
the Holy Spirit has made you overseers, to shepherd the church 
of God which He purchased with His own blood. 29 “For I know 
this, that after my departure savage wolves will come in among 
you, not sparing the flock. 30 “Also from among yourselves men 
will rise up, speaking perverse things, to draw away the disciples 
after themselves.” (Acts 20:28-30)

In the words spoken by Jesus Christ to His disciples, and the 
Apostle Paul to the elders at Ephesus, a dire warning was given 
that is applicable today. It is a warning that seems to be ignored by 
many, either out of ignorance or from hearts in rebellion against 
God and His word.  This warning is one that must not only be 
heard but also acted upon, lest many sheep are led astray into 
unbelief and sinful living to their own destruction.

The wolves in sheep’s clothing are found not only in pulpits, in 
the Sunday school rooms and amongst lay people; they are also 
found in institutions that claim the name of Christ, promoting 
themselves as a Christian institution, whether it is a k-12 school, 
a college or university; whether it’s a business, a charitable/hu-
manitarian, or political organization. 

Not Easy to Spot
However, the wolves are not easy to spot; hence, the disguise. They 
dress like Christians; they may be faithful in their attendance at 
church and church activities. Yet, in their hearts they are not sheep, 
not Christians at all (Isaiah 29:13; Matthew 15:7). They have 
lifted up their opinions and the opinion of others above God’s 
word. They have become judges (in their own minds) of God’s 

word and God Himself. They speak smooth words, “smooth 
things,” as we read in Isaiah 30:10. What they say sounds good 
and pleasant to one’s ears. It even makes sense as it is presented, 
though their premise is unbiblical and false; having a twisted view 
of Scriptures. They speak using ‘Christian vocabulary’; words like 
‘grace,’ ‘mercy,’ ‘love,’ etc. yet their use of these words have little or 
no basis in Scripture. Rather they redefine them as they twist 
Scripture to fit a man-centered philosophy; a humanist world 
view that looks to man and others rather than pointing the hear-
ers to Christ for salvation and deliverance from all the injustices 
and hatred that has so permeated the world through the fall 
of our first parents, Adam and Eve. In fact, they have a way of 
shaming those who would disagree; vilifying them as being unlov-
ing, uncaring, full of pride and conceit. As a result, they devour 
the sheep leading them down a path filled with half truths (lies, 
coated with a smidgen of truth); a path that will ultimately lead 
to their destruction. The disguise is well crafted but not impos-
sible to see through it.

Sadly, today many so-called Christian schools, colleges and 
universities are actually inviting wolves to speak to their students 
to stir up rebellion in their students, moving them away from 
looking to God’s word for wisdom and turning their hearts to 
embrace humanist philosophies and man-centered teachings 
(Colossians 2:8).  Have these so-called Christian institutions 
become a hot-bed of reprobate thinking, as described in Romans 
1:32? I am sure they would certainly deny this vehemently; yet, 
we must ask why are they continually and repeatedly inviting 
speakers on campus to speak to you (parents: to your sons and 
daughters) that leads you (them), and encourages you (them) to 
embrace a sinful life style and embrace worldly thinking that is 
contrary to the Bible. 

Beware of Wolves in Your Midst: 
Appearing to be Sheep
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Have we become like the people of Israel in the Old Testament, 
where they were described as follows?

“. . . this is a rebellious people, lying children, children who will 
not hear the law of the LORD; who say to the seers, ‘Do not see,’ 
and to the prophets, ‘Do not prophesy to us right things; speak to 
us smooth things, prophesy deceits. 11 Get out of the way, turn 
aside from the path, cause the Holy One of Israel to cease from 
before us.’” (Isaiah 30:9-11)

Or, like what is prophesied in the New Testament?
“For the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine, 
but according to their own desires, because they have itching ears, 
they will heap up for themselves teachers; 4 and they will turn 
their ears away from the truth, and be turned aside to fables.” (2 
Timothy 4:3-4)

No Call to Repentance – Salvation Without 
Transformation
The wolves in sheep’s clothing are the ones that are welcomed, 
honored and embraced, because they say what people want them 
to say. They use words like love and mercy, grace and humility 
as a cloak for vice (1 Peter 2:16; Galatians 5:13). It is said that 
we must love the homosexual by accepting them in their homo-
sexuality, embracing the false notion that they were born that way.  
Scripture tells us that we are all born sinners and homosexuality 
is one of many sins that keep us from entering the kingdom of 
God (Romans 3:10-18; 1 Corinthians 6:9-10). Yet, by telling the 
sinner that you accept them in their sin without telling him or her 
that there is freedom from the bondage to their sin in Christ is to 
give them a false hope. Without calling them to repentance and 
faith in Jesus Christ, they will remain in a state of condemnation 
so long as they are unrepentant in their sin; whatever sin that 
may have gripped their heart binding it under its influence. The 
person in bondage to sin is only able to be set free from his or 
her chains of sin by God working grace in that person’s heart to 
repent of his or her sin, and by faith seek forgiveness in Christ 
alone and the freedom that is found in putting one’s trust in His 
redemptive work on the cross alone; freedom to live in the righ-
teousness of God in Christ, as described in Scripture (Romans 
Chapter 6 & Colossians Chapter 3). 

Yes, as Christians we must show love toward one another ( John 
13:34-35); we are to be humble and not arrogant thinking that 
we are better than others (Philippians 2:3). We are to speak the 
truth as it is revealed to us in Scripture; speak the truth in love 
(Ephesian 4:15). Scripture says we are to be gentle to all, correct 
in humility those who are in sin, either in doctrine or in their 
‘life-style,’ so they may know the truth, not just half truths that 
fit the socially acceptable opinion of a fallen culture; but rather 
truth as defined and revealed by God Himself in His word (2 
Timothy 2:24-25).  

As Christians we must speak the truth in love, correcting others 
with the objective that they “may come to their senses and escape 
the snare of the devil, having been taken captive by him to do his 
will” (v. 26) There is no love not correcting, or declaring the good 
news of Jesus Christ to someone that living in sin, whether it’s ho-
mosexuality, stealing, adultery, fornication, gossip, or some other 
sin. For Christians leading a gay pride parade thinking you being 
an intermediary or intercessor is telling the homosexual that it is 
ok to be a homosexual; that God is ok with that life-style. He has 
told us in His word He is not ok with it and He hasn’t changed 
His mind about it. If it was sin 3,500 years ago (Leviticus 18:22) 
and 2,000 years ago (1 Corinthians 6:9-10; Romans 1:24-27); 
it’s a sin today. What was an abomination then is an abomination 
now. Truth doesn’t change, nor does morality. Society and the 
culture of a people don’t define truth or morality; God does and 
He alone, as He has revealed in His inspired, inerrant and infal-
lible word. Furthermore, to suggest that Christians walk in front 
of a gay pride parade is like suggesting that they walk in front 
of a prostitute pride parade – that’s not showing grace or love 
that is reaffirming them in their sinful conduct; sinful mindset.

The Wolf ‘Soft on Sin’
The smooth talker, the wolf in sheep’s clothing, will denigrate 
the significance of a particular sin because Jesus didn’t talk much 
about it (a lame reason to excuse sin). Just because a specific sin 
is not mentioned by Jesus in the Gospel accounts doesn’t mean 
He is telling us to not make a big deal about that sin; that He 
was okay with it. He didn’t mention that particular sin because 
it wasn’t a sin that was prevalent within the Jewish community 
where He ministered. (On the other hand, homosexuality was 
mentioned by the apostle Paul because he was ministering to 
the Gentile communities, where it was prevalent.) It’s a big deal 
today because it has been made a big deal by the homosexual 
community. If by Jesus not mentioning homosexuality during His 
earthly ministry tells us that He was ok with it, then we must say 
abortion is ok, since it’s not even mentioned in Scripture, much 
less Jesus Christ. Jesus spoke to sinners with grace. True enough. 
However, He also told them to repent of their sins such as the 
woman caught in adultery ( John 8:11). He received those who 
showed true repentance, like Zacchaeus in Luke 19:2-10. (See 
also, Matthew 4:17; Mark 1:15: He even told His disciples to go 
out and preach repentance, (Mark 6:12). On the other hand, He 
rejected the impenitent, the proud and those who were content 
in their sin, who didn’t struggle with their sin but embraced it as 
though it was ok to be that way and sought to justify themselves 
in their sinful ways (Matthew 20:25-28; 23:2-14, 28). 

There is one thing that Jesus spoke of more than any other per-
son and that was hell, where the impenitent and prideful sinner 
will spend eternity. Yet, today, you hear very little, or not at all, 
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preaching on hell from many pulpits, or even so-called evange-
listic efforts. Grace speaks the truth in love, including this truth 
(Ephesians 4:15). There is no escape for the sinner who doesn’t 
repent of his or her sin; and saying you were “born this way” will 
not get you off the hook; much less, make it ok to practice your 
sinful life-style. Repent of your sin, by faith seek the forgiveness 
of your sins obtained for you by Christ alone in His one atoning 
sacrifice on the cross, and put your trust in Him alone for your 
salvation. In doing so He will deliver you from your bondage 
to your sin by the power of His Spirit, just as He did with the 
Corinthians: “And such were some of you. But you were washed, 
but you were sanctified, but you were justified in the name of the 
Lord Jesus and by the Spirit of our God” (1 Corinthians 6:11). 
Those who teach and preach contrary to the word of God using 
smooth words to justify sin, don’t understand grace much less 
what it means to show love to sinners.

The Wolf Causes Divisions: Sheep Must 
Test All Things

“Now I urge you, brethren, note those who cause divisions and 
offenses, contrary to the doctrine which you learned, and avoid 
them. 18 For those who are such do not serve our Lord Jesus Christ, 
but their own belly, and by smooth words and flattering speech 
deceive the hearts of the simple” (Romans 16:17-18).

Though sometimes difficult, the wolf in sheep’s clothing is not 
impossible to spot. Sometimes it’s not what the wolf says; it’s 
what is not said that is equally important though harder to assess. 
Scripture tells us 1 Thessalonians 5:21 to “test all things”; and 
according to 1 John 4:1, we are told to “. . . not believe every spirit, 
but test the spirits, whether they are of God; because many false 
prophets have gone out into the world.”

So how do you test what is said to determine if it is true or 
false? There is only one standard of right and wrong, truth and 
error and that is the Bible, the Word of Truth; the inspired, in-
errant, infallible Word of God. This is where you go help you 
understand whether the words ‘grace,’ ‘mercy’ and ‘love’ are being 
used properly, as believers in Christ. The Bible is the standard 
for our conduct. It alone tells us not only what to believe as 
true concerning God, man and the history mankind from the 
beginning of all things in Genesis to Revelation. Scripture also 
tells us how God, in His Providence has directed all that there 
was and is according to His good purposes and His glory.  God 
didn’t it get wrong when He moved Moses to write the historical 
accounts found in Genesis and the other four books of the Penta-
teuch. (He was there when He created so we have an eyewitness 
account from God, not guess work from modern day scientists 
bent on undermining the authority and credibility of Scripture.) 
As Creator He tells us what is right and wrong; He alone defines 
morality, not some self-serving modern thinker, who will claim 
that morality from Scripture is out of date; that our culture de-
fines what is morally right and wrong. Society doesn’t define 

what is right and wrong, or even the justices; God alone tells 
them what is right and wrong, which is recorded for all to read 
in His word, the Bible. Otherwise, it will cause strife, confusion 
and chaos as each one determines for himself or herself what is 
right and wrong, resulting in abortion (infanticide) on demand; 
and corruption, lying and stealing are given a pass being deemed 
acceptable for the ‘good of the people’ – really?! This is where we 
are heading; if not already. 

Victory over the Wolf by the Grace of God
Combating this perversion, corruption, wickedness and rebellion 
will mean spending time in Scripture, making it your delight so 
that you will be able to resist the wolf in sheep’s clothing; refusing 
to walk in the counsel of the ungodly, or stand in the path of sin-
ners, or sit in the seat of the scornful (Psalm 1:1-2). Making God’s 
word your delight will transform you way of thinking so that, by 
the grace of God, you will look to God alone to give you wisdom 
from His word and the power of the Holy Spirit to strengthen 
you to conduct your life humbly in a manner worthy of your call-
ing in Christ to glory of God. When you do you will learn that 
grace is not accepting someone in their sinful behavior, but rather 
telling them that by the unmerited favor of God (His grace) He 
sent His Son, Jesus Christ, into the world to save sinners, such as 
you and me, paying the penalty for their sins and delivery them 
from the bondage to the sin that has so gripped their hearts into 
thinking that because they were ‘born that way’ they don’t have to 
turn from their wicked ways and turn to Christ with a changed 
heart and life to the glory of God. Grace purchased through Jesus 
Christ salvation and redemption from sin for the sinner; grace 
didn’t embrace it, nor accept the sinner’s sin.

Let’s all BEWARE of the false teacher, the false preacher for 
there are many who have risen up in our midst deceiving and 
being deceived. Look to the Lord alone for wisdom in His word 
and strength from His Spirit in these troubling days for only by 
God’s grace will we be able to stand against the wiles of devil and 
his ambassadors, wolves in sheep’s clothing, to the glory of God. 
As we stand against the wolves of our day may it be that our 
desire is not just to expose them for who they are, but let it also 
be our desire that God graciously grant them repentant hearts, 
calling them to forsake their wicked ways and by true faith turn 
to Jesus Christ alone and His one atoning work on the cross for 
the forgiveness of sins, righteousness, salvation and everlasting life.

Blessings to you all through Christ Jesus our Lord, the great 
Shepherd of the sheep, hhrr

Rev. Richard Stetler, CEO 
Reformation Gospel Ministries
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ANECDOTES OF 
CHURCH HISTORY (10)

1. JAY ADAMS SHARPENS HIS BLADE
Last year Dr. Jay E. Adams was transferred by our Lord from 
the Church Militant to the Church Triumphant ( January 30, 
1929–November 14, 2020). He was an indomitable Reformed 
preacher, mighty in the Scriptures, an adroit Biblical counselor, 
a scholar of scholars, and a writer of over 100 books.      

His most influential book was Competent to Counsel  (1970), 
which transformed Church counseling throughout the world.  
But what is not known is that his book was initially received 
with flak, even from those who echoed his concern about the 
invasiveness of humanistic psychology into the ministry of the 
Church. For example, before his book was published, the pub-
lisher asked six men who taught counseling in institutions besides 
Westminster Seminary to mull over what Adams called nouthetic 
(Christian) counseling. A half dozen of these men met with Ad-
ams in an airport hotel for an “iron-sharpening-iron” session. They 
agreed with Adams’ overall thesis, that too much secularism had 
invaded the Church, and that there needed to be a more purified 

approach. However, they were convinced that Adams’ bedside 
manner was not the cure. The tone of the book was too aggres-
sive, too militant, not irenic enough; his touch was not velvety.  
Adams then asked what they would do to correct the situation, 
as they had platforms that they could easily use to bring change, 
but their hesitations proved they were kicking against the pricks. 
Adams sensed weakness and concluded that his writing wasn’t 
sufficiently penetrative, so that he hunkered down and applied 
more whetstone to his sword!    

2. WHY THE MESSIAH SITS AS A 
PURIFIER OF SILVER
In the 19th century some ladies in Dublin, Ireland, were discuss-
ing the Christmas message of Malachi 3:3, as to whether Christ’s 
sitting to refine silver in “the sons of Levi” differed from what 
preceded, namely, the use of fuller’s soap to cleanse God’s people. 
One lady argued that both metaphors (soap and the refining fire) 
meant the same, but the other balked. Instead, she focused on 
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what it meant to sit to refine silver and decided to visit a silver-
smith so that she could learn from the refiner’s posture. When the 
silversmith explained the technique of refining silver, she asked: 

“But do you sit, sir, while you are refining?” When he replied that 
he did, she learned why:  he sat to fixate on the silver, so that the 
silver would not be consumed.  “But how do you know sir, when 
it is sufficiently refined?” she asked. “When I see my own image 
reflected in it, I know the process is completed,” he explained. 
Then the lady understood Christ’s work as a Refiner of silver. 
When He purifies His silvery people in the furnace of affliction, 
He must sit as a refiner until He sees His own reflection. When 
God’s image begins to shine in us, His work as a silversmith in 
our specific trial is complete.

3. ON BEING A DUNCE     
Duns Scotus (1265-1308) was a Roman Catholic priest, Francis-
can friar and philosopher-theologian who was known as Doctor 
Subtilis, “the subtle doctor.” Paradoxically, arguments today that 
are considered without merit or sophistic are panned as moronic 
or dunce-like, and an academic delinquent is often punished by 
sitting on a chair wearing a conical hat known as a “dunce cap.”

How did this comedic practice begin?  Not in the lifetime of 
Duns Scotus himself, but 200 years in the future with the English 
Protestant Reformation. In his own lifetime Scotus’ arguments 
were famously too subtle and hair-splitting, especially his unquali-
fied support for the unscriptural traditions of the Roman Catholic 
Church.  For example, Duns “proved” God’s existence with this 
logical labyrinth: (1) Something, A, is produced. (2)  It is pro-
duced either by itself, nothing, or another. (3)  Not by nothing, 
for nothing produces nothing. (4) Not by itself, for an effect never 
causes itself. (5) Therefore by another: call it B. (6) We return 
to 2. B is produced by itself, nothing, or another. The ascending 
series must continue infinitely or we finally reach something, with 
nothing prior to it. (7)  An infinite ascending series is impossible. 
(8) Therefore, a simple first efficient cause exists, namely, God.

Did you comprehend all that?! Because of Duns’ torturous logic, 
English Protestants pilloried Catholics as blind guides, duns, that 
is, ignoramuses.  As early as 1527 William Tyndale in his Parable 
of Wicked Mammon even wrote: “A Duns man would make xx. 
distinctives,” and even later, Charles Dickens in his Old Curiosity 
Shop, spoke of being crowned with a “dunce-cap.”

4. HANDEL’S MESSIAH CENSORED?
Lovers of Handel’s Messiah will be surprised to learn that they 
may never have heard the full score of his incomparable oratorio.  
Case in point:  The much slighted piece, titled, “The Lord Gave 

the Word and Great is the Company of Preachers” (from Psalm 
68: 11) is usually  cut from contemporary performances. The 
reason for the omission is anyone’s guess: its brevity is a chess 
move too insignificant to make it memorable; the entertainment 
value is marginal, or the  Commission for preachers to preach is 
repetitive. Yet, all the objective facts of Christ’s saving work on 
the cross and resurrection and ascension that are prophesied in 
the Old Testament and celebrated mostly in the first part of the 
Messiah are charged to preachers to proclaim to the world. Those 
who downplay the Great Commission forget that the preaching 
of the gospel was the historical inspiration for the Oratorio itself.*

*The omission of  “the Lord Gave the Word” was brought to my 
attention by Pastor Michael Voytek; you can listen to it on utube 
(it runs just 70 seconds).

5. QUEEN VICTORIA STANDS
Queen Victoria (1820-1901) was portrayed as so pompous that 
she would be miserable even in heaven because she would be 
demoted to walk in the wake of angels. But that anecdote should 
be counter-balanced by another which is more complimentary. 
In worship we often try to accommodate the infirmed, saying, 

“Please stand if you are able,” of which many infirmed are not. 
Well, an elderly Queen Victoria was in attendance of the Mes-
siah and as the choir sang, “King of Kings and Lord of Lords,” 
she–despite being wracked by pain and the crippling infirmities 
of old age–refused to remain seated and arose to honor the One 
Who is King of queens, too.  

6. A RECENT, INFAMOUS PRAYER
Representative Emanuel Cleaver of Missouri, who is also an 
United Methodist priest, recently opened the 117th Congress 
( January 3, 2021) with a   gender-neutral prayer, saying: “We 
ask it in the name of the monotheistic god, Brahma, and God 
known by many names by different faiths. Amen and Awoman.” 

Not surprisingly, few were shocked that he prayed to the false 
god Brahma. As for his “Awoman,” he explained that it was no 
more than a light-hearted pun to honor women, especially the 
first woman chaplain in the House of Representatives (Margaret 
G. Kibben, a graduate of Princeton Seminary).  While he might 
have been aware that amen is not a gendered noun, he desecrated 
worship by playing the clown at the expense of God’s sovereign 
majesty. 

7. A DISTRAUGHT CONDUCTOR 
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REBUKES HIS CHOIR
Sir Thomas Beecham (1879-1961) of the London Philharmonic 
was leading the choir in a rendition of Handel’s Messiah, and after 
eyeing the exuberant joy of each singer, stopped the rehearsal 
and launched a rebuke: “When we sing ‘All we, like sheep have 
gone astray,’ might we please have a little more regret and a little 
less satisfaction.”  

8. NEW ENGLAND–A HOTBED OF UNBELIEF
Paul Johnson, in his  A History of Christianity, depicts the demise 
of Calvinism in New England at the beginning of the 19th century, 
which transitioned  from Calvinism to Arminianism and, finally, 
to Unitarianism (which denies the  Trinity and exalts the brother-
hood  of all men).  So pervasive was the scourge of Unitarianism 
in New England, especially among the elite, that critics  jested that 
in New England the preaching was confined to “the fatherhood 
of God, the brotherhood of man and the neighborhood of Boston.” 

9. WHAT IS MINISTER’S FEVER?
“Minister’s fever” is a Dutch Reformed expression that describes 
the burden that preachers carry when saddled to preach the Gos-
pel. Case in point: the Dutch theologian Herman Bavinck, who 
is famous for his 4-volume Reformed Dogmatics, was particu-
larly vulnerable to “minister’s fever.”  For example, before Bavinck 
preached his first sermon to the church at Frankener in Holland 
in March of 1882, he was noticeably distraught and hyper-antsy 
in the vestibule. His pastor-father, Jan, explained that his son 
was overwhelmed by the awesome responsibility to proclaim 
the word of God. It seems that the Dutch coined a word, call-
ing it preek koorts, an “ailment” that plagued him throughout his 
preaching ministry.  To be blunt: Theologian Valentine Hepp 
reported that Bavinck would throw up every Sunday morning 
before he preached.

10.  JOHN CALVIN’S RIDICULE
John Calvin was not a jokester, but he was brilliantly witty, es-
pecially his scathing attacks against heretics. (He would second 
St. Augustine, who said that if it’s ridiculous, then magnify its 
ridiculousness.) For example, Calvin blasted the “barbarism of ” 
[unclear] “words” that streamed from Catholic theologians. A 
notable example was the absurd requirement (ridiculed even by 
some earlier Catholic clerics) that everyone must confess his sins 
to a priest in the Confessional at least once a year. To standardize 
this practice, the Church explained that everyone of both sexes 
must comply with this mandate.  But Calvin lampooned the 
requirement, noting that if true, then only the hermaphrodite (a 
person with both male and female organs) was under obligation, 
instead of individual men or individual women! (Institutes of the 
Christian Religion, Book III, chapter 4. 5)

11. BUZZING ABOUT HAMAN
Haman is the great prototype enemy of the Jews because of the 
pogrom he launched against the Jews from his headquarters in 
Persia during the days of Queen Esther. Thus, when the Feast of 
Purim is celebrated, Haman is regularly vilified, albeit in many 
creative ways. For example, there were special cakes called Ha-
mantaschen, Purim plays, hangings in effigy, hissing, stamping 
and rattling (with what is called the ‘gregar’ or Purim rattle.) 
Whenever the name of Haman was mentioned, a condemnatory 
response was forthcoming. For example, during the reading of the 
Megillah (Megillah is the “scroll” of the book of Esther), whenever 
the reader spoke Haman’s name, contempt was expressed by 
hissing, stamping, and shaking the Purim rattle.

Rev. Jim West
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In the last two issues of the Reformed Herald, I have been 
sharing a study we are doing in Adult Sunday School on the 

Psalms of Ascent. The Psalms of Ascent are a collection of 15 
Psalms that were sung by pilgrims as they travelled to Jerusa-
lem three times a year, for the feasts of Passover, Pentecost, and 
Tabernacles. Jerusalem is situated in the mountains and so when 
pilgrims approached it from any direction, they were travelling 
uphill, so these psalms became known by this title.

Each one of the psalms has a different feel to it, expressing the 
gamut of emotions pilgrims would experience on their journey. 
In fact, all the psalms in the Bible do so. Some are triumphant, 
others are sad. Some express confidence in God, other disappoint-
ment in Him. Some overflow with praise, others spew curses. In 
short, in the psalms, we see ourselves clearly as real people, who 
experience ups and downs on our own pilgrimage to glory. This 
is perhaps one of the reasons that the psalms are dear to so many: 
they are real, and we can relate to them. Psalm 122 is about glad-
ness. Our pilgrim was discouraged to be away from God’s people 
and public worship in Psalm 120. Many of us can relate as many 
of us went through that in 2020. Psalm 121 expresses fears that 
our pilgrim experienced as he travelled, yet confidence in the Lord 
who made heaven and earth. Now, as we come to Psalm 122, he 
is filled with gladness at having final arrived in Jerusalem, at what 

we would call “church.” He has words of praise for the Church 
and prays for it as well.  Let’s dive into the psalm and see what 
we can learn from it.
 Psalm 122
 A Song of Ascents. Of David.
1 I was glad when they said to me, “Let us go into the house of 

the Lord.”
2 Our feet have been standing within your gates, O Jerusalem!
3 Jerusalem is built as a city that is compact together,
4 Where the tribes go up, the tribes of the Lord, to the Testimony 

of Israel, to give thanks to the name of the Lord.
5 For thrones are set there for judgment, the thrones of the house 

of David.
6 Pray for the peace of Jerusalem: “May they prosper who love 

you.
7 Peace be within your walls, prosperity within your palaces.”
8 For the sake of my brethren and companions, I will now say, 

“Peace be within you.”
9 Because of the house of the Lord our God I will seek your good.

The first thing that is obvious as we read the psalm is that it 
has a completely different feel from the first two. Whereas the 
first two expressed discouragement and fear, this one is filled with 
gladness. He expresses it in two ways, first with words of joy. In 

Psalm 122:  
Glad to be at Church!
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verse 1 he says, “I was glad when they said to me, ‘Let us go into 
the house of the  LORD.’” You can almost hear him breathing, 
“Finally!” He has wanted so badly to be among God’s people, to 
participate in public worship, and to make use of the means of 
grace. Now he can. I think many of us can relate. The pandemic 
forced many of our churches to curtail normal worship services, 
sometimes involuntarily. Others were not able to attend because 
they were in higher-risk categories. Oh, sure, you may have tuned 
into a live feed, but it wasn’t the same. Attendance has been going 
up steadily here in Mitchell and almost without fail, I hear people 
say how glad they are to be back in church, how much they missed 
worship. I’m sure you feel the same. It certainly is how our pilgrim 
felt. He was filled with gladness to worship God publicly.

He also expresses wonder. Almost as if her were in a dream he 
says, “Our feet have been standing within your gates, O Jerusa-
lem!” (vs. 2) Taken literally, the image of disembodied feet would 
be a bit disturbing. Our worshipper is using a Hebrew figure of 
speech, in which a part of a thing stands for the whole. We can 
almost imagine him standing just inside the gate of Jerusalem, 
head bowed in thankful worship. And as he opens his eyes, he 
sees his feet and in wonder exclaims, “I’m here! I’m really here!” 
But his sense of gladness and wonder in general quickly turns 
into words of specific wonder at the city he is walking through. 
Apparently Kedar and Meshech (Psalm 120) weren’t very impres-
sive. Jerusalem was.

Looking at the Psalm with New Testament eyes, it is worth 
remembering that Mt. Zion and Jerusalem are both pictures of 
the Church. For instance, the writer of Hebrews says, “you have 
come to Mount Zion and to the city of the living God, the heav-
enly Jerusalem.” (Hebrews 12:22). So, though our Pilgrim was 
speaking words of praise for Jerusalem, we need to keep in mind 
that the Holy Spirit is speaking words of praise for the Church.

What does the Psalm say about the Church? First, it reminds 
us that it was built by Christ. “Jerusalem is built as a city that is 
compact together,” he says in verse 3. Every part fit together to 
make a unified whole. The New Testament says the same thing 
about the Church. For instance in Ephesians 2: 19-21 we read, 
“Now, therefore, you are no longer strangers and foreigners, but 
fellow citizens with the saints and members of the household of 
God, having been built on the foundation of the apostles and 
prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the chief cornerstone, in 
whom the whole building, being fitted together, grows into a holy 
temple in the Lord, in whom you also are being built together for 
a dwelling place of God in the Spirit.” Did you see that? Paul also 
marvels at the unity of the Church which Christ is building. It 
is made up of people of every nation, tribe, and tongue from the 
beginning of time, yet it is still one Church.

The Church is also inhabited by Christ. Verse 4 says that Je-
rusalem is, “Where the tribes go up, the tribes of the LORD, to 
the Testimony of Israel.” The Testimony is another name for the 
Ark of the Covenant and was a visible symbol of the presence 

and glory of God. It was housed in the Most Holy Place in the 
Temple. Only the High Priest could enter that place once a year 
to make atonement for Israel. In the New Testament, the Temple 
was a picture of Christ, dwelling in the midst of His people. ( John 
2:21) It is also a picture of the atoning work of Christ. Hebrews 
9:12 tells us that “with His own blood He entered the Most Holy 
Place once for all, having obtained eternal redemption.” If our 
pilgrim was filled with wonder at the Temple, how much more 
should we, who have been purchased with the blood of the Lamb, 
be at the glories of the Church?

The Psalm also reminds us that the Church is ruled by Christ. 
In verse 5 our pilgrim noted, “For thrones are set there for judg-
ment, the thrones of the house of David.” Not only was the place 
of worship, but it was where the Davidic kings ruled. Similarly, 
the ultimate Son of David, the Lord Jesus rules over all. And no-
where is His present reign seen more clearly than in the Church. 
Not only are there words of praise for the Church, but in verses 
6-9 we see our pilgrim urging prayer for the Church. “Pray for 
the peace of Jerusalem: may they prosper who love you. Peace 
be within your walls, prosperity within your palaces.” (6-7) The 
Jewish concept of peace means much more than the absence of 
conflict (though that certainly is a part). Rather, peace (shalom) 
is a word that carries the idea of the fullness of the blessings that 
attend salvation. This is something we should be doing too. We 
should pray for the blessings of God to ever be upon His people.

But not only does our pilgrim pray for the peace of the Church, 
he seeks it and actively promotes it. “For the sake of my brethren 
and companions, I will now say, ‘Peace be within you.’ Because of 
the house of the Lord our God I will seek your good.” (Vs. 8-9) 
In other words, he doesn’t just stop at prayer, but out of love for 
the other worshippers around him, he actively works to promote 
the peace and blessing of God.

So, how would we apply the principles of this Psalm? Well 
three things come to mind. First, be at church! I realize that for 
some that isn’t possible right now, but let’s not get satisfied with 
livestreamed worship. We need the fellowship of God’s people. 
And every time we enter the doors, we too should be glad. (Vs. 
1) Second, thank God for the Church, not just your own fellow-
ship, but the company of the redeemed. What a glorious thing 
that God has purchased a people for Himself! What a wonder 
that we are part of that community! What a thought that not 
even the gates of hell will triumph against her, that no weapon 
fashioned against her will prosper. There is much to praise God 
for. Finally, seek the good of the Church. Pray for God’s fullest 
blessings on the Body of Christ in general and on your fellowship 
in particular. Having done that, actively seek its good and urge 
others too as well. hhrr

By Rev. Dr. Kevin Carroll



Update from SCRC

You shall not be afraid of the terror by night, Nor of the arrow that flies by day, Nor of the pestilence that walks in 
darkness, Nor of the destruction that lays waste at noonday.

Psalm 91:5,6 (NKJV)

It has pleased our sovereign God to afflict the world during the last year with pestilence. COVID-19 has walked 
in darkness across our land, causing destruction that lays waste at noonday. Many trials and troubles have fol-
lowed in its path. Some have been frightened, others afflicted with the disease; some have suffered from wearing 
masks all day at their jobs, others confined to their home. Yet, midst COVID chaos, there have been COVID 
blessings. No one in our congregation has lost their job, and none have died from the virus. There have been 
many things to praise God for in the life of His church. Here are just a few of the highlights from the last year 
at Covenant Reformed Church of Sacramento.

(Clockwise, from top )
Austin and Laura Clark’s baby, James (named for Austin’s father, former elder Jamie Clark), was baptized 
under the tent. Several months later, on a warm sunny Sunday in January (2021), Daniel and Jen Schlegel 
presented their daughter, Emma Schlegel, for baptism (Reverend Doug Schlegel’s son and granddaughter). 
Pastor Walker administered the rite in the parking lot to follow social distancing and masking.

To comply with the ever-changing government regulations regarding church services, we met during spring 
and summer in the parking lot under tents, which provided its own set of memories: rain in July (which never 
happens in Sacramento, but we are in the middle of a drought, so we were thankful), noises from above (nu-
merous biplanes) and in the street (souped-up hot rods), and smoke from numerous wildfires.

Kyle Snow was ordained to the office of deacon. He is shown here with Pastor Walker and the elders (including 
his father, Elder Kurt Snow). Several weeks later, the congregation was blessed to ordain another man to the 
office of deacon, Mr. Phil Comer. The need for more deacons had been an item of prayer for several years, 
and we rejoice that the Lord heard our pleas.

Pastor Walker faithfully preached the Word, taking a break from his series on the book of Job to preach from the 
book of Mark, choosing this book with the neighbors in mind. After one summer Sunday morning service, we 
celebrated his 20th anniversary of serving at Covenant Reformed of Sacramento. (In the foreground is a box of 
cards and gifts from the congregation expressing their appreciation for Pastor Walker’s many years of service.)
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How precious is Your lovingkindness, O God!

Therefore the children of men put their trust 

under the shadow of Your wings.

They are abundantly satisfi ed with the fullness of Your house,

And You give them drink from the river of Your pleasures.

For with You is the fountain of life;

In Your light we see light.

Oh, continue Your lovingkindness to those who know You,

And Your righteousness to the upright in heart.

Let not the foot of pride come against me,

And let not the hand of the wicked drive me away.

There the workers of iniquity have fallen;

They have been cast down and are not able to rise.

Ps.36: 7-12, NKJV


