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Heresy and Church Discipline: What Al the
Liımiıts of Tolerance in the Church?
L’heresie eft la dıscıplıne ecclesiastıque: les
ımıles de la tolerance dans glıse

A  ® Häresıe und meındezuchlt: Wo lıegen dıe
renzen der oleI Gemei:  r Tolera der Kırche?
Pıerre ertnou A1x-en Provence

RESUME le fondement el les dıfferents ASspeCTSs
de l’autorıte spırıtuelle de I’Eglıse SAans

ÄApres CUOQUEC brievement la nature DOUF autfant occulter les mMmınNıSTeres Ans
leur rapport VDecC le sacerdoce unıverselde ’heresıe DUar rapport la centralıte

la 15S510N essentıelle de ’unıte dude la verıltle sern de Ia fO1 chretienne,
celt artıcle aborde l’ımportance de Ia D du Chrıst QUL cherche faıre
dıscıplıne ecclesiastıque du DOoIN de UU face LU  S& dıivisıons et UNMne

reforme fout referant specıfiıguement dıversıte
la perspe  U equılıbree QUE Calvın Dans la derniere partıe des CrLıLieres Ia

CXPFLITLE ans ’Institution de la relıgıon FOLS doctrinale Stott) et phılosophıiques
chretienne Quelques aspects de la

dans UunNne tentatıve etablır les ımıtes
(F.A Schaeffer), SONT MLse

question SONLT raıtes
la nature les INAFrQUes et la FA1Lson de la tolerance sexrn de Eiglıse

tre de l’Eglıse, D du OChrıst contemporaıne

Zusammenfassung dıe Grundlage und dıe verschıedenen
Aspekte der geıstlıchen Autorıität der

Der Artıkel begınnt mıl hurzen Kırche ınklusıve der Bezıiehung der
Dıskussıon des Wesens vVO  R Häresıen spezıellen Dıenste rAT) allgemeınen

Bezug ZuU. Zentralıtät der Wahrheit Priestertum
ınnerhalb des ehrıstlıchen Glaubens, und den fundamentalen Aspekt der Eınheit
behandelt annn dıe Bedeutung der des Leıiıbes Chrıstı LmMmM Spannungsfeld
Kırchenzucht LU reformıerter Perspektiuve zwıschen Bewältigung VO. Spaltungen
mLL besonderer Betonung des und gelebter gesunder Vıelfalt

BeLl dem Versuch renzen der Toleranzausgewogenen Ansatzes UVO  > Calvın,
den SsSeiner Instıtutio dargelegt hat ınnerhalb der zeıtgenössıschen Kırche
Dıie folgenden Aspekte der Frage werden markıeren werden abschlıeßenden eıl
bedacht des Artıkels sowochl lehrmäßige Stott)

das Wesen dıe Charakterıstika und als uch Krıterıen (LU. dem Bereıich der
dıe Endgültigkeıit der Kırche als e1ıb Denkvoraussetzungen Schaeffer)
Chriıstı behandelt

Introduction LO accept that 1INST1LULION especlally the
church could have the callıng to question

Church dıscıplıne probably ONeEe of the OUTLr thinkıng and OUT compla-
MOST unpopular subjects today Wıthın cent lıfe styles Kor INa Yy of OUTr contem-
SOC1LELY that has COME GT age ıE diffiecult church dıscıplıne brings LO mınd
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the lıfe stiflıng sanctıons of the infallıble LO ave 1n it. ıts beginnıng, ıts end, 1ın
decrees of the Church of Rome the Par- fine, ıts only rule.* hıs implıes that fac-
alysıng legalısm of Man Y protestant COM- tıon an divisıon Call, for carnal 1EeEASONS
munıtı]ıes. In the mıdst of socıety char- Iso be consıdered doectrinal offence and
acter1sed by profess1ional, admınıstratıve therefore be included Iın the CoONCcept ofher-
and soc1lal constraıints, indıvıidual freedom CSV Wiıth Augustine Ca  . conclude that
tends tO become for INa y the ultımate heresy upholds crıpture that it mısınter-
value, SAaNCLUary that uffers intru- preits; it. professes LO be of the household
S10N, partıcularly when church authorıties of faıth which ıt troubles ıth ıts strıfe:
inıtlate such intrusıon. ıt. claıms LO DAaYV TEeVEeTEeNl LO the truth of

But EB PTFrODEer understandıng of od’s apostolic tradıtion, but only substitutes ıts
truth, he has communıcated it 1ın OW. tradıtıons for 0OSe that ave theır
Scripture, 15 vıital tO OUTr havıng DPrODEeEr ro0ts In the apostolıic faıth.’
world and lıfe VIeW, tO the approprlatıon As DUFrSue thıs present study, wıll
of salvatıon 1t. 1S offered 1ın ‚Jesus Christ qeek LO touch SOINE aspects of the UUCS-
anı tO the enacting of 1E W lıfe style tıon al hand We 11 deal, has een
rooted In the working of the Holy Spirıt, suggested, wıth the place an sıgnıfıcance
then Cannot avold the 1Ssue. Does not of church discıplıne irom Reformed DeI-
the ord hımself establısh the dıistinetive- spective. The followıng tOp1CS 111 be d1ıs-
ess and separateness of the church when CusSsed: the church, ıts nature, charaecter1s-
he SaVvyS ‘You AT the salt öf the earth But tiıcs and inalıty: spirıtual authorıty ell
ıT the salt loses ıts saltıness, how E  - i unıty and dıversıty wıthın the church
be made salty agaın? It 1s longer go0d AÄAs look the contemporary
for anythıng, eXcept tO be thrown Out. and 111 emphasıse the ıimportance of referring
rample DYy InNnen (Matt 5.13)ın tOo doectrinal ell LO presupposıtional

The centralıty of truth wıthın the an conceptual erıtera 1ın OUTr endeavour
Christian faıth compels u therefore, LO LO establısh lımıts LO tolerance wıthın the
consıder the question of heresy wıthın the church Indeed it 1S eruc1a| Iso LO take into
church 11 seeks LO DETISCVCTIEC 1ın faıthful- consıderatıiıon the CONCepLt of the diıvıded
ess LO ıts ord Since the notıon of heresy field of knowledge and ıts ıimplıcatıons for
has negatıve connotatıons wıthın contem- 1t remaıns ONle of the maJor characterıistics

of OUTr ulturezculture, an has een substantıally
dıluted an often 1gnored 1n non-Evangel-
1cal churches, 111 attempt LO define The Church, ıts nature
ıt 1n order LO prevent UNNECESSATV mM1S- characteristics and finality
understandıngs. Heresy iınvolves doctrinal
perversıon and devlatıon from the funda- The Church the body of Chnrist has LWO
mental truths taught by Scripture an the aspects LO it. On ONe hand, the Church 15
Orthodox Christian Church. it includes invısıble and made of the eleCc both
obstinate persistency ın EeTITOT an ıts actıve aqalıve and dead According to Calvın, thıs
propagatıon. It 1S often dıstinguished from 15 ‘the Church ıt really 1S5 before (G0d,sch1ism actıon. But Calvın 1n hıs CON- into whıch ONNle AT admıtted but those
LrOVersSYy wıth the Roman Catholics plays who Dy the gıft of adoption Aare SONS of G0d,OWN thıs distinetion. He maıntaıns that
both heretics an schismatics undermıne

and Dy sanctıficatıon of the Spirıt true
members of Christ In thıs Case it nNnOt onlythe unıty of the church. “ he ame of comprehends the saınts who dwell the

heretics an schıismatiıcs 1S5 applıed LO earth, but all the elect who ave ex1ısted
those who, by dıssenting irom the church, from the begıinnıng of the world’.* hıs 1S
destroy ıts cCOoMMUnN1I1ON. 'T wo chaıns hold where the notıon öf the cCoMMUN1oN of the
thıs cCoMMmMUN1ıoON together—viız consent 1ın saınts es ıts plenary meanıng. On the
sound doctrine an brotherly charıty.’ The other hand the Church 15 visıble an made
reformer urther that °thıs unıon of the Christlans who AT assembled
of charıty depends unıty of falıth, wıthın the local church communıty (par-
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ısh) In thıs Case, contınues the reformer, of DSTaCce that ‚Jesus Chrıist has instituted:
“t desıgnates the whole body of mankınd the faıthful preachıing of the word an the
scattered throughout the world, who PTFO- PTrODEer admınıstratiıon of the sacraments.
fess LO worshı1p ONeEe (God an Chriıst, who by Liat quote Calvın agaln: W henever
baptısm ATe inıtıated into the faıth:; Dy PAar- SEeeEe the word of (+0d sıncerely preached an
takıng of the Lord’s SUDDEr profess unıty heard, wherever See the sacraments
1ın true doectrine and charıty, aAgree 1ın hold- admınıstered accordıng TO the instıtution
ıng the word of the Lord, an observe the of Chrıst, there cCannot ave anı y doubt
mınıstry whıch TY1S has appoınted for that the church of (+0d has SOINE ex1ıst-
the preachıng of ıt In thıs church there Al’e CNCE, SINCE hıs promıse cannot faıl (ef. Matt
several hypocrıites” who ave nothıng of 18.20);? In the words of endel the
Chrnrist but the amne an outward appear- church 15 establıshed when ıt 1S ounded
NCe who AT tolerated for tıme, eiıther upoN the cCOoMMUN1ON ıth Christ which 1S
because theır gui1lt Cannot hbe Jegally estab- externally shown DYy the preachıng of the
lıshed, because due strıctness of disc1- gospel an the admınıstration ofthe 1a-

plıne 15 not always observed. Hence, ıt ments.”
1S LO beheve the invısıble church, We Can NO  S further consıder the m1n-
which 15 manıfest LO the CVEC of G0d only, 1Stry of the church It 15 called LO gulde,

AT Iso en)joıned LO regard thıs instruct and thereby LO contrıbute TLO the
church whiıich 15 called ıth reference sanctificatıon of ıts members. In er
LO IHal, an LO cultıvate ıts communılon.’® words, ıt 1S LO CENCOUTASE indıyıdual and
It 1S ıimportant LO emphasıse that AT e communıty lıfe style that 1S 1n harmony
dealıng ere wıth LWO aspeCcts of the SaImne wıth the wrıtten and lıving Word an
body, the church G0d Sees ıt an ıt reflection of0d’s holiness, both hıs jJustice
aDDEAT’S LO Its dıstinguishing eature 1S an love.
LO ave esus-Christ ıts head, an hıs mM1INıStry implıes church order,
CONSCYHUECNCE LO honour an SETVE hım

The visıble and 0Ca church 1S therefore
derıved from the lordshıp of Christ OVeTr
the communıty of bel1ıevers an irom the

the church of Christ 1ın the mıdst of the ıfts ofthe Holy Spırıt, which geeks LO be In
world, hıs body ıt aPpPPCATrS earth, Even conformıty ıth the princıples la1ıd OoOWnNn 1n
though ıt. MaYy not be perfect and wıthout the Scriptures. The dıversıity of mınıstries
blemiısh. Indeed it. 1S5 not possıble LO d1ıs- In the 0Ca church 1S thus elated LO both
erımınate ıth total certaınty between the the priesthood of bellevers an the oıits
Justified and the reprobate, between the of the Holy Spiırıt Calvın dıstınguıshes
faıthful and the hypocrites. Furthermore, between emporary an permanent mM1n1S-
the bellevers themselves contınue LO SIN trıes. Among the ordınary functions, whiıich
until the en of theır lıves earth hıs AT tOo be exercıised ın the church, he 1L1@e11-

that the visıble church, nOot being tıons the pastor, the teacher, the presby-
made of saınts onNly, cannot be cons1ıd- ter and the deacon. It 15 NO Our COINNCEeET'N
ered perfect. But SINCE ıt 15 ımportant LO tO enter ınto detaıijled discussion of thıs
know who AT hıs SONS, (+0d has instıtuted, question, but sımply LO recal|l SOTINE poınts
Says Calvın, ‘the Judgement of charıty, Dy of interest: the pastor an the eacher have
whıch acknowledge all members of the responsı1ıbilıty of teachıng the divine
the church who Dy confess10on of faıth, re$S- doctrine and of ınterpreting the Scriptures.
ularıty of conduct, and partıcıpatıon 1ın Though these LWO functions SEEIN LO OVel-
the sacraments, unıte ıth 1n acknow/l- lap, Calvın 0es attempt dıstinetion when
edgıng the Samine God an Christ.” Even he SaVYS thınk there 15 thıs dıffer-
then the quality ofthe indıvıdual members ENCE that teachers presıde not. OVeTr d1s-
would nNnOot be sufficıent for LO recogn1ıse cıplıne, the admınıstration of the SaCcC-
that church has ‚Jesus OCOChrıst ıts head raments, admonitions, exhortatıons,
an 1S serving hım 1n truth Such erıter1a but the interpretation of Scripture only,
would be LOO subjective. More objectıve CY1- 1ın order that DUTrE an sound doectrine
ter1a eed LO be found They AT the INaYy be maıntaıned N behevers. But
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all these AT embraced ın the pastoral teachıng 1S bındıng But thıs 1Iso
office. 10 Notice the ımportance of ‘pure and that it 15 the duty of each belliever LO check
sound doectrine’ being dıspensed wıthın the that the eachıng he recCcelves 15 true LO
church hıs ımplıes that the pastor and Scripture accordıng to the analogy of faıth
the teacher adhere LO the fundamentals of AÄAs Lecerf argues, Calvın strıkes Jud1-
the Christian faıth they AT expressed C10US balance between the authorıty of the
1ın Scripture and specıfically In the teach- church an the responsı1bıilıty of the 1ndı-
INngS of the postles. vıidual. All partıes involved AT LO submıiıt

The presbyter’s task W as tOo SOvern the 1n humilıty LO ONe another and LO the ultı-
church and LO EXEerCIsSE dıscıplıne. T’he PTrEeS- mate authorıity of the lıyvıing an wrıtten
bytery includes both pastor an teacher, word of God.’}$ Ag LO the eccles1astıcal oTrd1-
the pastor presiıding OVer the govern1iıng NanCces, they should be inspıred by bıblical
body an thus exerc1sıng the mınıstry of princıples alone an ought LO be concel1ved
unıty wıthın the local church 1n CONJUNC- that ‘everythıing ın the church one
tıon wıth the other elders Here the empha- 1ın fıtting and orderly Wway’ Cor
S1S 1S both the integr1ty of doctrine an enhancıng DIETY an leadıng the behever
of lıfe style It 15 ımportant LO ote though LO Christ In the Tea of external disc1-
that discıplıne 15 NOot ONe of the marks of plıne and ceremon1es the rules and TeS-
the true church It 15 nOot part of the PSSe of ulatiıons should therefore rest bıblıcal
the church; it contrıbutes sıgnıfıcantly LO grounds, but be nacted ıIn practice aCCOrd-
ıts ene PSSe., Its ultımate a1ım 1S LO contrıb- Ing LO the 6,  varyıng CIrcumstances of each
ute LO the maturıty of the people of (G0d age an natıon.’** The reformer 1S vVe
AÄAs Wendel SaVyYS "T’hough the church areful though LO specıfy that they must
remaıns ımperfect long ıt lıves not. become en 1n themselves: ‘In
earth, ıt MUST nevertheless work wıthout ese ordiınances, however, mMust always
ceasıng ql ıts OW. sanctıfıcatıon, ell attend LO the exceptlion, that they MmMust. nOot
of each of ıts indıvıdual members.’1} be thought LO salvatıon, 191018 lay

In SUMMATV the church, through these the CONSCIENCE under relıg10us oblıgatıion:
four basıc mınıstries, 1S enabled LO EXET'- they must nNnOot be compared LO the worshıp
C1se ıts callıng to preach the Word of of ‘God, NOr substituted for plety. ”
(10d an LO admıiınıster the sacramen(ts, to As ave noted the presbytery had
teach Christian doctrine, LO ENCOUTASE and the responsıbıilıty of exercC1sıng discıplıne
admonısh the faıthful and LO practıice broth. wıthın the local assembly. The officers ATe
erly love. thıs 1n 1eW ofthe growth an nNnOot called LO read the earts of the church
maturıty of the body of Christ an ıts 1ndi1- members ıIn order LO discern between the
vidual members, ell the furthering true bellevers an the hypocrıtes but they
of the Gospel an expandıng of the kıng- ATe Nnot to tolerate diısorder an scandal,
dom be ıt 1n the fi1elds of doectrine conduct,

wıthın the Covenan communıty. that
Spiritual authority of the church could touch one’s cCommunıoN wıth ‚Jesus

Christ an weaken 1t, al| that could O  en!
Thıs MINISTTY, thıs SErVICE of edıfıcatıon, sadden and dishonour the head an Ord
the church 155 LO eNaCT because of 1ts SPIr- of the church, W Aas LO be dispensed ıth In
ıtual authorıty. As Calvın SaVvysS thıs "SDIr- fallen world, the practıce ofdıiscıplıne 1S
ıtual consısts eıther 1n doectrine, the Holy Spiırıt SsSes 1ın order for the

Jurisdietion 1ın enacting laws. 12 Its church of Christ LO keep ıts Iru character,
basıs and strength hıe ın the recognıtıon LO DPersevere 1n the integr1ity of ıts teachıing
of the unıque an ultımate authorıty of an LO stimulate sanctification. Here agaın
Scripture. In matters of doctrine, Scripture Calvın 15 careful LO tone OoOWN ıts Jurisdic-
alone 15 infallıble ıt. ınterprets ıtself. tiıonal diımension and ıts COEerCIve nature
As the church an ıts officers submıiıt LO by underlınıng ıts pedagogıical and there-
Christ, the lıvıng word of God and LO fore educatıional role. In agreement wıth
Scripture, the WTr1tten word of G0d, theıir Augustine he that 1n Scripture ‘the
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correction of brother’s fault 1S en)oıned LO CVEIV possıble solution LO avo1d such
be one ıth moderatıon wıthout 1mpaılr- paınful separatıon that hıs forefathers
ing the sıncer1ty of love breakıng the found themselves constraıned LO leave the
bond of peace.’*© Though discıpline, has communıon of Rome.*® It 15 1ın fact possıble
een indıcated 15 nNnOt LO be consıdered LO SaYvy that ıIn WAaVYV, the reformatıon Was
mark of the church, it contrıbutes S1gN1f1- aılure SINCE ıt dıd not brıng about the
cantly LO 1ts edıification. antıcıpated change wıthın the church and

In SUMMAATYV would lıke LO leave VOoOu that ıt produced division.? But it mMust hbe
thıs quote from the introductory epıistle LO stressed that the reformers chose SCDATa-
the 1666 edıtıon of the Discipline of the tıon an the ralsıng of EW churches
Reformed churches ın France WT1ILLenNn by only reluctantly. Once the dec1ısıon made

D’Huisseau: ıt W Aas eruc1al then LO clarıfy the system of
doectrine an LO establısh disciplıne that‘Doctrine an dıscıplıne ATe the sacred tıes
WAas LO characterıise the NEeW assemblies.of the Holy assembly of behevers 1C 1S

the church: the LWO princıples of all the In fact, the reformed churches of France
accepted both the Confession of Faıth andbeautiful an salutary motijons that the the Discipline ql the Synod of Parıs ınmembers of thıs myster10us Body sShows 1559 .20 In the face of the communıonN ofor Doctrine eaches hat the Christian

15 LO bellieve an do; dıscıplıne eaches hım the Church of Rome, the cCoMMUN1ON ofthe
Reformed churches had een get anhow LO do it Doctrine inspıres the ear

Caln be thankful for all it has brought toof the belıever ıth holy thought, the mMOS the following generatıons EVEN until todayfırm an resolutions; dıscıplıne
regulates all ıts external onduct as ell as

ın France an beyond.
ıts cırcumstances. In ON word, Doctrine 15 We must nNnOot forget though that that

the reformers Strove for unıty, especlallythe ıfe (ame) which anımates the church; between the NECEW church famılıes that haddiscıplıne concludes ın addıng ıts ına fea-
ures and ıts glor10us lıneaments 176 een establıshed, such the reformed
make ıt. beautiful an lovıng.’ an the Lutheran They WEeTe ın fact ve

SEVEeTe owards the divisıve and sectarıan
STATEe of M1ın that they consıdered INall-
ıfestatıon of the sınfulness of the indıvıd-Unity and diversity wıthin the

urc ual of the ommunıty So ın the practice
of discıplıne for example, Calvın insısted

From hat ave Just discussed Ca  w that the church, aWware of ıts M1SeErYy and
of ıts OW SIN, should sShow cautıon anınfer that Tu has sıgnıfıcant place

wıthın the theologıcal perspectives sStem- moderation. It should ‘distinguish between
mıng irom the Reformatıion. In fact, doc- those that AT stil] at dıstance but AT

trıne, moral integr1ty an sanctıificatıon walkıng owards Chnrist and those who
AT together and ATe dependent ave deliberately turned theır backs to
the lordshıp of TY1S an the cCommunıonN hım.’“1 Calvın, while quoting Augustine

ave 1n Hım. It 1sS not Surprisıng SINCE g0eS far Sayıng Vvery P10US 1TeEeAason
both the wrıtten an lıyıng truth AT CEeIl- and mode of eccles1astıical discıpline ought
tral LO the hıstorıical Christian tradıtion always LO ave regard LO the unıty of the
which the reformers WEeTe careful to uphold Spiırıt 1n the bond of hıs the AaDOS-
1ın theır onfhet ıth the Church of Rome. tle commands LO keep by bearıng mMutu-
But ıt 1S ımportant LO remember that the ally ıth each other ıt 15 not kept,
theological and spırıtual awakenıng W as the medicine of discıplıne beg1ins tO be nNnot
intende LO be movement of reformatıon only superfluous, but EVEenN Pern1C10us, and
wıthın the exıisting church. D’Huisseau therefore CEASEeS LO be medicine. 22 In let-
makes interesting cCoMMEent concern1ıng ter LO Cranmer, Calvın aments the fact
the ailure of thıs noO des1ıgn an the that between the dıfferent Reformatıon
establıshment of NEW churches. He churches there 1S hardly anı y human fel-
that ıt. W as only after avıng exhausted lowshıp let alone the shared commMuUuUnNnı]onN

EuroJTh 101



Pierre Berthoud

that all the members of Chrıst profess (Ze salut Sratull).
ıth elr lıps but Ve. few In fact seek But how ca doctrine practice be

termed fundamental? It 15 the lıfe of faıthtO cultivate genuinely.* In other words,
the tearıng apart of the body of Chriıst, be which brings the AD SWEeTr Lecerf’s definı-
1t. schlisms harshness ın correction, Ca tıon of faıth 15 approprlate ere ‘Faıth
only sadden the Holy Spiırıt an offend the designates the outcome of the supernatu-
ord of the church ral workıng of the Holy Spırıt which not.

Furthermore, Calvın dıistinguıishes 1ın only leads the SINNeTr LO rece1ve, wıthout
hıs struggle LO maıntaın the unıty of the ou the revealed truths ın Secripture,
church between the artıcles that AT ES- but Iso consısts maınly 1ın the steady an
Sar v LO the preservatıon of the marks of SUTeE knowledge of the love of God, it 1S
true an lıyvıng church an those that AaTre revealed LO ın ‚Jesus Chriıst, 1n the ProM -
ob)ect of CONTtFrOVersY between the churches 1sSes of the Gospel. Thıs knowledge 1s
and yet these dıfferences of understand- separated from love (charıte) an hope.”?
iIng do not. touch the essentıal unıty Calvın’s posıtıon being therefore confes-
gıven LO the behevers Iın Christ.** It 15 not s1onal, there AT lımıts whiıich CAannot he
that the reformer wıshes LO patronıse EVen transgressed. hıs that LIrue and
the mınute errors’ but that are nOot substantıal comMmmMUuUnNnı]ıoN between churches

aCCOUNLT of CVEIV mınute dıfference LO Can only ex1st ir they COINE LO COININON
abandon church, provıded 1t. retaın SsSound understandıng of the foundatıon of faıth,
and unımpalred the fundamental doctrine and therefore aASree the basıc Chrnistian
of OUTr salvatıon and keep the use of the truths. If thıs 1S not the Case an dissent
sacraments instıtuted by the Lord.> hıs 1S blatant, thıs would involve breach of

that the churches should nNnOot COI- cCOoMMUN1]ıON an therefore render SCDAara-
s1der separatıon and therefore undermıne tıon responsıble and legıtimate aCTt
the unıty of the church matters that AT According tO the Reformed perspective,
nOot. essent1al. 'hıs would be al the INOTEe the fundamental artıcles ATe therefore
true for indıyıdual members. those which riıghtfully make clear the

Is it. possıble LO ıdenti1fy those fundamen- Gospel: “God loved the world that he
tals whiıich AT nNnOt negotliable an whiıch, ıf SaVe his ONM  D and only Son, that whoever
not respected, endanger the integrity and belheves 1n hım chall not per1s but ave
authorıity of the church ‘the pıllar of eternal lıfe’ (Jn 3.16) 'The early church
the truth’ an the ‘tabernacle of the 1Vving creeds, the Apostles’ Creed, the Nıcene an
God? Calvın g1ves SOINE indıcatıons when Athanasıan Creeds AT accurate SUM-
he SaVS,; °some doctrines AT zY Ina of 0d’s Messasge of salvatıon it
LO be known, that all MUStT hold them LO be 1S stated 1ın Secripture and specıfically In
fixed an undoubted the DPrFrODer £E11- the Apostles’ eachıngs. The acknowledge-

ment of these artıcles 1S essentıjal TO thetıals of relıg10on for instance, that (10d 1S
ONe that Chrnrist 15 God an the Son of G0d, continuatıon of °the lıfe of the church. But
that OUTr salvatıon depends the of ıf ATre LO thınk 1n terms of ıts ‘spırıtual
(G0d anı the lıke. 26 In EVEeN INOTeEe CONCISEe health, of ıts °normal STATLE of being” then
formula, he wrıtes 1n hıs Commentary must Iso include fundamental the

confessions of faıth and the catechı1sm“ “ —Corinthlans: “T’he fundamental doctrine,
whiıich it WerTe unlawful LO undermine, 15 theır basıc content—that the Reformatıon
that learn Christ: for Christ 15 the has passed oOoWnNn tO erthe Lordshıp
only foundatıon of the church. He who of the Irmitarıan (10d an 1n the lıght of
has learned Chrıist, adds the reformer, 155 the authorıty of Scripture, ese artıcles

Ar’e the WI1Se foundatıon of faıth contrıbut-already Complete 1n the ole system of
heavenly doectrine.’?” 'T0 put ıt 1n Lecerf’s ıng LO ıts nurture an growth
words, the doectrines hıch AT fundamen-
tal AT O0OSe which CXDTESS ‘the o0TrMa The contemporary sCEeNE
princıple of the authorıty of Scripture and
the maternaal princıple ofsalvatıon by STAaCEe OmMe miıght wonder ir the princıples put
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establıishes clear lımıts LO tolerance wıithınforth ın thıs AT still applıcable
wıthın the cContemporary cultural eNvIronN- the church. In fact, ese fundamental
ment, character1ised by secularısatıon, rei- truths AT nNnOot negotiable.** But whenever
atıvısm, pluralısm an NOW the ambıguous equally bıblical Christians wh AT equally
inter relıg10us lalogue. Especıally when anx10us LO understand the teachıing of
ONe consıders the STATEe of the Chrıistian Scripture an tO submıt LO ıts authorıity,
churches whether they ATe establıshed reach dıfferent conclusıons, should
multıtudınous, pluralıstic and yet affırm- deduce that evıdently crıpture 1S nNnOot CI Y S-
ıng LO be confessional,*' evangelıcal CON- tal clear 1ın thıs matter, an therefore
fess1i0nal churches. Ca afford LO g1ve ONeEe another lıberty. We

In recent book, Evangelıcal Truth, CH  - Iso hope—through prayver, study anı
personal plea for unıty, Stott presents discuss1ion—to STOW 1ın OUT understandıng

sımılar approach the ONe put Orward and ın OUTr agreement’.*° We thus ave
both form an freedom, lımıts anDy the reformers. In hıs plea for evangel-

1cal truth whıch he 15 apostolic, appeal LO responsı1bilıty.
1ın continuatıon ıth hıstorıc Chrıistianıty But wıthın the ontext of OUrTr present
an dıistinet from warped 1eW of fun- culture eed LO DO step further. One of
damentalısm, he makes clear dıstınc- the charaecterıstics of modern humanısm 15
tıon between ‘the prımary and the SeCcCOoNd- ıts acceptance of the dıyıded f1eld ofknow/l-

between hat belongs LO the centre edge inherıted from ant and which has
an hat hes somewhere between the CEeN- far reachıng impliıcatıons NnOot. only 1ın the
Lre an the ceirecumference.’?* Hıs approach Tea of knowledge, but Iso 1n the nterpre-
1S Irnnıtarman and therefore relates the tatıon of crıpture. It Caln be VvVe empt-
essentials to God the FYather, the Son and ıng, EVEeNN for evangelıcals, LO adop thıs
the Holy Spirıt Hıs suggestion 15 °to lımıt approach that implıes total separatıon
the evangelıcal priorıties tLO three, namely between the phenomenal an the e_

nal, between the sphere ofreason an faıththe revealıng ınıtıatıve of G(God the Father,
the redeemıng work of G(God the Son, and T adopt thıs dıchotomy makıng
the transformıng mınısStry of (iod the Holy Concess10nNs tO the relatıyısm of the mod-
Spırıt. All the other evangelıcal essentıJals ET mınd. The bıblıcal concept of revelatıon
111 then find approprıiate place SOTINE- and truth implıes unıted field of know/l-
where under thıs threefold Irımtarıan edge hıs Concept has far reachıing Se-
rubrıiec.’ These three priorıties correspond qQUENCES 1n the 1eQa of eing, epıstemology
LO the first TEeEe of the G1X fundamentals and morals. It 15 prerequisıte LO DIrODEL

Packer enumerates: The SUPTEMAC understandıng of the objectıve exıstence of
of Holy Secripture (because of ıts unıque (GÜ0d, of revelatıon He has ommunıcated
inspıratıon):; the maJesty of ‚Jesus Christ ıt In the categorıes ofhuman language an!
the (+0d INa  . who dıed sacrıfiıce for of the sıgnıfıcance of moral absolutes.
SIN): the Lordshıp of the Holy Spırıt who Schaeffer, 1n or study that 15

not ell known, has attempted LO deal wıthEXercCIsEes varıety of vıtal mınıstrıies).
'The last three—the necessıty of CONVEeI - the question of the lımıts of tolerance from
S10N (a direct nNnCcounter wıth (z0d effected thıs angle whıiıle seekıng LO maıntaın bal-
Dy (10d alone); the priıor1ty of evangelısm 1N1CEe between form and freedom. Rather
wıtness being express1ıon of worsh1p); than dealıng ıth specıfıc doctrines, he
the ımportance of fellowshıp the church seeks LO ı1dent1fy SOINE of the fundamental
being essentaally lıyıng communıty of concepts inherent LO the hıstorıc Christian
belıevers)— are LO be understood accordıng faıth. The author Chrıistianıty
LO not °“addıtion’ but LO ciırcle which provıdes form. He then

adds ‘Wıthiın thıs cırcle there 15 TrTeedomelaboratıon of the preceding points.*
Wıthın the ontext of the hıstorıical LO INOVE 1ın terms of understandıng and

Christian faıth an 1ın the lıght of the eXpress10n. Chrıstianıty 1S cırcle wıth
Reformed perspectıve ave SUTN- definıte lımıts, lımıts whıich tend LO be lıke

twın chiffs We find ourselves 1ın danger ofarısed 1ıt, Stott’s Trinıtarıan proposa
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fallıng off ONe sıde the other, that 1S, LOTY, wıthın an tıme. hıs 1S
ave TO be areful not. LO avo1ld ONe SOTT true of the Fall In the (+arden of den

of doectrinal by backıng off ınto the which remıinds u ıf eed be, that
opposıte one.’ lıve In abnormal WOr. under the

Schaeffer presents fundamental shadow of death But thıs 15 Iso true
CONCEPTS whıch he consıders to be abso- örChrıist’s ıincarnatıion, death, TEeSUTTEC-
ute liımıts ON  D seeks LO really SrTasp the tıon and ascens1ı10on. On the other hand,
nature of Chrıistian truth We shall brıefly these historical facts and doctrines AT
enumerate them Iso LO ave ex1ıstent1ial meanıng In

(i0d an sıgnifıcance: God exısts an he OUr present lıves.
15 free; he dıd not ave LO create. On the Justification and sanctıfıicatıion: Justifi-other hand, INa  5 Cal glor1ıfy God What catıon 1S once-for-all an introduces the
he 0es makes dıfference LO G(0d bellever into sıgnıfıcant Christian Lıfe
Chance and hıstory: There 1S chance Sanctification 15 PTFOCESS somet1ımes
behind (+0d who created al thıngs Out accompanıed Dy CYNNSes which wıll brıingof nothıng On the other hand, hıstory greater maturıty LO the believer 1n hıs
has meanıng. The ratıonal, moral CI EGAa- alk ıth the lıving God Conscilous of
tures (angels and men) ATe not DTO- hıs sınfulness, the Christian neverthe-
grammed;: they Ca influence hıstory by less continues to strıve for perfection.choice. Schaeffer draws three corollar- Absolute rıght an Z there 15
1es the things (+0d has made ave such thıng rıght and In SYVYS-objectıve exıstence; havıng created h1ıs- tems. hıs 1S Iso true of churches. But
LOTY God chooses LO aCT into ıt LO Hım when er1tical evaluatıons ATe made, ıt
hıstory has meanıng: SINCE the Fall ıt 1S ımportant LO practıce cCompassıon and
15 the Holy Spırıt that brings DersonN be that ONe 1S consıstent ın hıs
LO salvatıon and vet there 1S CONSCIOUS Chrıistian thinking. hıs has far-reach-
sıde LO Justificatıion. Ing CONSCHUECNCES 1n the WAaYV CON-
Unıty and dıversıty: the PerSoNs of the sıder for example churches Systemsrınıty must be kept dıistinet ontolog- of doectrines. Wıthın the sphere of the
1cally wıthout forsakıng unıty wıthın absolute limıts there 15 L’OOMNM for dıver-
G(Ü0d (Jn Further, the Creator Sıty both In understandıiıng an faıthful-
and the creature MUusSst remaın dıstinet. ness. °
hıs 15 ren Iın Jesus Christ He 1S hıs double approach ıth ıts emphasıs
ONe DPeIrSoN an yvet he has LWO natures, both the presupposıtional-conceptualhuman an dıvıine. On dıfferent level an doctrinal aspects ofthe Christian faıth
thıs 1Ss Iso true of each belıever: he 1S Ca  D help better understand an counter
distinet from the creator, an! vet he the modern theological trends that ave
experl1ences mystıcal unıon wıth the dıluted the specıfic ıdentity of the church.
ord Furthermore, 1n the church the It Ca  w help tO respond an LO refute wıth
indıyıdual Christians AT unıfled the
body of Chrıist.

pertinence the neo-Chrıstian thought that
tends LO undermiıine the ex1istence and the

Holıness AaAn love God has character personalıty of God, the divine inspirationand hıs holiness 15 part of hıs charac- and objective aspect of bıblıcal revelatıon
ter od’s holiness involves moral CON- ell the divıne nature and the sub-
tent On the other hand, God 1S love, stıtutionary atonement of Christ ‚Jesus.
but thıs love has the truths and the the church 15 LO ave renewed ımpactlaws of 0d’s revelatıon lay oOWN the uDON OUur secularısed culture must ave
tracks for it. hıs has far reaching CON- the COurage tLO stand fırmly the foun-
SCQUENCES for both the indıyvıdual an
the church 1ın the Tea of doectrine an

datıon of the wrıtten and lıyving Word of
God an strıve for EeEVer eater purıtylıfe of the church 4: seeks LO fulfil ıts callıngObjectivity and subjectivıty of hıstory: LO be the brıde of Christ But the COV-

the Christian faıth 1S rooted wıthın hıs- enant communıty endeavours LO practice
I vroJTh 10:1
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truth an PUrSsSuc holiness and perfection ıt. (Aıx-en-Provence) 1999 (1949) 606,
11 only contrıbute LO the maturıty of ıts J.Calvın, O cıt, 10 DD 433-43 7
members, be eredıible an the salt of the Ibıd 434 For the ast Ssentence the

French versıon reads: ou qu’on N Yy COI-earth acompassıon 15 the ultımate mot1iva- stitue I’honneur et le SerVICce de Dieu,tıon of ıts actıve ınvolvement In the mı1ıdst S1 la Tale pıete etaıt a1tuee.of the present erıs1ıs. As conclude let In 19599; the Discipline of the Reformed
leave Vou famous proverb that captures urches of France numbered 40 artıcles.
the heart of the matter 1n nutshell: CeENtUrYy later the YNO| of ‚OU! (1659)

establıshed 1915 versıon including‘In TU unıty, 1n ou matters (non- chapters and 259 artıicles! The tıtles of the
essentials) 1ıberty, ın al] thıngs charıty chapters AT ollows Pastors: Schools;

Eilders and deacons; The deacons and the
otfes welfare of the DOOT, 'T’he presbyterıes; The

N1ı0N of churches; Debates (colloques);
Regjonal SYNOdS; atıona SYyNOdS; ChurchMachen, “ he Separateness of the worshı1p; Baptısm; 'T’he Lord’s Supper;church,’ 1n (i0d Transcendent, T’he Banner eddings; mıscellaneous rules.of Truth Irust, Edinburgh 19892 (1949), 16 Ibıd 1 K 461

104 T7Calvın, Instıtutes of the Christian D’Hunsseau, A mess]ieurs les Pasteurs’
1n La Disciplıne des Eglıses France

Relıgıon, 1V:90 5 vol n translated DYy (1666)ever1ıdge, Kerdmans (Grand Rapıds) 1983 18 Ibid
309 In thıs seek LO TAaW 19 Courthial, and hıs COMMEeNTS
Calvın’s maJor work 1n dealıng ıth the the artıcles regardıng the Church 1n the

question al hand
‘Heresy' In Dıctionary of Doctrinal an

allıcan Confess1ion of faıth OU:  1al,
La Confession de FoL de la ochelle,Hıstorıical eology. Blunt, Commentaıire, Kerygma, Aıx Provence,Kıngtons (London), 1872 306-307 88-95

UT also Damarest, New Dıctionary of D’Hulsseau, c1ıt. Leology. FHerguson, zie Y ece ‘L’unıte de l’Eglıse el le princıpePacker, 1V Leıiıcester 1988, orme du Protestantisme 1n Introduction
291-193 ome ave consıdered the hıstory la ogmatıque reformee. Eidıtions Kerygmaof heres1i1es as another WaY of lookıng al the el APEB Provence 1999 (1938) vol
story of the church kT H.O Brown, 1L, 216
eresy And OdO0XYy ın the Hıstory of the alvın cit. 1V 1211 460
Church Hendrıickson, Peabody, ( SE endel O cit. 236
1998 . Lecerf, doectrine de l’Eglıse.
v1n, bıd iNV: }, Y vol IL, 288 64-68; ‘L’unıte de l’Eglıse. 2920-2926
ever1dge has ve arge miıxture of hyp- endel, cit, 6-37
oerıtes.’ J.Calvın, O CL 2091
Ibıd 288 Ibıd 291
Ibıd IV 1 288 alvın, Commentary the ‚pıstles of
Ibıd IV, } 289 aul LO the Corınthians, vol translatedCO D D © endel, Calvın, SOUTFTCes et evolutıon de by Pringle Eerdmans (Grand Rapıds),

peNSEEe. OT et Fides, (jeneve 1985, 1948, 139, 136
2212810 specıfically 2926 ece IL/’unıte de l’Eglıse. SR
J.Calvın, Ö cıt. 319 Ibıd, 295

11 F.Wendel, O cıt. 288 The catechısm contaıns exposıtıon ın
J.Calvın, O cıt. 81 389 'The SpIr- the 1g of Scrıpture of the postles’ creed,
1LU2a W: 1S LO be dıstingulshed from the the ecalogue, the ayer and the
empora. W:  9 A 1S the prerogatıve sacraments 33 1ın partıcular Lecerf
of the polıtıcal INSLILULILION. Both nstıitu- ‘T ’unıte. Z and 295
tıons are complementary as they exerclse 31 In France, the Reformed Church of France
authorıty and aAaTre LO seek wısdom an gu1ld- claıms LO be confessing church (ıt adheres
NCeEe from crıpture iıtself. LO the allıcan Confess1ion ofFaıth, at eas

13 A.Lecerf, doectrine de l’Eglıse ans 1n spırıt), but ıt, allows In practice for
Calvın ın Etudes calvınıstes, Kerygma ıversıty of doctrines e includes for
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example unıtarıan oncept of God, the secondary poınts of doctrine and YUECS-
NON recognıtıon of the dıvınıty of Christ tıons of church discıpline. Ci. 142, 143
and of hıs atonıng work al the EVEeN chaeffer, "T’he Solute Laimits In

ıts elders and pastors! sımılar T’he omplete OFRS, vol Crossway
dıversıty 1S OUN! thıical questions. ooks, Wheaton 1996 (1L982).
‚oEvangelıca FU personal plea 165-179

for UNnity. nNntier Varsıty Press, Leıicester 37 Ibıd 179
G.B.) 1999, Ibıd 16178 Schaeffer dıstiınguishes
Ibıd 26-28 between the intrınsıc CONCEePTS and CON-
Ibıd 143 that aAaTe valı' only SINCE the fall The
Ibıd 145 The author establıshes 1ıst 1Irs four ATEe intrınsıc except for the 3rd
of twelve suggestions hıch he includes 1ın corollary of the Ath concept an therefore
the ategory of the adıaphora. They OUC. valıd before and er the fall

THE SEPTUAGINT
Karen es and Mo1ses 11va

the of Hellenistic Juda1sm and of the early church, the Septuagınt has long been ımportant
tOo 1D11CcCa scholarshıp Aas aıld for interpreting both the Hebrew and the Tee New Testament.

Nı NOW, however, user-friendly introduction LO the Septuagınt has een avaılable Prevıous
volumes presupposed great deal of pr10r owledge about the scholarly discussıions that had been

S01Ng for decades Wrıting for beginnıng students and seasoned scholars alıke, Karen es
and Mo1ses ılva o1ve the background and provıde prımer that 1S both accessıble and

comprehensive.
it, from basıc introductory atters LO INOTEe advanced 1SSUeES, Invıtatıon O the Septuagınt:

arılles the Septuagınt"s ımportance for the 1e of 1D11cCa studıies
Reviews the hıstory of early Tee versio0ns of the

Introduces the current. printed editions of the Septuagınt
Provıdes explanatory notes selected Septuagınt

Surveys the present STLATtTe of Septuagint research

Thıs practical 111 undoubtedly become the standard introduection for those seekıng clear and
accessıble gulde LO the study of the Septuagint.

15 book provıLdes up-to-date ınformatıon concernıng the maRıng, transmıssıon, an sıgnıfiıcance of the
ree. Septuagıint, the fırst translatıon O; Hebrew Students an Dastors (L wıll profit from

the research of Jobes and 2LUG, presented ın clear man understandable form.‘
TUCe Metzger, Princeton Theological Seminary

Karen es Ph.D., Westminster Theological Seminary) 1S Assocılate
Professor of New Testament al Westmont College 1ın Santa Barbara,

Calıfornı1a
Moiıses ılva Ph.D.;, Uniıversıty of Manchester 1s the Mary Rockefeller
Dıstinguished Professor of New Testament ql Gordon-Conwell Theological

Seminary 1ın OU’ Hamilton, Massachusetts.
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