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Tile Mercersburg Society has been formed to uphold the concept of the 
Church as the Body of Christ. Evangelical, RefOfmed, Catholic. Apostolic. 
organic, developmental and connectional. II affirms Ihe ecumenical 
Creeds as wilnesses 10 its faith and the Eucharisl as the liturgical act from 
which all other acts of worship and service emanate . 

Tile Society pursues contemporary theology in the Church and the world 
witllin the context of Mercersburg Theology. In effecting its purpose the 
Society provides opportunit ies for fellowship and study for persons 
interested in Mercersburg Theology, sponsors and annual convocation. 
Mgages in Ihe publ ication of art icles and books, stimulates research and 
correspondence among scholars on topics of theology. liturgy. the 
Sacraments and ecumenism. 
The New Me rcersburg Review is designed to publish the proceedings of 
ti'Je annual convocation as well as other articles on the subjects pertinent 
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From the Editor 1'. Chris And~rMln 

The Fan 2008 issue is dedicated 10 liturgics. 

The 2008 Mercel'$oorg Society Connlealion al l'TincelOn Seminary was a great 
su<xe~. This issue O( lhe r'\ MR contains two of the lhr~..., main presentat ions. The 
thin! essay". '11K:. Germ. ~nesis and Cunlell,lporary. h,l1patl of _ l\ lercersburg 
I'hilowphy, by LInden DeB,c wi ll be featured In the Sprwg 2009 ISSUC. Vel we 
would be remise nOll0 len you \0 look Oul for Linden's reecnl hook. Specular;,·" 
fh!%8Y will COlnmon Sfll U Religioll whi~h Ims occo pu blis h~X\ on Wipf & 

Stock. 

The two essays tha i arc featured in this issue hotll deal wilh litu rgics . ro. l ic hacl A. 
I';nle).'s essay is '11M: Usc of Scripiure in the Liturgical Theology of John Ne,-in: 
A Re,-jew and Critique." Dr. Farley is adjunct assistant professor at 51. Louis 
Un;'crsily. 51. Louis MO. His Ph.D. dissenalion is lilled: R"form;"g Reformro 
WorJhip: I.tI~rg'tal caIM/;c;IY;1I AmericoII I'resbyrn;QI,ism, 1850,2007, 

Chri~Iophcr Dom recei"oo his Ph.D in religious sludies from Marquelle 
Um'emlY, Milwaukee. Wiscon~in in 20Cl6, The hi swry, Ih~'()logy. and praclices 
of wOl'Shi~ in I.he ,Reformed churches ha,'" bo,.~n the priocip;ll areas of his 
scholarly m' cs!lga!lon. He has served as (onSUIWnl 10 Ihe Commis~ion on 
Chril linn Worship in the Reformed Chur<;h in America. He i~ the author of n'e 
I.on1'$ SU/!(lrr ill I II~ Rr/Qmled Ch l"'" ill America: ,/,,.(I(/ili()II ;11 Trtmsjortll(lIiOll 
publ i~hl'<.l hy Peter Lang. 

~ f; ~hael Farle)' and ChrislOpher Dum arc 1\\0 yoong Sl:holars whose \\Orl.: shuuld 
c",,~rage. us, ~Y mak." it clear that Mercersburg Theology eOnlinues to gro,,' 
and IS prc.scntly Impachng a new generation of theologians aod pa;;tors from 
mall)' ~no"'inalions, J \\ould 10"e 10 ha'e had (he oppor1onily 10 ha" " Ihem as 
my semlna,y professon.. 

L)'n Reilh ll am:tt'S Letter to the Editor silo"" , us Ihat w' = l~" h· . 'hi h e ...... c illS on Issues a arc Imponanl lo I e church in Ihe 21" celllo"'. Th, e,·· ", J . , ",. 

" 
, . h ' , " . , ., · ·,.,os.cP I , <n 

.as,sel 'S I e,. m'S,ler lome~lIu,s . of The Firsl Church in Chesinul Hill, "lA, l Ie 
gl l ~S us a com"'~mon mednatton and I "', .. '."J ~." ." 'C·' . , ". ~ I 'V' C rC"Icw ut ms(, 
Crerlb (w d Uft': LOm'l'rSiUIOIIS "boa( (I,,, Cellla of Oa, Fllilh, 

The Spring 2009 i ss~ c " 'ill nOI on ly .unt~in Linden Dcliie's cs 
J\f~reersburg ph;lo~ph)' il ,,'iH also Si\'C us Dcbor.lh Bahn Clemons' ess~Yfr~~ 
Ih~ 20Cl6 ConHlCauo.n we cIlJoy("d ar 51. Luke's UCC, Tmpppc. I'A and Trinit)' 
RC(om:'~' Collcgc--IUe, PA, II summarize1; ,,'hal happened ",ilh Ihe Peace 
CommIssion of J 857. J 890, TlJesc rwo arliclcs arc wonh lhe wail . 
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Letter to the Editor. . 
" t .. ller was .. 'r;/le" i" reI/W,,$f! 10 a Spr;" g 1008. /I 38, (tTlldt' 

(Tht foIlQ'''tJ~O T bl •. " " .ru~,bl''''' I'ersptel;,'e: A Debt,le He/weetl 
Ii/ltd ''The pell 1 (/ e , , • 'eo 

ttl Friends" by Gabriel Fad" <~ JOleph lIeJdoll.) 

To the EdilOT, Nc '" Mercersburg Review: 

f
. k ., .. ~';be' Jos.:"h Hedd .. n as :1 "fine pa"lOral llM:<>l ogi~UI" in his 

Gabe·.tCrec ...... ~t' . ,,"' 1 
H

' Idon's r'~nfl n sc 10 F~lekrc apology for " fenemg lhe W C In 1 Ie 
r.:1""n>c to c( C " - ' , . , s :i~g 200~ Nc w Men;ershu rg Revie w. J :"" gr:llcful for OOl,h contTt Jultons ~ ln( 
I~C note of FiI(: krc's descripti on bee:lllsc Ihe ~ilstora l II:e~I Og t:I~' ' ~ Ihe o ne for 

• .. , hL'() lo,ie~1 rubber meelS Ihe road ~o 10 'p.:ak, Th" paSlOral 
~honlh'" . . ' . . ' h' 
ltJ:Olo ian takes rhe lofl), imerprclaltons o j brl lhant and holy rnmds, pUIS t cm 

~liC<:, f~'(.'lis lhe hungry around Ihc lahle. walches the Word lake rool :Ind 
1~ IO pr . , . , . ,. 
spri ng!O lik and wilnesses the new cremion fonn nllme es m peop e S IVC.S, 
TIlt p;lSI()f1l11he<)l~ian. perhaps, leSIS the, Iheses of I~e scholan; , puts d,oclTIne 
lhroo!h the: refiner' s fire. and leavcs us ",Ilh Ihe pt'L'C IOOS melal of God s grace. 

A\l )wng perwn, J did not need John W. Nel in or Phili p Schaff or G3he Fackrc 
lo'ience Ihe lahle" for me, It h~d ~Ircady been fenced by my parentS who 1 ~lUghl 
me lrot people ,,00 belie"e in God me ci rher "~lUpid or wea l.: ." Thcir higolt'li 
arod c~clusion:IfY perspccli"e left Inc cxcluded ffom the I'ery graee of God Ihal I 
;odespcratcl)' nceded. Th~nk God Ih:11 J was nOI lurnL'li away Ihe firsl limc 1 sal 
un my knees and reed \'ed I he Eucharist. II nha pl i led and !Owll y "unprcpared" for 
~ h ~1 I was rCH:i\'ing, yel decply aware lhal l Wa~ in Ihe presencc Of lhc ho ly . To 
ulI.1gi ne thaI Goo cannot or docs nOI lise Ihe presence o f Iht risen Chrhr in hi ~ 
Dlul fOf justification as well as for sancliftcmion b 10 imagine thai God i ~ li mited 
b) WI own parochial 'icws. grOlmded in pra) ~rf u I sIUdy and discermlle nl though 
tIE) may be. 

Alln Ne~i~·s. rime, lbe baulc li nes !lx/a)' ilia) be dra ... n hetween a " nurture" 
..weI of diSCIpleship Ihat focuses on right prep:lration among Ihos.: \\ ho arc 
Ih.eJd)'confes~"d ChnSlians and an "cvange li"n" mo<kllh,u :lcknowit'liges Ihe 
lplntual mol'emem of Ih" Ch . Ind I' C risen ",I In and mnotlg Ih~ 10,1. galhcri ng them up 
i\ f ~h~g litem home, As Joseph Ikddon 'u 'I r!iculaldy says. "Ihe Riscn C hri'st 

, !rorn all wnds hor h lil"r'" .",' fi, . " . , i., '. , . _. ~ gll r:III\'e . '~ nClng t Ie lahle - " ,helher I" 
uUcon )' l hch~pmd 1 I fi " is"'.". , .. ,C ,on), I Ie con trilled . even o nly the Chrhli'!II !>elie"ef' 

. ~\'O"'a l"allhe I hi, ' I ' . • .• -
ihechull.'h who" , J e IS.I Ie, _Old ~ I:.hle and ir b the freed. Ri sen Lord , nOl 

, "su~s Ihe InvlI 'lIlo n To ~" " , . ilttuloglCa l VO(; b I '. ' u C 1 Ie mailer uSing " lure j)r.::ebe 
, . a uar)'.wem:l) Indced'a 'h ' ,. r - , Il<:n ChriSI the ~_ . , ' ) at ,,,,eaU'l' 0 the h eL'(iOtn 0 1 lhe 

, """ramen! o j lhe Eu(.:h · ' L ., 
ao unbelieler." .1"'1 L'JO uC I he ('au~ of con, er~ion for 

, 



I re.Ollnile Ihat for Fackre 3mJ many of my co lleagues. my leSlimony and 
lenlative c..,nclusions are "awash in indi"iduul ism and the aUlhori lY of human 
experience." I plead guilly to Ihal 10 the extent rha! I. roo. am a paStoral 
theologian who puIS doclrine !O Ihe leSI where Ihe rubber nlCcrs rhe road. Having 
been formed by Mercersburg theology. I do nOl lake the issues lighlly and 
slruggle continually" ilh the 1tl..'Ologkal consideralions post"d in FackJ1" s artiC le 
and HWdon' s re~iew. Yel I must admi t Ihat Ihe narrow "iew of fencing rhe rable 
smells a bit 100 much like lhe e~clusionary "ic"'s of my parenlS. onty ar lhe OIlier 
end oflhl: spectrum. Surely God is grealer than Ihal. Surely the power of the 
risen Chrisl ... ho meelS us in lhe Eucllllfist is nO! constrain.-d by the limits of our 
unden!anding. Surcly God's gTllCc is e,iden! in rhe world oUlside of lhe church 
drawing people 1010 the body of Christ. by Word:md hy Table. 

Rc~ . Lyn Reuh Barren 
Sl. Lu~c' sUnilI'd Church of Christ 
Lilill. PA 
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The Usc of Scripture in the Liturgical Theology 
of John Nevin: A Review and Critique 

Michael A. Farley 
Mercersburg Conl'lJCation. Princeton Theological Seminary 

June 3. 2008 

The followin); l'Ssay anal)'les the usc of Scripture in the li turgical 
rhl:olog)' of John Ne' in. and its purpose is not merely descripli\'e but al so 
I'f~prh·e. In lhe first part of the paper. [ will begin with a descrip! ion of the 
... <1)' thai John NCI' in esmhlished a bihlical foundat ion for his liturgica l tllt'Ology 
and ideals. The S<.'Cond pan of the article offers a critique of Nevi n' s bibl ica l 
!hwiogy of \\·orship. My cri tiqu~ will focus nO! so much on whal Ne"in did say. 
~rr3lheron \\lIal helJid,, '/ say and why he didn', say it Nel'in unfortunately 
Itft large lracts of IIIe bihlical 13ndscnpe untolleh~'(1 in developing his bi blical 
lheology of .... orship. [will attcmpt to show th"t a \\hole Bible th(.'{)logy o f 
~'orship nor only strenglhens tile cnse for tile /<"krcersburg I iturgical ideals but 
also raises questions :,houl Ihe ongoin); reformation of Ii lUrg ical pmelice. 

L The Use of Scriplure in Ihe Lirurgical Theology o f John Nel' in 

HO\\'~lrd Ha);~mnn Illaintaim.'(l lh:II John Nevin was unique bceau~e he 
pla)'~d 1J\c key role in fornlUla!irlg "for the fi rSllillle in rhe Rcformt'(l c hurches 
~1Ia1 could /)c ,:, lIed:1 rheology of Ihe liturgy.'" I II Iny OWn research. I hal'e 
llIJinla;n~d rh~t NCI'in' s conlrihu!ion 10 liturgical!hcology is imponant nOI only 
for liS tllcl)loglc~11 Cuntcnl hUI also for its Iheologica l mcthod. 

, In or~cr .11) undcr~tand the hi storic:,1 signi1,eance of Nel'in' s 
IChic'cmcnts Ifl [liurgicalthcology. \\ c musr I' iew hi s work a"ainSI the 
Nck,groond ufRcformed lilllrgienl method in his timc , In N;"in' s era the 
",Glfllnanl Rcformc'" ' d ', ' ' \ ' ' ,', ,'." ra l IOns In , menca- the Congrl'galionalis t and 
~~~b)!enan Iradl110ns Ihal Ne\in c:llIed " Puritau"- shared:, set of common 
"'~5 about lhe ttl..'01 .. [ . . , ' 
"''Or$hip: <'!;Ica crlterra or defim ng rhe fundamental s of Reformed 

.. ,",_I.
L 

From i.ls early English and Scottish roots in the si~teenth and 
~,nl" ccnlunes Ihro h ' d I 

lilurgic'althr..'01 . h' ug tis e'e 0 jlmenl In ninell'Cmh-cenlury "merica 
trnpha~l$ o!: I.n t IS ~nglu-American Rcfortned tradition began "ith an . 

upon t .. " SOlcrel, ",y of God G I 
lht kilHlofwOQ.hi hefi " . In( alunehasthe~mthoritY10prcscribe 
guidinct for lhe ~ .'nd.~ 3(;Cl'ptahlc. :,nd God ha, pro\ ided wffieient 

e urch s liturgica l life in the Bihle. As John Knox "TOle, "ith 

-
' II 

<fW oWard G. H~gcnlao I' I ' IT. 
9 orlhip ill Iht Nrjorme,1 CI' 1/ JIll a~1I abll!: Som r Clraplers itt Ilrr /lis/or)' 
2 . IIm~llfS ( Rl c hlllOnd. Va.: John Knox Press. 1962). 
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forceful clarity: "All worshipping. honoring. or service inve nl ed hy Ihe brain of 
man in the religion of God. withoul hi s OWII npress commandme1l1. is idolalrY.": 

Rcfonned Chrisll:loS in this tradition ty pically undef'SuxJd the Bible as 
nothing less than a complete liturg ical manu~ lth"t del ineates. what Ihe churc h 
may and may nOi do in corporate ",orsh,p "' lIh gre.at spectfictty., lhe ~burch 
must conduct COI'pO<3te wrohip accordong 10 God s commands 111 Scnplure; thus 
any praclice that loc ks biblical warrant. i .e" 1 ~~1 dcv i ~tes ff()m . tric,t adhercncc to 
the things God has explicitly insti lUled 111 Scfl plurc. eIther by add,t,on or 
aheration. is forbidden. 

2, Biblical warrant comes in two lextual forms: ( I) e~plicit imperatives 
to ~ng;tge in a p;u1icular praclice, e.g" commands to read arK! preach lhe word of 
God. to pray. 10 celebrate lhe sacraments. ctc" and (2) nommi\\.' examples of 
practice. eilher c ~plici!l y stated or i n fcrr~'(! , Thus, il is the li lurg ica] prlUii 
enjoined by the biblical authors that derIDcs the church' 5 enduring liturgical 
norm. Any practices not backed hy such cllplici[ comtl1ands and examples bd 
,ufflcicnt bihlical warrant 

3. The praxis that ult imately norms the church's ""OI'$hip is found in the 
NT alone. While lhe OT furniShe5 (he principle of regulating " 'orship according 
to God's e~plicit commands. il is not an adequate source for norrn~li "e liturgica l 
cumples unless the practices in question arc also found in Ihe NT_Therefore. 
the AngiO-Americ;tft Reformed traditions that were dominant in Ne\,in ' 5 day 
bl:gan with the assumplion of discontinuity belwecn Ihe worsh ip of I.rne] an(! lhe 
wOfsltip of the church of Christ. T) pological argumentS Ihal inlerpreted OT 
practices Christologically and draw applications to Christian liturgy were usuall y 
deemai inooequate_ The primary reasons to reject such typological her meneutics 
II:ere (I) to a"oid compromising lhe new1lC$S of lhe I\CW co,enant in Chri st and 
his fulfill"",nt of the old co~enanl. and (2) 10 maximize the distinction betwccn 
Refo~d worship and the calholic wor~hip of Other .... este rn ChriSI i,III traditio rlS 
(most especially Catholic and AnghtanlEpiscopalian traditions). the rej~'C tion of 
whiCh ton~ributcd to the formation of a di$tinClivcly Reformed lil mgical idcntilY. 
Thus. this American "PUrilan" tradition read the NT ;n a r"irly Icg"li stic fashion 
as a ncw ChriSlian Torah. which has the s.amc purpose and liturgical specificity as 
the old la .... · and is lIS fully suffident for liturgical inMrlII;liOll as the OT was for 
isr.lCl. 

I ca ll Ihi s approach to li lurgical tnt.'{)log y a 1"lJXi •. prknml f?gulmil 'e 
principll!_ The phrase "regulath'e principlcM comes fronl later 1're5b}tcrian 
literature on "'Olship and refers to a hermeneutical pnnci~lc for determining 
prope r bibJical ll'arrant or support for li turgical practices. It is "praxis.oriented" 

1 John Knox, "A Vind ica l;on of IiiI.' Doc lrine Th~t the Socri t;c'"' of the 
]\!ass Is Jdobtty." in Da,id Laing . .:d" n,l' Works vi Joh" Knox . ' -01. 3 
(Edinbur§h: Bannat)'ne Club. (854). 34. 

Sec, e,g .. R. J , Gore, Jr" "The J'lIfsui t of Plainness: R~ lh inking tile 
l'uritan j./ c~ulali "e l'ri ndplc of Worship." (Ph.D. di ss .. Wesmlin$l~r Theologkal 
Seminary. J988). The re l·'s..'d book forTllof !his .... ·ork is R I . Gore. Jr, . 
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_ . h ' l~ lhe apostoliC practice of 
_ • hc nOTmforChOSl1anWOTS op: . Ilcilly "Uc,ICd in Ihc NT. 

trl~ USi! ,1 defines I, ll>i: forsl_~..:nHlry chu n; h lh.a ~ I ~ ~xp ,n ;'11(:1111'. [0 Tepri, tIIl:' l!: 
IC",OfSh,pln . k- dorpnn1l1 1\,I~m- . 

o:<JI1lO'" I icalpnnc;plclsa.," . "m l icll ,_andil ,s rn:'Jor I 

nil;, n;~~:g~ of : lllcg~d. afl"I.SWIICn~U:~~:I:~~Y)('hU~ Nc;i n :md Sch:.ff opposed. 
:;eof Ih~ lilurgic:.1 uunun~~SI~ J hcs (along" ilh olher Conllnenl:.1 

The German Rcfomlc c un: h' Ifble less rcSldeli ,ely and hl,d a 
R .fonned (radition,) hi~!Onc allY, ~pph~>(.l ll ~1"~~Cn Ihe eX1reme) o f (lld iea! Purll:m 
, mooderalc lilU rgical pracl1cc s~1UaIC( f'\";llh'c Ltuhcr,.ln or ,\ (lglie:!n forr.ns and 
~ a!>ll austerity and ,he m~c. C~:~CCl S of lhe lilU rgKal comro\crsy ,n Ihe 
f(rcmonics. S However, :hCyO::'~I;i~ed Slate~ pushed Nevin' s ,hicf .01'1)(llIen t., 
_

n Rdorm.:d Chun:h III t . f " ,' B " " ' " sufficiellcy for Ill1lrglcs Ih,11 
toward a view 0 tl1O:; I ~ . 

J~n H, A, Borm~rgCr'lIY c"ui,'alcn llO Ihe 1'1lriHio pr .. xi~ ·oricntcd regll lllh\C 
sc<ms allno~1 ullctlOna ., 

pIlnciple: II be laken for grnnll'(! 30d as conlidemly asscrll-d. 

:~n;:rO:,nl~~~~h: Sniptllres ha\c rumi~ l~l'" .us wilh c\'cry~ hing e,S.WRlill1 
, _' , ,~ .• ~Iancr [of worshipl . Thclr s ilence. accord ing ly. t, as 
lorega" .. 0 10<;" • . . •. • ' I 
§i nmcanl a5thcir statctll.:ntS and dcscnpllons. II IS. as piY.>1tI\e. a~. In 
. g, ' .1 ', ri~' -,',d I~'ea llsc IhCfe was 110lhlng ru orc need rul for IISllnpon . " ure I~ "" ," ,,,"' . . • 
the guidam:e and dircction of lbe Church to be ~alu , TItc dC\Ollo n,11 

Cllw wnlallVorship: Rrc()lJsidrrillg Ihe PuriltUJ Rl'glllfll;I'1' Pr;ncipll' 
(Plulhp.bulg. NI: r & It Publishing. 2002). . 

I For example, Samuel Mi ller. one of Nevin' s I'resbylcnMI profe"or~ <I I 
PrioctlOl'l Tnt.'Olo~ical Seminary. l1Iaintain~'(! thai Scripture ,\ as Ihe "greotl Sialotc 
IwI: of his kingdom." Therefore. the Bible was " 110 rile or ccrenloll} ough~ 10 

OII'C a pia« ;n lhe public worship of God. which is not warr~ntcd in Sl;:1'ipl urc . 
nr"', IIy di,tet precept or ~lmplr, or by good rllIll suffiri"m i,rj"rl'l/ct 
ICllJ;N,is added 1 (The Primir;I'" fIlld Apos/Olim/ Ortll'r of III/' Church of Christ 
1',"lflrmed [l'hi iadclphi:l: I'resby~erian Ho.lrd of !'ubl iC~ 1 ion, 1 8~OJ. 65. 97). Fo r 
~ elaboration and examples of the prJxis·orlcnteu rcgu lati \ e prinCl I))e in the 
~hslt. Scotlish. and ,\ m("rican I'rcsb}'lcrian trad i' ions. '~e l\ .. lic ha~1 A Farlc} . 
Ildormmg Rcforn lcd Worship: Theologic:,1 /o.1;;thOO and Liturl; ic<ll Cottho liCil} 

III Amen(aD l're5b} leri anism. 1850-2005" (I'h.l) di s~ S 'lint 1 oui, U" " , ,,_,' " lOO7), 6S--I20. . -.'. "~" . , 
Sec Joh n H, A. Ilon,bcrger. "The Old 1';, latin:l1 ' 1 illlrg, o f 156"'\ .. Th 

.IIrrrm bu ,g RniIrW2(1850)· S 96 ~ . ., 
Palatmate Utur " : I· .265·286; Joon II . A . Hombcrgc r. " The Old 
n. ,< gyof 1563, 7),(' ,\fPI'ct:rsburg R"'il'''' "'\ (I R51 )' 'H- 128 
"ltIC I()[e.lhe Jame F Wh ' · u·' , . '. . 
·~f_'" h' S. III.' 1<;(lngUl'he~ the c~legoriC\ o f " Purttan" and 

In IS t}'polog}' of 1'1', . . . 
T'Ild,ricms in T ra'lf;Iion ILoui \ ' Iot~ sta~: '" ~hlp t rad'llo n ~ (f'rUl"'/(lIIt Wors/1I1" 
It), See also II h 0 S I Ie, We,unln'ter Jo hn K II .. , Pre" I 989[ 2 1 
ttl - ug es . Old 1\'orJl! i . R ' ~ " . . 

(loul~~ilk : Westmin. " ,', ,II. "Jom,,(! (lc('or(I"'g 10 Scriplltrl' Rc, 
WOQh' ,,~er 0 n Knox Pres 2(02) 1 ' 
p 'P oftht EngU$11 f',,,;/ (l s" . : 1-lortOI( 1);1\ ie". nu' 
A: Sol; 1)co GlOria PUblica~~~ •• ,~~:17{)n : Dacre Press, 19~5: rcpr i nl, MOfgan 

,,~. n ). 25-48. ' 
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usages reported arc all lhal wen: pr:lCliccd. or rcgard~-d as CSSCnlial and 

wonhy 10 be reponed! .' . . 
Ne' er'lhtless. Bomberger diMinguislw.~ hI S, POsll~on from the Siricter Puritans by 
r.aessing thaI speci fic fotms JH)I conlBIIIt.'tI on s.t:nplure may be pcnnissible: 
hownef. 50Ch e~lra·bibhcaJ forms may nOi be Imposed as the only legitimate 
mann~r 10 condIKI corpor.lle worshIp since Ihis "'ould go beyond the Bible's 

fi
· , 

okgn:c of spec. ICily. . . _ 
John Ne'-;" Wi!S no less determmed 10 do:lTK)nstrllle that hIS luurgical 

Ideals fl:SlW upon a solid biblical Foundation. Howe'cr. tw: inh:rpreled [he Bible 
in" more hoIL~lic manna. focusing most orhis altcnlion on lhe rcl:uionship of 
liturgy aDd satr.lmenl 10 the Bible' s bro:ldcr theological narrative: 

The bible IS IlOILO be understood, by fragments. and as seen from an,' 
and e'-cr}' point of ' -ie .... when: Ihe beholder may happen [0 stand. All 
turns 011 the position of the beholder himself, and his power of observing 
and compll'helllhng the r~\'elation as a whole" " He must he conseiously 
withIn the borizon, and underneath the broad canopy, of the new 
supc11l3lurnl crealion, he is call1'd to contemplate; and lhen each part of 
il muSI be ~Iudit.'d and upaundcd, in full ,' iew of ils relations to every 
otber pan, and 10 Ihe glorioos ~Iruclure in which all arc comprchended as 
a "hole, This is the lNe conception of bibl icallheology. Only under 
th .. form, can bib1eproof, as it iscalled, in fal'ou r of or against any 
docn;ne, be enlilled 10 the leasl respecl,1 

Con nary 10 Ihe typicall'llritan or l'fesb}'terian method, Nevin mainla;n~llhal 
sa<;ramenlal and lilUrgicallheology caooot he deri I cd frol]l n few bihlical 
""mmands or e.amp)cs of pr:lclice inlcrprc!l'<l and applied in isol;ltion from Ihe 
"hole hiblical l'ConOm)' of sa il'8tion, Thcrdorc . Nt"in did nOI engage in detil; led 
c~egcsis of lIlany indi, idu al hiblica l texl s thaI cxplicill y address sacramental 
and/or liturgical manc ... Inslead. he spent lhe greateSI amounl of space 
delineating Ihe central hihlical narralilc of Ihe '"new supernatural crealion.·· and 
he then unfolded Ihe intplicalions of Ihis new c",ation for lhe church's curporale 
wOIShip. 

For Ne,·in. the ccnler of IhI.: biblical narr:uive of creal ion and re<klllplion 
is I~ inCarnalion of Chris I. The union of God and lIIan in Ihe p"rsun of Jesus 
Chrisc was Ih~ root of an encirely new Supernalural unler of tx islcncc and lhe 

eh h
• John II. A. Bomberger, "'Primil i"e Chrislian Worship '" The R"jomll'd 

un- hIMtM)' 2 (1869): +19. • _""er "'Prim·( · '. ,0' I' B •. • I lH~, :M . 'or a syslemali~ expos;lion of 
F;~~~~'~ ~~rg:~~1 ideals and lilu~gical 'lheological melhod, see i\l icbad A. 
Joh Ii A 0 ~~~IY 10 lhe PaS! : The Reformed lilurgical Th.~olog)' of 

n '.- Bomberger, . Ca/l'lll Theologiml JO"ma/39 (2004): 312- 56. 
JohnW.Nc'·ln ThtM' r ' /p . . .~ orC I' .. n__ ' }Stell f?!ii'nu: A V",d,cmio" ojlhe RI'/onntcU 

a "lnlS1Ie ..,...·rnne oflht 1101 I:" b . . f 
and St k "'- ·~ I )' _lIr nrlS! (1846; reprim Eugene OR: WIP 

oc ru" ISht:n, 2000), 231 . •. 
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~giM i n~ of un hislo~i,al process. thaI ..... ilI .'mc day redeem lhe whole crea tion as 
II enlers tnLU Ihul heahng and glunf} lng unIon wilh Christ, 

In Ne"in 's .Iheology, C::hrislo~ogy always leads quickly 10 ecc!esiology 
~..:~use Ihe church IS lhi: OngOI~g, obJccti'e medialor of Chri5l' S Iheanlhropie life 
III htsmry .. Because lhe ~hurch tS lhe 'cry body of Chris I. she is lhe realilalion 
and ~mbodt~tcm of Ihe ltfe of (he. rcsurrccI~'(1 Chri st himself_ This organic. 
m)'sucal lI.mun of he~ and bod~ IS a pl!fSOnal. pneumatological realily. As 
Nathan M ".e hel~ expl~lO~. "'Nc' In regarded lhe prescoce of lhe Spiril as an 
immanent, 1~lenor pnncl.pl~ of lhe chuR:h. In, irtue of chi: incarnation lhe Spirit 
has berome Immanenl " 'nhm lhe process of h;SIOI) i,self_'" 

Ne' in' s incarnational idealism not only aplains lhe nalure of lhe Church 
llself as lhe hislorical. ob;CCli"e bearer of Chrisl'S cheanthropic life bul also lhe 
necessily of lilurgical rilual and form 10 embody Ihal life in ~he "wId. Accordinll 
10 Ne' in. '"jusl as lhe church' s hi storical "isih;I;ly is demanded by lhe 'idea' of 
lhe incarnalion, W lhe church ' s worship IIlUSI also be crpreSS<Xl in eKlernal 
forms.""o The lilurgy is Ihus lhe '"e~lernal i/.3lion of the di"ine ('Conomy, which 
grows OUt of lhe general life of Iht Church, .,11 

To summaril.e Nt\ in' s bibl ieal· lheological framework for worship in 
language lalcr popul:lril.ed by I " 'cnliclh-cenlury Catholic lheologians, Jesus is lhe 
sacramenl ufGod's life in Ihe world, the church is Ihe socrament oflhe life of 
Jesus hy Ihe Huly Spiril, and Ihe euch;triSI ie liturgy is Ihc sacrament of Ihe life of 
Ihe church Ihal expresses and realil.es her myslical union wilh Christ." Alt hough 
Ne, iTt didn'l usc prl'Ciscly thi s 1Crntinolo!,:y. il docs caplure tne central axis of his 
Iheology of worshi p. His case fOf lite Mercersburg I ilurgical age nda reSlS 
primari ly uP<)n the CU!II\CCI ions he eSlabl;~ hcs tJclwCen lilurgy/sacrament. thurch. 
all!! i n~mtml i un, 

10101 unl)' Nevin 's ge nefitl concern for lilurgy but also his particular 
liturgic;!1 ide;tls e.\presscd in th e Ordcr of IVQrJihil' follow quile logically and 
natural ly frum hi s Iheulogica l framework . lilurgkal forms arc necessary b.."\:ause 
they arc Ihe c!C,tfCSt ;Inti mOS I concrele meanS in and Ihrough wbith (he mYSlical 
presence uf Chrb l is real;I.~'t1 in Ih'e life of lhe church, The organic and cal holic 
un;ly of lhe church enlails a preference for corpor-ue rilual and lilurglcal forms 
thaI in"ile and faciliHlle Ihe aelil'e p.lrlicipalion of all members of Ihe church. 
Since Ihe purpose of lilurgy i, a sacramental encounler and onion wilh Ille life of 

, Nalhan D. Milchell . ·'Church. ElIChari~l. and lilUrllical ]{efonn al 
Mercersburg: 184 ~- 1857:' (l'h .O. diss" Uni\"Crsily of NOIre Dame. 1978) 451-
52. 

10 ~ lilChe ll , "Church, EuchariSl, and Liturg ical Reform:' 417. 
II Wt Iham Di l'uccio, "Ne' in' s Ideali sl ic Philosophy:' in Reformw 

CCHlfessI"'mll$nI 11/ Nillelf'e1ll1l ·Celltlll}' Alllt'rico: E!isays on the Thoughl of John 
Wil/im"son Ntl j", cdS. Sam Ibmma, Jr. nnd Arie J. Griffioen (Lanham. Md.: 
"The SCa ..... 'CfOw Press. Inc .. 1995),57. 

II C f. Ed"'ard Schillebcech. Christ t/lt Sacmmt,1I of (ht EncOlmt~r 
"ill, GI)<l (New York : Sheed nnd W"rd . 1963), 
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-
· ,. "fChristian liturgy must Ilc the Euchari$1 b'."(;ilU<;C of the Chlls! the centra fI!ua ..' , 
· ' richl mult;·fiJ(cled manner by which II actualizes myStIcal union of 

lan~lhle and. ~ Y ~ TlIe annual <:yele of lilurg;,al festivals and seasons 
ChnSl and h' $C"urcn. ,r . . 

· .•• r ,"'ment aoo redemption oflhe eye CS 0 nature In the h'Story uf 
hIghlights UR. u" . C h ' " . _" .... renewal of the "hole cosmos In nst redcmpllon all" ...... ,. .. , , 

, traSl1u (he prIllIis.oocnted reg ... all"C pnRClp c emp oy~-d by his 
ncon ' J hN" _ _" n....b 'Ienan an«Stors and conlcmporanes. 0 n e\"11 artIculated a 

Punt.;\ll any ","" ) . . , H d , ,. b'b" 
more theologically oriented reguIIUi\'c pnoclJl c: C c"c opt. ... a I Ical case for 
" ,_om ~ b) ~3fthlng for spt.-cl fic commands and example! of h,s hturgICa ~.u ... _ • 

. __ ... f es in the r-.'T but r:llhcr by dcmonslr.l.lmg how the M erccl'$burg 
VI "'>oupPf3C1C _ -' .. , ' o. 
r ics embodied more genm] lheologicalthcmes au" prUlClp cs In -><.riplure. 
~'7 brD3dencd lhe concepl of blbh~al ,,·arranl.h.y ~roadcning lhe locus of 

'

" . _. OO!TIlS In Scri"'ure and allering lilt: cnlcna used 10 evalualc lilt: 
lmrgK,u ~', N • . ' . '. 

w nfollTntyoflimrgKal pr3Cllces to II10sc ~s. On elm s approach.. hl~rglcaJ 
form. or praclicc. arc biblical Insofar as I~y nlually cmboLly tru~hs laught 'n the 
Bible. and IlOl merely because the apostolIC church octually prachccd Ihc fonns or 

rituals in qU<"Stion. 
This shift in 1he<Jlogical melilod has illlporlanl implicalions for 

understanding and approprialing I~ter church uadilion bt.'C3Use il creates 
h.mleneulI. al space to arxommodale and affirm liturgical dC"ciopmcm in 
hi,lory. On Ihe basis of their lheologic~l1y oricnied regu lat;,'c prindplc. Nevin 
and S\:haff cou ld employ lilurgicul >!Tu.tures lhal cmerged in Ihc founh and tiflh 
ccnwries bel:au~ their goal "'as no longer to reproduce flrsl·cenlury aposlol ic 
litu rsical praclicc bUI ralher 10 embody apuSlulic docl rine in ritual form in Ihe 
fu llc,t possible way. /l'c,in ' s nchic"clIlem has had lasl ing significance hy setting 
a prec~d ~nt followcd to lhe presem day in the l'Cumenical liturgiCI,1 movcments of 
I,"", pall century," 

H. The Rc,! of the Story: More Biblical Foundations for lI1crccrsburg Lilurg)" 

While Ne,in's melhodological hrcakthrough " 'as important it was also 
incOO1plele , My pnmary criti<]ve of bis use of Scripture in de"eloping lIis 
theology of worshir i~ (ironically) that it b not sufficiently org~nic. Nevin 
hel~full)" hi~hlightoo th" nI)'.tical Union tllat obt~ins in the presenl bt:tw~-en 
eluist and h, ~ body. the church. in lhe eucharistic lilurllY. H" also rightly 

I! For 3 fuller e~position of t~ lheology framework of Ne' in' s liturgical 
~~~.y as ,"'dl a~ its ~Jli'Cir,c liturgical implications . .s<.-e Michael f\ . Fariey, 
"l1Ic LiturgIcal Theology of John Williamson Ne\ in .. SmJi(l Uwrgic(l 33 
(2003): 2Q.I...22. • 

" . In mydocloral dissertation.IIIa,'c lrac"dllle .. a)' Ihal different 
Ame-nc~n Presbrerian lilulgil:al reformers ha"" follo"l-tl and de"eloped Nevin' s 
theoioglCall)' onentoo P,.,.,' , , ' , 

. ~ "" pnru:lp c 111 defend'ng 11I0\Clllents toward a 
Il"II.n catholic and ecu~"'",,' " ' . ,,-, a 'IUrglca pracllce, Sec b rle)" "Reforming 
Reformed Worsh,p." 182-335. . 
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strcssed tile ;'rga,~ic d~"clop~nc~ t and cominuity of church hi story from the carl y 
church 10 th" present. a conllnu,ty thai Ihe hiurSY expresses and maintain~ ..... hen 
it a!S~mes II properl y ,cmllolic sh;,pc. I-Io .... e.·er, Nnin tle\'OIed rdati vely lilll" 
311enllon to IIIe organtc dc"elopmcm of hturgical practice" ithin IIIe nan-at' ,. r 

' d ' .... . S «" creat,on an re( cmpllvc Ul SIOT}' 111 • 'cnpture itsdf. A more organic biblical 
lheol~y ?f liturgy would ~a "c SySlclllalicall)' dcveloped the cnnlll"Ctions between 
lhe worsh,p of lilt: OT em ,n lilt: IllIs!. Christian " 'orship in lhe present era after 
Jesus' asccnsion. and tile worship of tilt: future ghmp!;Cd in Revciation and 
dse"'hcr" in Scripture. 

Ne"in did occasionally menlion OT lilurgical riles and S!rUClures in 
uplaining Ille meani ng of tilt: Lord' 5 Suppcr ') 11le!;C references arc mnlaliting 
bill unfortunately brief and untie, elopL-tI. ' 

Like many Rcformed tlleologians. he look lite Passover to he the mOSt 
important OT Iypc foreshadowing the LOfd's Supper.'" N,,\in foond three 
prunary poi nlS of analogy Wilh sacrificc of Cllri,t in which Chrislians ba'c 
communion " ia Ille l:ucll~riSI: 1111:: offering of an unblemished ' ·ictim. its \icarious 
dealh and d ispilly of bloooJ, and Ihe ealing of lhe sac'riflce by the "'orshippcr. lie 
especially emphasizL"ti I Ilt: n~"CcS>lIy of cal ing b!..'(:ause it t~3CIlt:S thaI .. 'orshippers 
recei,'e tile bencr,IS of sacrifice on ly Ihmugh "an actual part icipalion of Ihe 
>-acrificc itself. in communion with II1c almr:· 11 

In OIlier ploccs. he refen-ed briefly and more generall y 10 lilt: Jewish altar 
and sacrificial cul t : ,~ a dil'i ne PL"(lagog~ for underSlanding Ihe Lord' s Supper. 
For Ne\' in , the sacrificcs offered III Ille a lt ar of the labcrnade and lempk were the 
"symbul li nd Il'PC" of the "ChriSlian 1, llar" from whith Ihe "Christian sllekiMh" 
now r:llliales. 1 

We feel ill om:e wh"t the liturgic"l means, in Ihis view, in the priestly 
f,C!I' ices of Ihe Jcwi<h Icmple. where Ille lrdnsaelion of the altar ser"~IIO 
mediale ohieCli ,·ely ... bet " 'een the l-Ie ;"er of prJ)'er and his worshippin~ 

pL'flJllc. In Ihc .\;lIl1e wlly ... lhe true Ch ri stian 1e;lo"rgia- tlle .ubstance 
of which Illal o lder sell' ice was only Ihc symbol and lypc- mUSI e'er 
circ le . as a system of offices. round the Chris~ ian altar. as someth ing 
always mystically pfescnl in th" Chri stian church.'9 

The phrJSC "~ltar li~ urgy" bt."Cnitle NCI in' s shorthand dcscriplioo of his liturgica l 
ill;,31 '·is· ~·, i~ lilt: "pulpil liturgy" of ~Ilt: I'uril an tradilion Ihat exallL-ti preaching 
:ttlhe expcn>c of the EuchariSI. 

In spite of 11lL."<;C posi~i\'C analog ies and references to OT lilurgical 
structures and c/1I\Cepis. Ne\in primarily u!;Cd the OT as a foil for his explanatioo 

" T ""-'",, Ile larb><:St ciu<lcr oflex~s rclalcd 10 lhe OT in NC"111 S Ilurglc,u a 
laCramCnlal works i~ in M)Sliral l'res,,"u. 181·85. 191, I <}.I ·96, 200. 209. 

'. Ne, in, Mplical l'u!i~'Ja, 235- 238. 
" N", in. M)'1I1Cal l'uum:~. 235. 
II Sohn W. Ne, in. "/"Ire Lm,rgic(ll Q"t!SfiOlJ (Philadelpllia: Lindsay and 

RlakislOn. 1862). 29. 
,9 Nt. in. TIl/" Uwrgical Q"f!iliotl. 28. 
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of [lie fulincSi of redemption in Christ. According 10 Nevin, the J,cwiSh sa(;ritke~ 
did not mediate mystical union wnh G~ In Ihe way Ihal the Lord s Supper do.:s 
for Ctuislians. He consiSlcmly mainl:unl'lll~al OT structures and niCS were 

I llelie promises of grao::e 10 (orne In the future ralher than true means 
mereyprop ." _ .• " ' h Th h' " , r those "ho lhose"hopartlclpah:uln ern. C" ocrcahonof 
ograceOl "' h "d" "" , God \0 Israel had an "unreal. unsuh>lanlla c arac:lcr an C01l511111k ... at best bUI 
311 appro~imalion 10 this grace loflhe gospel1 rather IlLan tile ac;tual presence of i[ 

, "". in any sense lISe . • 
When Ne\ln char:lc:lcrilo:d the OT niCS as lypes of.lhe gospel. he lTlCant 

thai tlley "'cre lTIl'fCl)' images Ihal did nOl COO, ey the salvanon they portrayed in 

tangible fOfIIl. The Pa~s,)\er ",,"5 . ' . . 
an unreal adumbratIon Oflhe grace Ihai iS edllbncd \0 us In tile Lord's 
Supper. It was a pkturc or sign ~nly of."'1I<1I il wa~ inlendl-d 10 
represenl: no! a sacr.uno:nl al all U\ • .k'ed In l"hc full New T .:slamenl sense, 
bul a sacramenl in prefiguralion and mK'· 

II "'as only a "pledge and seal of blessings 10 conK'" and only ""signified 
prophetically"' lhe "aclual grace" and '"real and aclually prescm sah'alion '. 
re<:~i"(d in lhe I .. onl's Supper.ll Therefore. il only serw d 10 "illu,lrate" the ""true 
f()Cce of lhe higher in<;lilution" of lhe Loro's Supper 10 which il poimed.

ll 

likewise. all Ihe OIher sacrifices and inSlilutions in Israel had a "shadowy, simply 
pruphctic nal un:." Therefore. "i ls sacramenlS wcre Iypes only. nOI counlerparts 
oflhe sacraments of Ihe New TC.lt3menl. lIS ~"'alion was onl y in the form of 
promise. mOre than prc,cnt fact"" Only when lhe di >"ine n,uurc i:><-><:ame 
permanently united wilh humanily in the incarnation did Ihe chu rch' s s~cral1lenlS 
ho."<:ome im'csled wilh Ihe abiding efficacy and power of Ihe Holy Spirit 

NC"in repc.dedly contraSled w[)fship in the OT and NT wilh an 
innerlouleT di5!inclion . In Ihe OT. "God drew continually more and mOrC ncar to 
men:' bul "only in an oUlward way." While God did dwell among his people in 
lhe tabemacle. he Mill Tcmaincd "beyond Ihem. and oul of Ihem. belween Ihe 
Cherubi m and behind llIe "cil:' TheTdorc. Ihe re"elalion of God in lab;,rnac!e 
and lemple worship and also in prophecy was always "a revelalion of God /t;> 

man, alld not a re,-elation of God in man."lS While lhere were Irue tbeophanies 
Ihrough "hieh God appeared 10 Israel . lho: "re' dalion of lhe sopemalural under 
lhe Old TeSl.:lmcnl ... "·as always in an oulward and comp;1r.l.liwly unreal " 'ay_ II 
ne'"Crcamc 10 a lrue inward unioo. between the human and the di _ inc. The 

"N" ', ' elln., )'sIIra/ " /?St,,«, 196. 
"N' ,, " n ,e~~n" ySllra f'rrs~,,«, 236. 

Ne~ln, M)J/lCa! P'tstm::t 237_3' " " .. _.. In ~ same conleXI. Nc,in di"inguishe.s Ihe lerms "piClurc" and 
. sl~n . 'rool a nle lhat 1$ a """31:' i.e .. a means of grace Ihal com'eys the sah"alion 
11 slgnlfi~ (Mys/reo.! " /?stnce. 233). 

Ne" in, MF/ira! P'tU"ct ,,. 
1. ' . 

Nnin, M)'Srica/ f'reJe"ct. 191. 
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supe rnalural appeare'. at>ove n:rlure and beyond nalure onl ,,">O I'T- h , '., " 'S ..... . IOT lole 
IlICamulIon.lo..: -0 y pllil 5 mllllliry was only lemporary and necling an 
Influence exerted only "on Ihe soul of Ihc person to whom il "-as CA l _-" ... .. 17 
"d"" ",,,,cu. 

Nc' In . s cma 0 llll>' rea sac.ramcnlal efficacy 10 Ihe riles and ccremonies of OT 
wor:shl P. wo.uld ~~m to e~p lalll Vohy hc did 1101 devole more a\lenlion 101he 
SUb)cellll hiS "rt!lngs. 

I believe Ihal ~is cha~leri1.alion of OT worship is incomplele and 
di"Of1ed betausc he falll'd 10 d,scern and explain lhe profOUnd cominu'!" , 

, " " d .. lies 0 $pinlUa I e an c':)IIullumon wllh God bel" -eell " orship of belie,crs in llIe OT 
and NT: lie w~ nght 1.0 hold Ihallhal OT ecrenlOnies were Iypes or Shadows 
Ihal llen-'ed theIr meaning and efficacy from lheir proleptic rclatiOIl 10 Orris!" s 
person and "ork. Jesus i~ indeed the rcalily and Ides ill whom lhe " hole 
creal ion and Ihe "oole hislory of redemplion find lheir ullimale fulfillment 
Howe\·er. lhj~ does 1101 enlaillhe inferellCe Ihalll\.'OJIle in the OT had no 
sacramenlal encounter and inward commonion "ilh lhe Spirit of God. 

l'ir.;l. Ne\in' s depiclion or Ihc Spi ri t's work in Ihe OT as a merely 
"oulw:ud" revellllion lind inn ..... nce fails 10 do justice 10 OT spirilualil )". The OT 
bears wimess to lhe abiding prescnce of God "ilh his people and Illeir 
communiun " ' ilh him.:t Furlhcrmore. Ihis communion wilh God has ailihe 
char'>I," lcristics Ih:'1 the NT explicilly atl,ibiJlcs 10 lhe work of God's Spiril in 
~h·alion . For ex,Huple. OT belie'ers reeei_e forgi"cness of sins from God 
(Exod. }4:6_7; I.e,'. 't- 6: I's. 25. 32, 103:8- 12: 130) and Ii"e by failh (e.g .. 
Abraham, David: d. Heh. II) as friends of God who enjoy do1.C fellowship wilh 
him. When Dllvid pleads "C~SII IIC nOI away from your prescnu, ami lake 11,,1 

)"our holy Spiril fro m me: ' he dcmml ~lralCS ,I keen awareness lhal his life wilh 
God isun ly possible b<:caus.: God dwells wilh him pcrsonall y_ N In lighl oflhe 
unh'cr:;al d fcels of ~in. how cmlld OT sailllS rcSp<>n(IIO God with Ir ue failh and 
holy Ii,'cs uliless Ihey had npcricnced an "inward" work of God '.' 

Nor was Ihb kind "f relalionship wilh God intended only for a handful 
of pcople. Tile l's~lms arC hymns wrincn 10 express and form Ihe failh of Ihe 
"hole pt.'Ople of God. and Ihey portTa)' a deep. pmfound spirilualily as the oorm 
fOf the "hole people. n()\ just a few key leaders. The inlimale knowk'dge of God 
and lruSt in God e' idenced in lhe psalter is Ihe kind of failh Ihal could onlv resuh 
from a life I;"~-d wilh G,?,' and by the power of God, Indeed. why would lbe NT 
COfIlinuc 10 enjoill lbe praying and singing of lhe ps.l1ms (Col. 3: 16: I~_ 5; 19) 
~nd mord lhe words of the psalms on tbe lips of Jesus and the apostles unless 
lhey embody lbe "cry epliOIl'IC of a Spirit -fi lied life" The, cry basis of lhe 
...,hemenl prophel ic denunciation of Israel' s unfailhfulness was Ihe c~pcctalion 
lhat Israel's co' enanlal relalionship wilh C"..:)(l oughl 10 haw produe~'d a qual it)· of 

~ Ne' ill, MYl fin " f're~lmrf', 19-1 . 

"N " " e, III. J )"lr,ra! " r1'~r"rt, 1801. 
On lhe sllhj~'(;t of lbe Boly Sp irit'~ role in lhe li,·es of indi"iduals in 

Ille OT. see Gar)' I'rcdeflcks, Trillif)" Jounml NS 9 (1988): 81 - 10·1_ 
l'I All Ir~n.lllied quoles fronllhc Bihlecol11e frollllhe NRSV. 
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spiritual life such lha1 the chanw.:lcr and !)ehu ~' ior ot: Israel ren~'Clc<i the character 
of God. I'unhcrmorc. 'While many were unfanhfu l ~n Isracl.lhcr,c was al .... ays a 
sizable remnant of the nalion Ihal did nOl forsake hIS ways and lived truly holy ,. . 
!"<:S. . . , 

Second, Nevin fails 10 obso:r,"c the s.acrarncnlal pnne.p C embodied in Ihe 
specific OT lilUrgical forms lhc~lsell·e5. Th~se Sl.ru~.~ures of worsh~p were not 
merely prumise.s of future blenmg and.l~u5 "unreal. rather. lhey "'~re mc~ns of 
a IJ\Ie sacramental encounter wilh the liVing God. Real sacramental worshIp 
pcn"ades the OT nacral;'e of creuliu." an~ redemption from beginning to end. In 
tile garden in Edo:n. human fcllO'A'slll1' .... Hh ~ In\'ohes food. ~pectfically a Tree 
of Life thai symboli~es al'Kl n:~eals lhal all of hfe CQmes from God. As ltv: 
Onhodo~ hturgicaltheologian Alc~ander Sdllocmann obsen-es. 

In the Bible the food lila! man eats. the world of wllicll he must partake 
In order to lhe. is gi,en to lIim b~ God. and it is g i I'en as communion 
",ith God. 'The ""orld as man 's food is no t sometlling "nl:'llcrial" and 
limiteilto matenal function ~, tllus different from, and opposed [0 , tile 
specifically "spirilual" functions b~ "hich man is related 10 God, All 

tbat e~iSl~ is (iQd's gift to man, and il all e~i sts to make God kno"'n to 
man, tQ make man's life communiQn ""ith God , It is divine 10 l'e made 

food, made life for man.H 

Scbmcmann's point suggests thaI Nel in' s tcndeocy 10 speak of Ihe incarnmion as 
the initial cnlr;tnce Qf actual, rcal, supem~turnl grace into the world assumes an 
u" ",manK...! (and lery mod~m) naturc/grace dichotomy, Such a (Iichotomy 
conceil'cs of the world as a realm of pure nature tllat is nOI it self alw~ys alreJdy 
graced as " sacramenl of Goo' s prciCncc "nd communion with hUI11<lnit y. Nevin 
cOIT"'tly ual ts the incarnation and r<!.luIT(!(;tion as the tcl os of creation itsel f 
"';thout which the history of crc~tion anll redemplion remai ns imperfect and 
incomplete, Jc.\us is the I,nal and ultimate rCI'elation of God ~nd the one in 
"'hom God has come nnr 10 us in an unsurpassably close union. Howel·er. 
Nel'in ,,'as Wf(>oll to e ~ altthe incalllation by downpla)"i ~g Ihe unfo lding drama of 
grace and sal"ation that call1l: prior 10 the inCamaliQn and, in some mySlerious 
man ... r. W;iS a (orclllSle of it. The Slory of (iQd' s grace beg ins at creation. nu t 31 

1M incarnation. 
[fthe ",hole "'Qrld is !lllCramenlal in a I'c ry broad scnsc,thoe sacraments 

of [srael's ""oohip bring this sat"rnmentali,y inlQ special foc us and enable a 
resloration oflhe communion with God for ",lIieh we were made as Goo 's image 
bearers. I'or example , the ministry of lhe Ailron ic prie.>tbood was a mini slry of 
word a~d !;3C~nl exerci$Cd Ihrough perwns, and thus il was a type o(Christ 's 
O"'n pnestly mln,Stry (Heb. S- IO). Crmlm Nel' in , lhoe mini stry of Ihe Aaron ic 

JO E.g .. when Elijah despail"$ thal he is Ihe o nl y faithful [sraelite left . God 
assures hIm that there "'ere 110 less than 7000 ""boo rcmainl'd failhful lO the 
col"C:namJ~nd had not ~",'ed to Baal ( I Kings 19: I 0,1 4,111 ). 

,\~exander $chme",ann, f o r /I", Uff of Ille World: SlICmmell" ollli 
Onhodoxy (CrcslYoood, N.Y.: SI. Vladimir" . Seminary l'le5s, 2000), 14. 
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priC,lhoUd was no men: "outwmd" reI elation but rather ~ revelation of Gud .. , 
man and Ihm",glo ma~ . Murcol'cr, tbe fact that the whole nation of Israel was a 
kingdom of pfle.\ls (bod, 19:6) suggeslS tbat God wa~ at work in and throu h thc 
whole nution 10 conl'cy thc bless ings of life in cOl"enam with G<xlto the r~s~ of 
Ihc ",·otld . 

Thoc sacrifices of lhe OT 1iturgicall'Cononl Y Wete also more Ihan mere 
prophetiC promiSClo o f sa lvific bles~ings to conle al some point in the futun: . 
They were al so means of participating in rcal union "ilh [he Spirit o f God. This 
beCOIlles. a~undantl )' c ~ea~ "'hen ",:e allend close ly to the theological symbolism 
embedded In the descrlpuon5 of dtffcrent kinds of sacrifices in the leI itical 
sacrifida l sys tem (wrne thin g Nel in fa iled to do). 

The I'cry l lebre "" leml us(:d 10 tkseribe the sacrifices, qOrOO", nleans 
"that which is broughl near"' (e.g .. Lc~ . 1:2: 2: I; 3: 1- 2; 4 :23: 5: II : 7:38). TIk: 
rdated Hebre",' I'e rb o ften I r:tn sl;1.t~'d "'to sac rifice"' or "'to offer"' (qrb) means "to 
cause to dmw ncar." !hus, as Reformed liturg ical SCholar Jeffrey Meye~ 
o!JseTl'cs, "'TIte " 'OfSlupcr '" 110 offers a <>acrif'icial animal draws near to 
God .... God has graciously pf(>I id~'d man with a way of entering inlo llis sp;..'IOial 
presence in His Son by His Spiri1, and that ""ay is tlk: way o f sacrifice:"l 
Qftllodox tlll:ulogian I)al'i<l Bentley Hart al ~o argues lhal the terrn qor/xm 

points to ~tn undcrs!imding of sacrifice as nOl, obviousl y, a simple 
propitiat ion of the Diline or an alkrnpt to importune God under the 
shelter of il" ingrati:uillg tribute, but as a mirJculous reconci liation 
between God, who is !he well spring of~ll life , and hi s peuple, who arc 
deal! in sin, Siler; tice. in thi s sense, meanS a marvelous reparalion of a 
Shattered cOI'emUI" and an :,,;t wherein is accomplished, again and again, 
thilt di I' ine i I1dwclling. with; n Ihe hud y of his people . that is God' s 
purpose in sh"ping for himself" p"uplc to Ik:ar his glory. Ifit is indc~d 
alwa ys the will o f G od 10 "tah.efl1a,' le" upun the earlll. ; ndeed ultimately 
10 make the wholc earth his temple, Ihen the :l1onemertl socrifice is that 
1110m~nt when God restores 10 himself Ihe hotl y h.e hJS cho >!.'rt Iu dwell 
wi thin and so a lso m"kcs of him >!.' lf an abode for hi s crealtm:s. When 
the blood of the people, so to speak, ",hle ll is its life , now forfeitl'd 
through sin , is brought imo the ambit of the Shd:;"" h, before the mercy 
seat, an n changc occurs in "hich lhe life ' s blood of those wbo were 
perishing is made pure agai n, infused "' ;Ih the life thaI flows ff(>m God, 
and the nup.ia l bond of the mut ua l i nd'" e ll ing--God in his crcatures and 
they in lIi m- is repa il\.'(l.)) 

" Jeffrey J. Me)ers, Tile UmJ's Sl'n;re: Tire Grace o/Co"ellolil 
R~"""'o l ,~llor~hil' (Moscow, [da.: Canon I'ress, 2003), 76. 

D. Bent ley Han, .. 'Thine Own of Thine 0" n': Euc harislIc Sacrifi ce 
In Ortl!odox Trnd·, " R / . . • C t lOn, In ~('j'co"l'rtllg Ihl' E. rrcharisl: Ecrrme"icai 
C:,u satum.:., ed . . Roeh A. KereSl ty (New York: l'auli ;;II'r~SS. 20(3), 143. Cf. I 

. 10,1 -4 , In ",hlch Pau l s tm es th~llisraci was hap[il.ed in lhe " ' ildcmess 
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I 1~'lin,lhe or Nevin not only misses the spirituality,", By large y neg" ' . ,. 
, ofOT I"orship. but also a liturgical sequence ound In lhe 

S3Cramc:nl~hlY I tile aT God also spelled OU11hc particular way he drew 
s.acnflClul «,ooam)'. n . h· . h . 

, Ie near b)' cslllblishing a spi.'Ciflc order of wors Ip Wl1 a conSistent 
his prop "" ,'"lids of sacrifices. When Israel gathered for worsllip alth.: "'''lI<ncc 0 ,,,ereo L • • • 
~ •. ~ _ • ...,penc~ of the sacnfic.a l lnurgy was always the labemxlc or temp . uoe;-.. 

I . " fol owlng: . 
I. Purification offenng 
2. Ascension offering 
3. Tnbule offering 
4. Pe~ offering . 

Eumplcs of the full sequence occur in J..uiticus 8-9; I Chrorllcles I 5-16; 28·29: 
and 2 Chronicles 5-7. 

through the Red Sc~. all' spiritual food, and drank spiritual dri nk from Ihe rock, 
"hKh was Chri5r" (emphaJiis added). __ 

" Biblical scholar A. F. Raine)' nOies that when ,lIffcr.:m sacrifi ces were 
offered together in the s.am~ worship elent. they always occurrcd in the same 
§e(jucnce: sinlpurifiution offering, asa:nsion offering, and peace offering , Sec 
A, I', Rainey, 'The Ordcr of Sacrifi ces in (tie Old Teswm~nl Kitual Tex ts," 
Bibli(a 51 (1 970): 485-98, Other conlcmpnrary OT scholars who recogn i1.e Ihis 
lil uigical SCllucncc and its relel'ance for Chri st ian worship include Gordon J, 
Wenham. I'M Hook of /.el'ilir"s (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1979), 66: Gordon J, 
Wenham, "The Theology of Old Tc~tamcnt Sa(:rificc," in Socri/ice in Ihe /Jib/e, 
cM Rogcr T. Beckwith and Martin 1. Selman (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1995),82-
84: R. K. Harrison, l.el iriclu: All Imrtl</'lCtioll (m,} COllltllCtl/(II)' (Downers Grol-e. 
Il: InlcrVarsity Pren, 1980), 106-7: Ph ilip p, Jenson. ''The Levilical Sacrifici al 
Sy>tcm," in Socrifke i~ Iht Bible, cds. Roger T. l!lockwilh and Manin J. Selman 
(Grand Rapids: Bah .... 1995). 25-40: \V. J. Dumhrell , COI'emml 011(1 CreallOlI: A 
Theology of the OM Ttstament COltmmts (Carlisle, England: J>-Jtemoster Press, 
1997), 110-3, Sec also the fille summary in lhe NIV Srudy Bib/e nOles: "When 
I1II.Te lilan Qne ~ind "f offcring '" 3$ presenled (as in N ul1l_ 6: 16, 17), ti>c procedure 
was usually as follows: (I) sin offering or guilt offering, (2) burnt offcring, (3) 
fdlo"·ship offering and grain offering (along wilh a drink offering). This 
§Cquencc fumiws part of the spiritual significancc of lhe s.acri ficial sySlem. 
fiTS!, sin had 10 be dealt ",jth (sin offering or guilt offering). Second. Inc 
"·orlhlper committed hinlself complelely to GOO (burnt offering and grain 
offen~g), Third. fellov.·ship or communion bet'H'Cn the Lord, the priest and lhe 
"-orsh')ler (fellov.-ship offenng) was established. To stale it anolher way, tocre 
"''CI'e. s.xrifires of expiatIon (sin offerings and guilt offerings). conS<.ocral ion (burnl 
offenngs and grain offerings) and communion (fd lo""ship offeri ngs _ these 
mc!OOed ,·ow offerings, t!lank off~rings and fn:e""iI1 offerings)." Sec lhe chart 
emilie<! ' Old Testamcm Sacri fices: ,'oJ/V SllOd), Hib/I: (GT:'lnd Rapids, Zondervan, 
1985), ISO. 

" 

Whi!e each sacrifi ce t>cgan wilh Ihe dea!h of an animal, the $uhscquem 
Mns With Ihe animal) differed in ordcr II) accomplish the various cffecb 

~scrill'\.'tl b~ Iheir disti ncti I'c names (sce i.;;v, 1_7 for delails abom each 
Silcrif,ce). In the purification o~fering, t~e di~pla~ of ~Iood on 1~ ahar was the 
most I)fOlllinem fealure of the ntual. ThiS was 10 slgm f~ lhe forgl' eness and 
purification of the worshiper hy the death of tllc animal. The ascension offering 1j 

~)mholi'-l,(] 
(I) complele (n:)commitl1lCnl 10 God by cutting up and borning IhI: enti re animal. 

'"' (2) conlplcle transformmion and ascent 10 Illc heavenly presence of Goo as Ihc 
ammalturned inlO smoke !hat ascendL'IllO hea'-en and becamc a pleasing alOma 
10 God (Le\', I). The ascensiOll offenng was followed immedia!ely by a tribule 
offering consisting of bread and incense placl'll on top of the burning animal. 
TheSe §ymhols represent Ihe self·offeri ng of the "" orshipper through the tangiblc 
gIfts of the fru it l)f his lahor and pm)er ([>s. 141 :2: Re v. 5:8, 8:3-4)_ The 
cOdClusion to this litu rgy o f sacrifices ""as the peace offering, ""hich was a meal 
§tured hy Goo (represented by thl: priest) and tllc worshippers. Thc choice mcal 
oj Ihls sacrifice wa$ eaten as II joyful cclchration of peace and friendship wi th 
God al his alt ar·whle .Jb 

Ij Although Ihis SllC ri fice is c0111 monly tran s l"l~d "(whole) hurnt 
offering," Ihe Hehrew word, 'II /all, lI1e;lns "Ihat which ascends." The verh fro111 
Ih~ same root means "to ascend." This nallle is nOl only more lingois!icatly 
;\CcumlC hUI also more tlleologicall y preferable becilusc the description of Ihe 
'o /all in Le\'it icus hi );hlighls Ihe ,lnimal's Iransforrll;ltion into smoke Ihal il.Si.:cnds 
10 beeomc a plcasin); IIrom;lto God (e.g., I.e". 1:9, 13, 17). This passage !hrough 
fire and transformation inlO s l1)oke also correi;otes ,,·ilh the fire and smoke Ihal 
signify GOO's prescnce in !he Most Ho ly !'Iace althe "~unmlif' or !he symbolic 
Mt. $ill3i (which in lorn symholill!Sthc real fire and smoke in which God 
appean:d at Ihe summil of lhe Tel,l r. 1t. Sinai). Thereton:, the '%/r symbolizes 
W, "'oohipcr' s ascenl and incorporation into Ihe cloud of God' s hea' enly 
~nce. Kendering 'o/{,II as "ascen~iOll offering" also maintains consistcncy 
"ith the translaled names of lhe ~hcr sacrifices, '" hich arc related to tocir 
1heoi000icaimcaning and nOllhc merely the condi tion oflhe animal. $ce Meycrs, 
T~t Lord', Sen'ic~, 79_80, 357: Jaml!S B. Jordan, "The Whole Burnl Sacrifice:' 
~:;:ical Hori;:OIu OcrusiOlm/I'<lper, No. II (Nice ' ille, I'la_: Biblical Horizons, 

I ). 

_ Jo !'cler J . Lci!hart, "Sacrifice and Worship," [ci ted 2 Febru3r~ 20081. 
Onh~e: hl1P:llwww . lcilhan .comlarchil.~.php: Meyers , 711~ Lord's 
Sm~c~, 8.?-81 . Scc al so Gordon J , Wenham, "The Thl"Ulogy of Old Testamcnt 
~~I~c~, 82- 84: Vcrn S. I'o)thrcss. n'e Slw(/ow oiCllriJI i'llhl' 111", ofMous 

I Ipsburg,NJ,: 1'& It 1991),41-49. 
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of sacrifi,cs mirrors the sequence of c,""nIS by which God 
TIus sequeoce . . JI - - I I 'fi 

"h I.rael al MI. Sinai. AI Sm31. Sl"3(' pun ,cd hcrselfin mNic: hIS ctm:,nant ",, 
, ... -~ Moses then as(~nded w the lop orllle mOtJnlain [0 ...... n·"'1I0n 10 mtt, .......... . h 

~.-,-- __ -' f'"- ' and he rclUrned 10 rcad II 10 I c pt:oplc. Israel 
I'rt'e,,'c!he '"'''' 0 ......... . h f f . 

, .. , h "', 'h,ms.eh"c$ 10 God wIth a solemn 00\ 0 31 th. loyalty and respollu= )' 0 ,cnll . ' 
. • ... , .nd the obli,alions of the co\,en:III!. rhc <,ovenam comm,lmcnt 10 """ . hi ' . 

. h' • 'h -n <~J lcd ",i,h a special mCJI catcn by OSCS. Aaron an(1 hIS rclahonslpwa,c... . , .... , h . 
d ',Iders of Israel in Ihe sJll.,\:lJ I presence 0 vvu on t c mountaIn. 

SOlIS an rom , ... . h 
. '.~.. f "~nts al Sinai parallels tile s;.-qucncc 0 s.acnhccs tn I c 

This""",,ro C f . f' " 'fi 
~ ,.. "Ie liturgy and also clari fies lhe unCllon 0 house sacn ICes as a la,,,,mac .... ,~n , . h' 

, ewmg and strengthening the CO'"Cllanl re allons lP: 
mean~ 0 rcn 9 , I,.'fi . f" 

I. Ckansing/Pllrific3tion (F,.;o:~. 19: :-1): ~n .canon 0 ICTlng 
2. A~,"nsion & eonsecr:ltion '13 God s word (Exod. 19: 16-24:6): 
A~ension offering 
3. Oalh uf commillllcni in r~!ponse to God 's word (Exod. 24:7_8): 
Trihute offering 
4. Meal with God in His pr~.\ence (b od. 24:9- 11): Peace offering 

The implk atiOfl of thi s p;1I3l1cl bet ""ccn lhe cO"en:ulI at Si ~ai .and the sacrificial 
lilur&y of the tabernacle and tcmplt is t~1 corpo1 al~ worsh~ p IS an acl of 
covenant rcnewal. To galMr for " 'orshlp al the tabernacle IS 10 relUrn to lhe same 
God .. ho rC'·(aIe.! himo;clf al Sinai 3110 rcnew the cownnnt rcl~lionShip initiated 
!herc.· 

)1 John A. OJ' ie., A ROYI./ I'rin iitood: Liler",), (/fulfli/erte.mUlI 
l'tf"JI"ou'.J OIr l in Image of !rmel ill 1):04,,1 19.6 (London: T & T Clark. 2~). 
122_123; cr. AII~n Ross. HuullillS III. 1/01" 01 C/o')': Biblie,,! \\'orrl.;p from rltf 
Go.rri.~ 10 rh~ Nt .. · C'tarion (Grand Rapids: Kl"t'gd, 2(06), 170- 171 ; Hoghes O . 

Old. Th.mtl and Variat;OtIS lar a Chrislian Doxa/ag}' (Grand Rapids: IOcrdm~ns, 
1992). 111- 112. 

11 BlblicaJscholars ha,-c fn.'ijucnlly disco"eret! many Iypolog ical 
parallds bo:t"'ccn the structure and fUlICli.m of the labernac l~ (and. laler. Ih~ 
lemple) and Ihe structure and funclion of MI. Sinai a~ the locus of Yahweh ' s 
special pr~scnec and glory when he establiShed hi s covcnant wilh Isr;lci ~s 
rccount~'d in Exodus 19- 24. Mcycrs quoles Jacob M; Igrom, .... ho mai nlains Ihal 
"!he equi'-alcllCc of lhe Tabernacle to Sinai is ~n csscmial. indeed. indispensalJlc. 
axiom .... Thc Tabernacle. in cffcct. becomes a portable Ml. Sinai. an assurancc of 
lbc ptrmancnt presencc of the deil}" in ISfae!'s midSf ' (Lt:"r!rc"s 1- 16.- II fI'~' 
Tram/arion "'i/h Introducrion alld Commenta,)· (New York: Doubk'day. 19911. 
574), S~ Me}'ers. The l1.)rd 's S~"·ire. 79-80: Peler Lei lhar1. A IImlSe/or My 
Name.' A SUI'I.'q of/he Old T.~tamelll (Moscow. Idaho: Canon. 2000). 83-84: 
VlelQl" Han~lhon . HatU/book 011 rltf I'emare"c.1i (Grand Rapids: Bakcr. 1982). 
2J4_~5: P!lIhp p, lenson. "The Le_i!ica l Sacrificial S}"slcm:' in Silcrific~ ,II tl,e 
n./'I •. cd. Roge r T. Beckwilh an(1 Martin J. Selilian (Grand R(lp i(ls: Baker. 1995). 
) I: John Goldingay.lmltl"r Gorpfl. vol. I. Old Te~ta",em -n' f'Qlo/i)' (I)o"'ncrs 
Gro,'c. Ill.: IntcrVarsilY. 2003). 392, In Rober! Longacre's dClaikd discourse 
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,\1 I"'" lahernacle. thi.s basic four·fold core of Ihe litu rgy began with a 
call [Q worshi p and finishl'd with a blessing or benediclion (st."" e.g .• I""v. 9). 
Thus. the fu ll sequence of sacrifices presenled in lhe OT follows lhis order: 

I. Call to worship: God sunlOKlIlS his pl:oplc to corporme "'orship. 
2_ Purifica tion: God cleanses his people ;md forg i\'es their sins. 
3. Consecration/Ascens ion: God en~blcs his people to ":o~ccnd" into his 
special prescnce to p~rticip~!e in the worship of he~, cn. God 
conr.ecra!es the worshipers. scllinc lhern apar1 10 a rene"'ed commitrllCnI 
10 him and lhe mission of his k.ingdom . 
4 . Offering: Worshipers respond " ,ilh rencw~'d lo'-e and loyalty 10 God 
and his kincdQm "ilh material gifts and pr".Iyer, 
5. Communion: God scrves the "orshipers a sacrcd meal al his lahle 
and e~IS wilh !hem to celebrll1c peace and friendship" ith them. 
6_ Bles.ing: God se~ds his r,,:ople out 10 serve him wilh hi s blessing, 

This full Iiturcic~1 seqllenec appe~rs in l..c"iticus ~ -9 and 2 Chr' )Il , 29,19 Thus. 
the Bible docs presen! :1 hilSic liturcy or ord", of ",rpura!e worship. This 
consi>!cnl rilual st.'<lucnce is Ihe way of gmce by "hieh God renewed lind 
maintained his co' enan! rclalionship " ilh Israel and drew them inw his sp"cial 
presence. 

This Ii lurgical SI.'"<Iuenee has ongoing relevance for Christian worship 
because it is (as Ne, in emphasiled) a foreshadowing oflhe person and work of 
Jesus and lhe chu rch's eUCharistic com'l1union with him_ Jesus' o"'n life aligns 
lI'ilh Ihe lilU.gy of <Ii fferent sacrifices (puri l1cill ion. ;Isccnsion, and peace 
offerings) in Leviticus 9 :I nd elsewhere. In Romuns 8:3. Paul idenl ifics Jesus ' 
dCJlh as a sin/puriiical ion offering. and the NT rcpe:lted ly connects Ihe display of 
hiS blood with lhe forgi 'eness and cleansing of his people 1(1 After his bloody 

~1l31)'sis of the inslruclions ror the building of !he labcrnaclc in Exod. 25: 1- 30: 10. 
be iden!ir ... s ElIod. 29:38-46 as the litcrotr)' p"ak oflhis unit. These lerscs 
COIIIk:CI a descriplion of lhe dni Iy sacri fices offercd at lhe !abernacle' s allar "ilh 
lhe purpose and (unCI ion of I he labcrnacle c/);,mCleri,cd usi ng a common 
CO"c na nl forlllu!:L in E~od, 29:25-26: "1 wil l d .... ell among the people ofhnlcl 
an<j will bo: Iheir God. And Ihcy Shall know thai J am Ihc LORD Iheir God. who 
Ilfoughl them OUI of the land of Egypl Ihal J mighl dwell among lhem. I ~rl1 lhe 
l?RO thell God." (" 'Build ing for lhe Worship of God." in Disco",£( Alwlysis of 
BIb/real I).lfral!IT •. l'd,. Walter R .. Bodi.ne [AlI~Ulla: Scholars Pres;;, 19951.21-49). 

. Cf. also I Chr 15- 16. 10 whIch 3 purifymg consccratiOl1 of lhe priests 
:Ind l~, lies ( I S: 1-') pr~"Cedes the offl .. inC of a~ensionlbum! offerings, peace 
oITen~gs (16:1). and a concluding blessing ( 16:3): I ellr 29. in "hi.:h 1);I\'id's 
pt.l)er.of confeSSiun and hUrn;lil y ocfore God (29: 14. 15) prec~"dcs 
; s.:C"Slonlbursl offerings :md a condudi ng fen,1 hcfore God (29:21-22): 2 Chr 5-
.:" ""hleh a prayer of confes_liun of sin ~nd plell~ for forciveness (6:21. 26-39) 

jlfcce(]cs the St.,,, · .• , ,'. . "- ' . , 
.I() ~~I,C 0 asccnSlon, ,-,urnsl oflcnng and peace offering;; (7:7). 

1 _. 0" Jcsuf de~th as sin/purificJlion offering in Rom 8'~ ~"e I'el,, ) -_ '1_ . 
• efnll'nCullcs of Worsllip:' [elK"1 2 I'ehruary 20081. Onl ine: 
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death, Jesus rose from lhe lkad wilh a trans fnrnll:d ~nd glorificd body and 
ascended 10 hea,en wllere he was r~e;,'ed in glad lri um ph 10 lake his place al Ihe 
nghl hand of God lhe Falller. This IS lhe sa.~ paue~ of Iransformalion and 
ascenl cmbodied In lhe ascension offenng. I'Inally. JUSI as lhe asccnsion offerin 
kads 10 !he cclchr.UOI')" meal of lhe peace offering, so also lhe aSCendCd Chrisl g 
will relurn 10 celebrale lhe wedding supper oflhe Lamh (Rc .... ]9). an CVCnl 
already anticipaled in lhe presenl in the Lord 's SUpp!r. Thus. the sacri ficial 
litulH In lhe OT wa~ a prophelic Iype of thc realuallOn of Ihc new cOI'cnam in 
the life of Jc,us. 

Funhcnnore. the coming of Chri SI does nOI mean that sacri fici al worship 
has ceased in the church . Ralher. as a prieslhood the chu rc h offers hcrself 10 God 
in Chrisl as a "Ihing sacrifice" (Rom, 12: I). Not only is ChriStian scrvice 10 God 
described as an offering of sacrifices (I' hil, 2: 17. 4 : 18). bUI also concrele aCls of 
wOl'$hip in the liturgical a.sembly arc aclS of sacrifice. Im!ced. atl lbe major 
clemenlS of corporale worship (Ibe word of God. responses of prayer and offering 
of gins. and s.acranlenlal meals) recei\"!;: a sacrificial dcseripl ion and inlerprl'lalion 
in lhe t>o'T, 

Fim. lhe!>.'T repeatedl)' images the minisITY of the word wilh a sword 
(e,g., Eph. 6: 17. ReI". I : ]6. 2: I 2) thaI splits lhe "joi nlS and marrow" of belie"ers' 
hearlS IS lhey SIIbmit to ilS acti,'c alld searching scrutiny (Heb. 4 : ] 2) JUSt as 
sacrificial animal~ ullderwent a ~i milar cut1ing of a kn ife. S~"\:ond. aclS of prayer. 
prai .... and Ih:Iltksgi"ing are called sacrifices (Rev, 8: 3·5: Hel>. 13: ] 4_ I 5. I I'el. 
2,S. 9). Thi.d. malerial gifts gil'cn for the SCT\'ic~ of God arc dc>crihed as 
~rificcs acccplable and plea!ing to God (I'hi!. 4: ]8. Ilcb. 13: 16). finally.lhc 
sac.anlcnt uf tile Lord's Supper is porlTa)'ed a~ a sa~rificia l act (speci rlcall y. a\ 
Ihc new co,'cnanl form of PaSSOI'cr and of the peace offe rings in general, of 
"hich I'assn"cr was one particular t)·pe), The s)'mboliSIll of body and blood 
offered. separated. blood poured 001. and body eatcn clearl y recapilulmes the 
procedures employed in animal sacrifices (I..;:,'. 1- 1), A nd JUSt as thc OT I itorgy 
of ~nflceHulminaletl in a sarred meal al God's lablc. ttle Lord ' s Supper 
funct~on,s In the same way. "The apostle Paul drall'5 a direcl parallel belween Ihe 
lord s SUPller and the peace offerings that Israel ale at God's altar ( I Cor. 10: 16-
18)." 

. . Thus. tile OT eonsistcmly and pervasi,'cly shows hOll' God Ii ,'cd with 
and In hiS people alld renelled hi! union .... ith lhem hy sacramental means in lbe 

Mltp:/IwII II' ,leithan.c()mJarchivCslQ()()947.php; N, T, Wrigh t. Till' Climax of the 
COI'fMlIOt (Mlnncapolis,forlrcs, 1992, ""'5 l 'h' "',' , , ,. H'b 9' 11 _2~ 'n' '. v-. ' ~ tn . ISIlSO{)Un, m~· 
, '." IC~ prc~ntsJe,us as the high priest enlerin, Ihe Most Holy Plate in 
~a"cn diS"",". h's' ., " , . I 0"" pUll ylng blood JUSI as the Aaronic hi"h ,riesl did 
wl1hth<: bloodfro 'nJ ' fi ' 0 

'I I' m $1 .pun IcalUm offerings on lhe I)ay of "tone"",,,1 (Lev. 16). 
f~ . Of ffK)r~ evidell(:~ Ihal the Lord's Sopper is lbe NT fulllllmcni of lhe 

S
lIe.ll.:CfiO ~nng, see the arti(:le by C. John Collins. "llIc Euchllri<1 as Christian 

acn !Ce' flow P . . • 
TIl 01 :, atnSllC Authors Can Help Us Read lhe Bible" Westminster 

t 0K'ro Jo~rnal66(2()().t): 1-23. . 
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»crificial sySlem. IndeL":!. Ihis lilurgic:tl syslem pro~ides the very COneeplS aoo 
language that the NT uses 10 explain both lhe rcdceming work of Ch ri~1 and thc 
worship of Il>c chureh in union wilh him. While Ne~in was sorely righl to 
emphasilc the great advance in rcdempl;,<c hi slory in the incarnalion of Ihe 
eternal Son of God. the contrasl bclll~n IIorship in the OT and l\'T is not a 
coolT1lSt of Uller disconlinuily--of di I'ioe absence ~S. dil"ine prescnce-bul ralher 
lhe contT1l,t of earlier and later parts of a SlOry in IIh ich Ihere is much cool inuily. 
T'he >3(:T1I mrntal quali ly of the lilUrgy in both OT and NT does indeed arise from 
It> relationship 10 the person and work of ChriSI; howe,·cr. Ihe fu mllment of OT 
worship in Christ is a n"ITal;l"e in which the glory and prescnce of God made 
full y ~nown in Chri,t allhe story'send was alre:tdy known prior to the end in 
panial but increa,ingl y gre"ler degrees , Conscquenll y. lhc Mereers])org liturgical 
,'ision arises nol merely from the incarnation bUI rathe r from 11M: consiSlent 
p.1ttcrn of God eSlablishing and renewing his cOl"enant union wi lh his people in 
wOfd and sacramenl from creal ion 10 [sractlO Jesos and thc chmch, 

As Ne' in realizl..:!. the OT is Christian ScrirHore Ihal speaks of Chris I 
and t~ ehoreh in Iypological f3$hioo . 11lcreforc. it prO"ides a subslantial 
foundalion f(lf "'-Icrc~rsburgliturgical lheology and praclice. Indeed. maoy 
asp«tS of the Merc.>rsburg liturgica] :md theological system are al ready 
311licipalCd in tIM: OT sacrifices, and Ihey contain ;1 wealth of theological meaning 
that ,an ground the particular emphases and strenglhs or the tI'1creersburg 
liturgicnltradition on a broad biblical bl,is, Furthermore. a typological reading 
0( OT worship and ilS appl iealion to Christian worship slrengthens Ihe bihlical 
cale for I<lerecrsburg principles b.:cau s~ it docs not simply rcason hy:, illOre 
abSlroct dcducl lon from g~neral biblical thcmes bu t r;tlher rCilso ns by !lnalogy 
from concrCle pracl l c~s of worship found consiSlent Iy Ihroughout the coursc o f 
rl'\kn~ptil'e hislory, Such altemion lo OT pmcticcs also yiclds rich Ihl"Ologicill 
mJICTl3!S ~hat arc nO! repea1Cd in tlk: NT but th;,1 remain "ery ioslruCli\'e paltcrns 
for Chnsllan worship. 

. , F~ e"ample. Ihe OT litorgical tradiliOns cOnsistcnl]y demo nstrate Ihe 
mlnnslC umty aoo complementary of lhe minislry of word and sacrament. They 
~so fu~ni sh a biblical framework ~or the order of worship. The re' iSt.'(1 lilurgy 
I:::nd 

In .the 18.~ Ordu .of WO,r5/llp ~olloll's Ihc general I iturgical sequence found 
and 3(hollC~nsllan tradlhon.,'"clodtng many Hcfonf)~..:!litu rgies. Confession 

d 
allsolu,llon lead to th~ nllnrstry of Ihe \\'ord . "hich calls us to rcne'~ed love 

an COmnlltnlefil 10 God Tt'H h h' "f ' litur . . . .... c ure Il'spom s 'n 0 fcnng and pmycr. and lhe 
. gycuh11lnJ tcs In J communion me:,I:1I God's lahle . A slOdy of lhe OT 

r~'eals Ihal the roUIS f h' I' . 
lilu ' . . ,0 I IS >lurglca l order arc ("lind 1'101 in fo urth .cenlury 

rglc,IOrtnJUllln l<hrt"rhut ., ' " .• . , 
Pcnl',, h '"' ' r,l ler tnlle ,acrtltcl;,1 hturgy introduccd inthc 

.euc. 'lIlal l, OTI'I '." ' " Ileal' " . l llr~lca sym 10 I,m rc'cals thai worship occurs in a 
~n) eonlext \\'her~ h' ' . d h ' 

enjoy God' he' ca'en an carl mcet and thC people 0 1 God ascend to 
inlpirttJ by'" 3\ enbly pr~sence ilnd llOII·cr. A IIk:ology of ChriSlian lilur,,' 

• ereers urg au .. ht I .... . . h ", 0 ' 
thechurch'S r' ~ 0 .",glll \'dt I"" T 11'1 ordl'r to d"'''lOn$It:l.le Ihat 

Iturll'ca] e"penenee of Ihe mystical Pll'scnce is th\, c uhni nation of 
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biblical pIIt!ems, practices, and purposes for worship grounded in the entire 
bihlical histOl')' of creal ion and redemptIOn, 

Ill, Challenges for the Futun: of Mercersburg ti iurgical11lcology and Practice 

A ~ organic and holistic biblical theology of liturgy pro, ides both 
challenges and n:sources for the fu tun: do!,'elopm~nl of th~ M~rccrsburg tradition 
of liturgical theology alld practice, First, [ want to highlight son1>l: implications 
for the rhetorical presentation of the ~ Icrcersburg theology of worship, 

Nt"in '$Organic, iew of church history, hi s high estcem for thc ancient 
church in parlicul:tf, and Ihe robust catholicit y of hi s ecclesiology arc not the 
default for many An\~riean Christians. ~ lany AllIcrican Christians continue to 
li,'e in ettlesial circ les dominated by lhe SJmc sort of Jhistorical, uncatholic 
modes of thought and practice Ihal Ne"in collecti "ely lahekd " " uritan," In the 
cars of these American ChriSlians, NC"in' s "high church" Cal >'inism sounds JUSt 
as foreign In our own day as il did in hi s o"'n, 

Ho'" "ill "C present the Mercersbu rg liturgical and sacramcntal agenda 
pcrsu3,;'-dy in our cootempor~y cullural and eo::clesial contexts? In particular, 
110", " 'ill we pn"scnt lhe rich Mercersburg eucharistic ,'ision to Christians "'00 do 
r>(>I shar~ its de"eloped co""ictions about tradition . history, l"Cumenism, and 
eccleslology aoo ha,c not been in'·ol.-.:d in (or even awarc of) lhe l"Cumcnical and 
lilurgical mo,'cmcnIS of tile past century~ The liturgical historian Jamcs F, Whi!c 
rais.:.illhis question in a pointed way thirty years ago when he obser.-ed that o"cr 
SO million ,\m~rican Christians ha.-e no contact ,,'ha!soc , er wi lh !he "li turgical 
establiShment ." which consisls of the schubrs, dcnumina!iona l liwrgical 
commissions, and ecumenica t liturgical organizalions popul :lted al mUSt 
e~clus;"cl y hy Catholics and mainline ProteStanls: 

Su tllo5.: outside the liturgica l establishmcnl arc legion. Thc i mponant 
thing for us to remember i$thattlley ha'e a thri~ i ng worship life wilhout 
us. Indeed, this is lhe portion of American Christianity that is growing 
fastest. .. :TlIosc chul1'hes are full and they ncwr bother to ask us for 
3(h ict. One i, oftcn prompted to " -onder: "Who n~"Cds us?"u 

:",i§ "Iit",~ical eSlabiishment" includes conlemporary adn)(:ates of Mercersburg 
Ideals (" hteb hne become rather mainstream .... ithin th~ ~"CUlllcnical litu rgical 
mO"ernent), .so his queslion conlinues 10 be rele"ant for tbis society. 

,llIe..: is an unprccl'dcntt!d interest in worshi p in the various c,·"ngc1ieal 
(mostly Ifldcrendcnt , Baptist, Penlecostal, and some Illore eOllscn'a!i>'e 
RefomtCd) churches, panicularly among group , of younger Christi,tIls. For 
eumple. I am a mcmhcr of thc stC<'ring commitlee for" new siudy group de"Q!ed 
10 wor.;hip wilhin the Evangelical Theological Society (lOTS). Alt hough ETS has 
, Iud y groups for almo, t e"cry conceivable ~ub.disei ll ii ne wi thin Ihcol0J!y, al lo~ g 
last (In the fifticth ycar of the ETS's organitational life), a group formed lJSI year 

" James F. White, "Outside lhe Lilurgical Establishment Or Who Needs 
Us?" Worship 52 (1978): 295. 

• 

• 
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10 promote e"angel ical scholarship on wor~hill. u 'I:he responsc I~ the initial 
sc$sion was e~ ce~'dcd all e ~pecl3tions. and the cotnmg year promlscs c'en grcater 
inten:St. A glancc 3t Worship Leader magaline" and puhl icat ions and blogs 
associated wilh the "emerging church" 111O,'cnlen! II also rC"eal a '" idespread 
Interes! as " 'cll 3$ a gro" 'ing hunger for renl"Clion and resources on the meaning 
and practice of worship. The M~rcersburg tr.u.lition has solid lheological 
re$OUrces to guide this new imerest and cnthusia,m. Bot how will they hear and 
cOlln~"C1 "ilb the M~rcersburg agenda? 

1 believc that a winsome rbclOrica l approac b tbat leads with and 
e tnphasi~es a holis tic bibl ica l Ihcology of worship can pruvide a bridge for 
communic:tlion ~Ild persuasion in a way that Nevin 's own polcmical1lfld 
his!oricHI approach did nut. As in Nevin'S day, it seems to me thaI man y 
Amcrieall Chri stians arc less likcly 10 he inl..,rcSlCd and persuaded by appeals to 
anc ient church tradi tion Hnd the importance of preserving the calholic and 
ecurncnical un ity ofChri ~t ian worship Ihrougllout time_ Howe>,cr. many arc 
more inclined (at least iniliall y) to listcn 10 thc I! ible, which Ihcy inst incti"ely 
n:,'cre allhough oftcn read and a[J'[Jly r~t ber selectiwly. 

If we would communicate and persuade Christians in Ibi s American 
cOn!e~ 1 that the ~ Icrccrsburg liturgical agcnda is worthy of serious consider~tion. 
" 'C must take great pains to demonstratc in rigorous delaillhat it is eminenll) 
hihlkal. Any presentation of liturgical and s.-lCramentallheology inspired hy Ihe 
~lerccrsburg theology needs!O draw upon the full .scope of Scripture, A more 
holistic hihlicallheology of lilurgy can demonstrate that Nevin' s central liturgical 
at1d sac rmtlCll1J I framcwork emerges Ilot s impl ~ from his own con,tfllal of " few 
N T pas~"gcs hut rather frOI11 accuunlS uf the pr,rcticc of worship and CO 'CIHln! 

renewal in Seripl urc from hegi nni ng 10 end, 
A broader :.nd more org:.nic biblic1t I Iheulogy of worS hip wi ll nOI onl y 

grollJllllhe Mercersburg liturgical agclld:. rnor~ deeply but also >tfewh it and 
sUfIPlcmc n! i! in :lre:os it leaws largely un:Kklresscd. John Ne,;n rightly sought to 
correct the imhalanced Protestant Iradilion he inh.:riled by placing the bihlic.lll 
doctrines of Jesus' incarnation, rcsum.."Ction, ascension , and mystica l prcscnce in 
the church at the c~nter of Christian theology. and he hclped produce I iturgic~1 
tc~ts that profoundly art iculated the" onder of the church' s organic, Ii, ing union 
"nh uur rcsum.."Ct~'(1 Lord. Ho"·c,cr. he ga,.., much less allention 10 the mJnncr 
and cn. ironment of worship that most 3ppropri,IIely embod y and res[)Ond 10 the 
presencc of Cbris t and his kingdom th'tl hb teXIS descri"" so e1oqu;,nlly. I) . 

3t1cnding 10 Ihc lil urgic:.1 instruc t ions and dcpictions of worship in Ihc OT and in 
~~\'clal ;on' s " ision, of hc:.' en and Ihe cseh,!!un, wc C,m blt ild u[)OPI Ne"in' s 

IJ This effort complemented and gaincd Illomentum from an 
unprt:cedentcd galhering hostt'(l hy Ihe Cah'i n I nSI ilutc of Christian Worship in 
September. 2007 of e""ngci ieal ,,1101:" 5 " 110 tcach aboul worshi p in collegcs and 
5<:minaries. 

" hnp:l'w,""w, worshiplcadcr.col11 
. j E.g .. hup:l"" ww .emergcnt' iIlage.com 
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foundation and dc"clop the Merccrsburg liturgical theology in areas its (O\,"dcrs 
did n~ e~plon: in ~at depth. 

The role of an and ~her kinds of ,isual symbolism in the church is on 
such area. In tile OT. God established an environment for IsrJc)"s corporate e 
worship in the Utbernacle and temple that was fo iled wi~h symbols communi,atin ' 
its theological meaning and purpoM" in a _isual medium. The size. lOCation. and g 
u pen,i,·c materialS of the central sanctuary signifoed the glory, majc!;t). and 
beauty of ttlc God who dwdled thcrc in Israe)"., midst , In addi tion, thc vis ual 
S)'mbols cmbeddo:d in an and archit«ture highlightLod the thcological signi fieancc 
of the liturgical actions that occurred then:, 1ltese symbols- the ark of the 
co,'cnant , the table. the tr~e,li ke lampst;,nd. th~ altar. images of angels :md gardcn 
nora sewn and canL'd throughout the structure-indicated that asse'n !>1 ing at the 
.sanctuary was an entrance into God's special prcsence at God' s house . a rcturn to 
t~ fellowship of the garden of Eden. a return to a symbolic ~1t . Sinai. alKl thc 
place where the li fe of heaven meets can ll." 

This pm\ tdes a billli,,1 basis for a Christian theology of liturgical an 
and should he instructi,'" for the kind of en, ironrnt:m thai "C ereatc for Christian 
liturgy, The NT repeatedty identifies the church as the new tempk ( I Cor. 3: 16-
17; 2 Cor. 6: 16: Eph. 2:21-22: I Pct. 2:5) and d .... cJling place of God "hcre we 
~a.scend" into the hell'enly tabernacle (Hell. 8-tO) of the true ~It. Zion and 
Ileawnly Jerusalem to encounter the m)"stkal prcS\'nce of Cilrist in worship 
together with the whole company of he a"en and the whole church on carth (Hch. 
12:1&-29). Since tile ~Iory of the new co\cnant and new crea tion is so much 
greater than tile old (as Ne,'in rightly stressed ). !hen ,,·c ought to d"'ote serious 
allcntion and resources 10 crcming a glorious enviromncnt Ihat imcntion"llyand 
accuralcl )' communicates Ille meaning of tile liturgica l c"cnts that take place in 
tho churcll. This begins "' ith lhe central s)'mbols_ pulpit and tallle-pTOIni nentl)' 
placet! at ttlc center of the as>emilly and glorified with symbol and colO( that 
npr .. ss Ihe sacred actions th~ y reprc~cnt and fa"jlilntc . The \·c..,l men1S of cite 
minist, ... arc alS() an imponant symbol, reminding us that Jesus is the one who 
l~ads OUr " 'Of$hip before the Father. God "ested his minist .. rs in tlte OT "ith 
linen miles,and other colorfu l garmentS for Ileauty an(t for glory (E~od . 211:2. 40). 
Therefore, ,t seems IllOSt fitting to "est Christian ministers in " 'hitc alhs and 
culorful Stolc:l tl\31 S) mbolizc hea"enly glory becau$C they speak and OCt as 
omaml-d rcprcsentati,'cs of Jesus himself. Walts adorn~~1 with artistic renderings 
of angels departed ' , ',"" _.. f .. . .. "" . a"" SCenes rom biblical history can communic;,te th~l 
the liturgy u~sses the church's ongoing particip.:ttion in the history of God' s 
cm'enant and k,ngdom andjoins the church in the present with the wt.ole 
company of hcal'cn and 1he whole church on earth, both past m,d p r~scnt . 

. .. For further disc uss ion and biblical evidence for these four symbolisms 
~~he StruCtUreli of the tabernaclc and temple, see 1'0) thrcss. Shadow of ChrlSI, 9-
II , 1-:e, than, lIauu for M)" Name, 82-a6: Milgrom./..e,'iticus 1- 16, 574: 

am,lton , 1IU1,dbook 011 Ihe I 'CIIIIJ(CI<r/I. 234- ~5, 
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A seco~d area fOf increased biblical rcfle.:tion and dc,'elopmcnt In tl>c 
Mercersburg 1iturgjt~1 tradi tion woold be the general emot i o~allOne or 
atmosphere of worship, Ne"in's liturgical theology clearly aUlLS to fosler, a , 
gre~tcr sense of the wonocr, the ~m~i t )', and the sacredness of t,he c~har~S",c 
liturgy, The on ly fiuin g manner ,n which to ce lebrale commUnton " ' ''h ChTist by 
tile Spiri t is profound fe"ercnce and awe (Heh. 12:28). 

Yet. whal ki nd of ~tmosphcre or tonc best embodies genuinc rc'-crcncc 
and awe? Rdormed churches t/)() often a,soc iatc rc,'crent a"e c~clu si, cly with a 
somllcr mood, quiet co ntemplat ion, nnd emOt ional and bodi Iy reservc. [). G. HaT! 
(author of an c}:ttlicnt biography of John Nc\-in)'1 onl )' cxpl icitl y anicu lates atKl 
1Ith'ocatc> what has oflen b\.'Cn the implicit ~ssunlpt ion and pr'dCt iox of nlany 
Reformed chllrches when hc argues Ihat Christians shoold "come to worship with 
tile .same attitudc and demc~nor they take to a funeral service for a profc~~ing 
Christian,·,>4 I am n~ "" 'are that John Ne,in spoke to thi s issoe: howe"cr, there 
arc hints in the rubrics of the 1857 PTOvisional Liturgy and the 1866 Order of 
lI'orsl,,'p th at the compilers cO!\lempbted a rather solem n observance of holy 

. " communton. 
i)espitc this pervasive Reformed instinct. there is aston ish ingly lillie 

biblical support for ~~!uating re ,'cl'cncc witlt {I uict medit"t ion and elllot jrmal 
mooeraeion. When God re"eals himself to his people in Scripturc to spc:.k to 
them, the c"cnt is almost ne'cr a quict affair: rather, it is often accompanied by 
tile loud. thunderous sounds of lhc voice of Yahweh, o"crwhdming disp luys of 
conl'ulsinl! nne ural phenomena and di"ine glory. When God appe;.rs in 
theophanies at Mt. Sinai to Moses (EJtod. 19-24) and Imer to Elijah (I Kings 
19:8- 18). he spc:tk s in a loud voicc from the midst uf thultlkr,lighening, 
carthllu"kes. " ,ind. fore. il ild (~I Sinai) thc sound of a loud trum pcl.xo An 

n D, O. Hart , Jolm Willi/mIJ'a" N''''ill: /figh Ch,,,cll eU!;'iliisI 
~hi l li!,sburg, N.J .: P & R Publishing, 2005). 
. D. (, . Hart and Joon R. Mucthcr, IW,I, Ht'w:rt'''ct' w,d Awl': H"lrm,illg 

tr2~le Ham's oj HI'Jam led II'm"shill (I'h ill ipsbufg, N.J, : P & R 1"I.blishing, 2002), 

. "' .• The .'>ro,·isional Liturgy suggl!litS that "full silence may be better than 
any" ords dunn!! th~ cmnmunion of tt..: faithf til (h c k M. Ma}:well lVarsl'ip 
"~"i H~for",ed Th eolog)': The Url/rgle<l' IA'Jl"fJI'S of Ml'r("('rs/mrg 1 Pi ;eshllrgh: 
PICk" ICk I'ress. I 976J. 453). While the O"i(!l' of lVarsllip deletes Cha t rubri c il 
~ ex~ the minister 10 open the ritt, of communion by rcading a~ appropriate 
\~Xt from SCT1!),ll,re "slowly ;.nd solcmllly" (JIlI t1CS ].l , Nkhols , cd. 71,1' 
, n(ersb~rg llil'O/og)" INcw York: O.'ford Uni'c~ity l'rcss, t966J, 274). 
19' ~ .. 1. Lust makc~ a ~.'rong case for transla!ing qa/ demamah in I Kings 
'" . 1 •. as thunderoos ,'o'ee rathe r than !he more tmditional ··still. small lokc" 
il~7~~ nt le iJrecI.c or a I~o;'ritlg. Thunderous Sound '!'" VetI,;- TeJH'",""'r"" 25 
n.t . 11?:"15). S~'C also, Jeffrey J. Nichau~. God III S;,rai; Con ,",,1/! <1m! 
Z7. ~~~:;~'" IIII' H,bl" <lml ' \II(il'''' Near Wl/ (Grand Rapids: Zondcn an , 1995). 
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important liturgical connL'Ction to the Sinui theophanies emcrgcs in tCX IS th' 
deSC~be the visihle descenl of God 's,g lory into t.he tahernacle and lemple. ~~hen 
God Inauguratcs 11M: corpor~te worshIp of Israd In these sanctuaries, a similar 
lcind of \hcQphany oceurs wnh a great cloud, firc. and manifcstation of di\'in 
glory (Exod. 40; I Kings 1!12 Chron, 5-7). Too pallcrn continues in the NT :hen 
ChriS.t ina~~urau:s the cu~nt era of R.>dempli>·~ history in the church by pouring 
out hiS SpUII at l>c nl~'Cost In an e,'ent cllaractenl.ed by a grcat wind. fin:, and lood 
proclamation of tile word of God (Acts 2). Ukcwise, the voicc of Jesus lllal John 
hears in his theoph.anic vision is a "loud "oiee like a trumpet'· (Rev. I: I 0)." 

Whi le toose thcophanies do not recur on a rcgularly basis in too normal 
weekly worship of God's pt'Ople, they are ritually rc-creatcd and re-presented in' 
and by 100 liturgical assembly itself. The same God who was so tangibly and 
powerfully manifest in those past elcnts continues to he mystic:dly prescm in the 
church's worship nUl only Ihrough Ille rile of holy communion itself but also 
Ihrough too loud. I'igorous singing of God 's "ON in praise. According to King 
Da' id. God is enthroned alld dwclls upon the praises of his people (Ps. 22:3). 
\Voon Da"id ret urned the ark of the cOl"Cnant to Jcrusalem (2 Sam. 6:5-16; r 
etu-on. 15: 16--28: 16:4-42), lI'hen God descended in glory inlO Solomon's temple 
(2 Clm)n. 5'11 - 14), and when HC1.ck i~h renewed [srael 's t<'mple worship (2 
Chron. 29:20-36). the people celebrated the presencc of God in Iheir midst with 
loud, joyful pmise tha t eommcmOT3lcd and renewed IhC Sinai cO"<,nanl in 
sacri fice and song. Nm onl)' the clouds of smoke from sacri fices ascendi ng to 
heaven bUI also the loud trumpet~ (d. Exod. 19: 16, 19). SIring., cymbals (of the 
loud, d ashing "ar;elY: cf. l's. 150) :md the llrellt "oice from choirs le~d;nglhc 
asscmbly in song would hale prodl,ced n majestic. energetic. and powerfu l sound 
thaI imitaled in llIusical idiom the great lind glori()u.~ llIilOnCr hy which God had 
so often made himsel f known.)l 

~I Other descriptions of Y ~hweh ' s ,'oic~ :lnd appearances cmphasizc 
lOOse same kinds of loud noises and arresting. dmmatic plM:nornena, e.g .. Exod. 
15: Judg. 5:4- 5: Job 38-41: "$s. Ig: 29: 68: 77: 89: 135: 144: [sa. 6: 30: 63: Jer. 
30; Etek. 1 ~3 : Oan. 10: /- 9; Joel 2: Hah. 3: ~'laL 3. For furthcrdiscussion of the 
theophanic clements in these le~ts. sec Ni~llau~. GI)(/ III S;,U/;. 

~ In other words, lhis Iype of nlusic ill corporale worship is a kind of 
memorial before God that calls him 10 remember his COI·cnanl. Certain nCllts. 
signs or symbols in the OT funclion as "mcmorials" for the purp<)SC of calling 10 
remembrance the cOl"Cnam relationShip betll'ceO God and his people (scc c.g" 
Gen_ 9:8. 11-17; E.l.od, 3:15: 28: 12, 29: 30: 16). These mcmorials al so includes 
bolh sa.;rifices (e .g" Exod, 12: 14, 20:24: LeI'. 2:2, 6: 15. 24:7) as " cll as the 
music that accompanies sacrificial offerings (c f. l's. 38: I. 70: I) . In NUIllIx.'fS 
I 0:9~ I O. God c<,JOlmands the blowing of trumpets during lhe offering of 
ascension offerings and peace offerings is n "reminder'" (Hcb .. z;UOMn: LXX. 
ww",,,es;s) of the [X.'Ople before God. In I Chronicles 16:4. David appoints lhe 
Lcvitical musicians 10 sing and play haf(X, lyres, cymb;lls. and lrumpetS in ()I"(Ier 
to "invoke" Yahweh, which is rhe same "erb for ren .cmbering used in Numbers 
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Although worship surdy ~ ncompasses and evokes Ihe full fange of 
hu man el1lo1ions, the dominant tone of corporate worship in the Bible is joy. nol 
solemn sobriely, bccJus.:: the PC(~1i! of G?" gathcr for a feast and. n?t a fa>!. The 
key metaphor is lab Ie. flol tomb. [n SCTlplure, thtS JOY In worshlp 's c~prcs'ICd 
and inculcated in spt't!ific praclices in speech, song. food, and physical posture. 
In Oeuteronomy 14:25-26, God commands his pt'"opl<' 10 fcast \lith joy in hi s 
prescnce: 

You shalilurn il into money and bind up the moncy in your hand and go 
10 the place thaI Ihe t ord your God chooses and spend thc money for 
..... hate' er you desire----Ollcn or sheep or wine or Strong drink, whate, er 
your appetile crn,cs. And you sllall eat lhere before the Lord your God 
and rejoice, you and your OOuschold. 

10 and literally reads "to ca us;.: 10 remember" (Heb .. JIG;);;r).)' The Greek lerm 
(mam""s;s is Ihe word for "memorial" found in the eucharistic insti tution 
narralil'cs in Lu~e 22 and I Cor. II. which suggcsts thaI liturgical music plays an 
importanl function in making the lilurgy a [ruly sacramental commemomtion :md 
rellewal of God's cO"enant with his peoille. (The Hchrew rOOI most oftcn uSL'd 10 

describe thes.:: memorials is :.I.:r. The LXX u>ually translatcs the nouns deri"cd 
from::Jrr wil h ei lher Ihe Greek words "'",''''0.'''''011 or a"""""es;s [Lc\'. 24:7. 
Num. 10:10, l's , 38: I (ET), £>s. 70:1 (ET)). Their appearance in vcry simi lar 
C()nle ~ t s (s:lcri fices ami olher cvcnts irl whi<:h God rememher his people) slIgge,ts 
that Ilierc is a ~Irong (Icgree of o"crlap hClween Ihe semantic ra nge> of tllese 
Greek \lonls.) 

Tile hihlic~1 authors al,o apply Illher sacrific ial lemlinology to the 50ng 
and inmUllle!lt' employed in corpomt~ worShip. Both Ihc sacrificiai ministry of 
Ihe Aaronic pricSthood and rhe musical mirlimy of rhe Lnitcs arc dcscril>l.>d as a 
soc'red "m inistr~ '" (sll/lrm: DellI. IO:R: I Chron. 15:2: 16:4.37) using sacred 
inmumcnl~ for lheir wr)rk (keN: cf. I Chron. 28: 13-14 wilh I Chron. 15: 16 and 
16:5). Bo th pric>ls and Lc"iticiill musicians "stand" ('mad) and offer sen ice 
('I,bot/llk ) hcfore God (which is rcthn ical t~rmino logy for priestly S<''' icc, e.g., 
Num, 16:9: Deul. 10:8, 17: 12, 18:5: d. I Chron. 6:31~33: 15:16). Thus, 
liturgical l11u~ic lias Ix:come part o(thc way lhat God's JlC1lplc participatc 
$.1cramcllla lly in Ihe sacrificial order Ih~1 rcstores and celebrates the rcm:II'al of 
Goo's co,'enanl II itll the church, Allhough the offcring of animals has ccased, 
John Nelin cOlwclly ob:serwd tllat Sa('rifice corninues 10 Ix: an imjXXIant 
category for describing the nleamng and cffic:K"Y of Christian liturgy ;n the /'.'T. 
The octs of Chri stian worship (inc luding the communion and thc ministry of the 
w~ .and prayer, spokcn and Mlng, in [he ~uchar;;oric lilurgy) enable Ihe church to 
parllc!pate III lhe $;11 ing cffecls of Jc<us' perfl'Cl sacri ficc ami become a central 
.ldCramenlal realilntion of thai panicipilrion in time and space. 

" 1'h' . , docs not in "nlidilte Nel'in' s i nsistencc on the t~'fm "allar"' rather 
I~n "tal)le:' bccau)C almrs in the Bihk are lahles where [he people of God cal 
" Ilh God and s~cr~l11emnll y r~'Ce i I'C his mystical prcs<·nce. 

29 



When Solomon dedicalc-d Ihe Icmplc. Ihe liwrgy of sacrificcs oc~um:d in Ihc 
conlCXI of a se,'cn day feasl, The massi ,'c numbers of J'li'ac~ offcrings would 
ha,'C supplied morc Ihan enough .\.OCred barbi.'<:uc for c'·cryone. amJ lhe pt.'Ople 
wenl home "jo)'ful and glad of hean" (I Kings 8:62-66). In Isaiah 25:6-10. lhe 
eschalological "ision of ~halom in lhe ncw creation is a fcast Wi1h rich fO<Xl and 
,,-ine al the mounlain of God. and. naturally. lhe tC~t associates this scene wilh a 
response of greal joy: "icl u, be gloo and rejoice in his sal,·ation." 

'The Rible of len associalCS joyful liturgIcal music and prayer wilh '·igor. 
bolh in physkal geslurefJlO$lure and volume. In tile QT. lhe psalms repealedly 
speak of §/>ouling 10 Ihe Lord, clapping. caUing. raising hands, bowing down 
proslr.lle, and crying ootlO him wilh loud l'Oices "helher in praise or in lament 
Likewise. in lhe NT tkpiClion of hea'l:nly worship and lIIe eS(halOlogical 
wedding feul ofthc lamb. grcal mullllodcs cry OUI lIIeir acclamalions in a loud 
,-oice Ihal sounds like lhe "roor of man y walers and like 111e sound of mighl)' 
peals oflhumkr" (Rev, 19: 1-9: cr. S: 12: I I: I S: 12: 10). Those ,,-ho surround 
God 's Ihrone rcpeall-dly fall (10" n proslf'~lC before him in joy and a,,'e (Rev _ 4:9-
10: 5:8.1 4: 1: 11 : 11 :16: 19:4). M John NC"in tcachcsus. Ihis is lIIe heavenl)' 
" -OfSllip in which we p;u1kipalc when we "ascend" in lhe Spi'il ill lhe cucllaristic 
lilurg)'. S;n(."! Ihe Eucharisl is a foretaSlc and forcslladowing of Ih is 
eschalological wedding suppcr of 11M: Lamb. should nOl Ihe church response 10 
Christ's myslical presencc at in llIe liMgy look and sound somelhi ng like Ihis? 
Should we nm kncd and c,'cn proSlrate ourselves before our Kin g. ~!\d should nm 
the walls of our churches re'crberale wilh loud "oices and Ihunderous praise'! 

Thus.OOlh Ihe OT and Ihe c-s\:halological "ision of Ihe NT rc'-cal lhat a 
sacra menIal encount er wilh Ihe presence of God in COrporale worship oughl 10 be 
a loud and emolionally inlcn,,, occasion. Whelher Ihe people of God cxpress 
shrieking sorrow and or greal gladness. lhe app ropriaie lUllC or elhos of worship 
is always 3 kind of holy inICnS;I)' beforc God. And while this rlmSl ;ntimle 
lamen! and C(lnfession. Ihc prellolllinnnt lonc or clhos of the church' s encoun1er 
".-;Ih God is onc of exuberanl . jo}ful praise. These biblical dClails aboul Ihe 
manner of lilurgical expression pro"ide inSlrucl;OI1 aooul thc kinds of music and 
song lbal cmbody lhe sacramental n"'aning uf lhe liturgical assembly and lhe 
eucllariSlic lilurgy nlO51 finingly. 

r n reflcCling on tllese biblical le~ts. Rcfornll-d Iheologian James Jordan 
offers a belpful correcli' e 10 hl sloric Rcfonl1l:d piet)' and draws imponanl 
cooc-Iusions aboul lbe ,,-a}'S of the Spi ' ;l of God: 

~Iuch of lhe Reformed l1ooilion has been ,cry suspicious of lhe power 
of music 10 o'cr"lIelrn pcople and changc lhem. We tend 10 " 'anlIO 
cbange people b), talking to llIem and gil'ing Ihem Ihings 10 read. 001 Dot 
by o'e""helming lhem wilh musie .. . . God has c"'alcd music and singing 
for ceT1ain purposes. and IhI: Spiril brings lhose purposes 10 pass. Whal 
"-I.' "anI is music and singing Ihal o\'C""hdms and ebanges P\'Ople lhe 
righl " ·ay. Som!: quiel music does Ihis: bUI 111OS1 of the examples gi,-en 
us for public praise arc vigorous. God has gi l en musical " 'orship 10 
crfecl change. 10 lake dull pl.-epic and calch litem up in praisc unlillhey 
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are full of rcjoicins, r.,·1usic alwaY_I has cff~'CIS, IIencc, our goal is 10 usc: 
music in such a wa)' as 10 ca u,,", Ihe righ l effeclS. nol Ihe wTOng 
ones .. " Tru~ wo~hip Slans wilh thc Son and the Spirit. ,,-110 ar~ 
worshipping Ihe Falher "ilh full pr.ri~_ The Spiril com~s 10 W,Jp us up 
inlo Ihis worshi p_ The Bible IcacheS Ihar He does so ",ilh music and 
singing. We are 10 3110w ourselves 10 be caughl up in such praise. and 
Ihen our dull hearts will begin 10 change again and We shall feel like 
praising the l'alher.}.O 
In the ChriSlian church loday. Ihis ki nd of Ii "ely, e~pressiw prai~ is 

1l1OS1 comrn<Jnl), found in Pentl'<:oslal and elLarismalic churches. I firmly belie"e 
thaI Ihis kind of clhos has llecn one impoT1anl faclor thai has anractcd 0\ er 500 
million Chris1ians world" ide inlO Pcnlecoslal and charismalic churcbes and 
mownlCntS o,'er lhe pasl cen lur),. PenlecOSlal and charismalic singing. 
preaching. and praycr radialcs lhe church' s e .. uberanl joy in lite resurrocled 
Christ. 'The I'cnll'COSlal cthos lruly cdebrateJ Ihe "iclory of Christ' s ascension 
and kingship and lhe powerful. Ii> ing prescnce of King Jesus in IhI: midsl of his 
hol)· lcmple. Ihe church. h)' tile 1101)' Spiri l. Whil" Reformed peoplc lalk and 
,,-rile aboutllle m),slical prcsence, ou r chari smalic brelhren ha,'e aClually soughl 
10 encounlcr Christ" holcllearledly and Ihe)' respond as if they 3ClUally enjo), il! 
r w()Uld cCT1ai nl y not enoorse c'-cry fcalure of charismalic worship songs and 
pracl ices. They do necd the calholic I ilUrgical SlruClure and lheological subslancc 
thaI ~1crccrsburs tradilion can supply. Howeyer. r belic"c lhc)' have generally 
recaptured lhe spirit (or.bener, havc been caplured ily the Spirit) oflhe Olysl;cnl 
prescncc bener Ihan Ihc Reformed churches 1:"":';31,se lhcy respond 10 Ihc prescnce 
of Chrisl Wilh:1 " holc ·hodied. e'l1husia';lic vigor Ihat is, accord ing to tile Bible. a 
more failh ful nnd titling response 10 Ihe presence of God in our mids!. 

As I SOCC iI, one of the grealesl challe nges for Ihc Mercersburg I ilurgical 
I mdition in the twent y fi ,sl cen tury is to integrale "'kr~ersburg lilurgical form and 
suhstance wilh a cllarism:l1 ie encr~y and ";gor ;n music and bodi ly gesture. tn 
my own cxperiencc in holh Iilurgic:,1 !K:hol:l~hip and I ilurgical leadership and 

II James B. Jordan , "Spiri lual Wo,-;lIip." Hire Hell$OM, no. 83 (March 
2003). :1. Jordan also righlly ac knowk-dges Ihal nOl alllilurgical music should be 
loud and 'igoruu~. Confession of sin. psalms and prayers of lament before God. 
preparalion to r~'Cci"e lhe Word of God in S<:riplure. and e'en lhe communiQfl 
rilC ilself (" Inch cclebmh:s peacc " 'ilh Goo and Ihe ,CSt of God 's shalom as " 'e 
r~'Clinc al lallie ",ilh our 1..ord) are momenlS in wllkh quicter music is of len ITKII'\: 

appropriate. lIo .... e\'Cr. many other 111OI1ICntS in the li lurgy righlly demand ItIC 
loud. aggress1\'c praise dcscribi.'tl'11 lhe blbhcal lexlS above: our enlrance inlo lhe 
assemllly, our response 10 God' ~ call 10 "'-orship. Illankful praise for forgi>'cness 
of sins. our responloC o( renc"ed dediealioo and self_offering after the: sermon, 
and our man:trmg OUt "ilh 3 reoc"(.'tl commission to sene ItIC mi$Sion ofGoo's 
kingdom in ItIC wmld. Thus. Ille IilUrgy ooghl10 be frann.'tl and clliefJy 
eha'~Cleri1.c-d by encrgelic joy e,'en IhOUllh il is pullCtualcd by quieler and rn<Jre 
so lemn nlOlnenlS. 
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cunsuhation witllin Ihe cllurch, IlIa\'e found thai nmny people rej~"<:t. a struclured. 
formal liturgy bccaure Ihey lIa\'e ne' cr experienced lilurglCal worshIp led and 
performed in a confident. enthusiastic. and joyful n:ann~r. In too many I'rOlest;'nl 
churches (and Catholic churcheS, for thai mailer). hturgICal renewal has prodUCl'd 
hlurgicaltcxts full of rich. JlO"'erful hihlicaltruth Ihat arc sung. ~a)·~>d. 
accompanied. ami enaclc"l in ways that are cmollO~ally I.cpld: aeslhetlcally hland. 
and. in a word. Iloring. Far 100 often the most glOriOUS hlurglcalte.~I S arc led by 
mini,lers ,,00 monolonously read ""{Ifds from lhe page. accompantl'd hy only a 
smgle kind instrumem (usually organ or piano) in ponderous and plodding. 
fashion. and mumbled lenlali ,ely :md hesilamly hy the congregallOn. Thai IS the 
kiss of deal h 10 liturgical renewal! Such dreadfu l enaC tmenl of 30(1 parlicipation 
in the liturgy i~ un inherently contradiclory spo..'CCh·oc t because the manner of 
"'"OI"Ship is $0 radically at odd~ with the contem and significance of the words and 
octions Ihemseh·eli. 

Ofl lhe other hand. the best way to commend the theological sUhstafice 
and for m uf the Macersburg lilurgi("~ltradition to othe rs is the e ~ pcriel\tc of Ihe 
liturgy enactl"tl in an exuberant fashion. Liturgical ... ·orship is a ~octke and It 
Skill. and therefore it mUSt ~ learned by experience. II is best caught by 
l';lt1icil'3liun rather than mcrdy taught by hooks and lectures. When: can we go 
to learn how to do this? Althoug h suhstMti,'c lilurgic~l fOrln and enthusiastic 
expression ale too ofte~ disjoined in American chu"h traditions . OIlr ,\ frican 
brothers and sisters seem 10 synthesile catholic form and charismat ic fn. ... -dom in 
combination~ f'Jrcly found In American church history and culture. Perhaps 
Mrican churches "ill lead us in cn\isioning new "'a)'s to infuse the hihlical 
• tructu rc and con tellt of ,ILtholic tradition ",ith a hi hlical vil;,l ity of response to 
the presence and miniwy of Chris I in our midst May the Lord preser'" all that 
is good and righl in the Mercersburg tradition by raising up minister.>:md 
congregalions 1100 will embodr lhe slSpirit of the mystical pn:sence in a IxJld. 
joyful ... igorou •. and Ii"ely liturgical life. 
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11K: ReformL.>d Chorch in ,\me/iea (RCA) claims the distinction of 
ha"ing the oldest con tinuing non·AnglicM ProtC5tafit min istry in Itt.: United 
States in America. The cllurch cstahlished il ~cl f in Ihe new "orld soon aTtcr til<; 
ii rsl Dutch immigrants Cll"'~ to New Amsterdam (Manhattan Island) in lb28. 
Almosl four hurMired years later. the RCA still maintains a Dutch Reformed 
presence here in North America. still struggling to define its o"'n place in an 
American Protestant landsc~pc thaI has ht.".:ome in.:reasingly plurnliI.ed. 

In the fate "fthis struggle. the Re,\ has fel! the need in recent )"eJrs to 
re-examine the subjeu of worship. Why worship'! In the act of worship the 
church opresses what it is.jj Reformcd ... ·orship then is the expression of a 
Reforltlt."d church. For this rea$OlI. memllers concerned about the ecclesial 
i(\cntily of the RCA in Ihe prescnl cuntext ha\c recognized the need to address 
the CUfTenl Sla te or worship in their congregalion~. 1·low far docs this worship 
upress ami simul lanel)\Isl)' shape the dislincti,·\' identity of a church that 1\l1CL!S 
its heritage from the Palminate Refor",alion. which in turn is indchted 10 the 
reforms of Johll Cal"in'! In askill!; Ihi$l]ueslion one already commits oncself 10 
tnc path of histor;(.·,,1 research . 

In Ihis connection. Ih~ RCA Commissiun on History l)Uhlished laSt }car 
a "olume on the history of worship in the RCA. Ulurgy among Ihe ThoTIIJ.16 The 
ohject of the colle<:tion of essays is to help lhe church understand its I ilur!;ical 
ho."rilage. '"This is whJt "e ha"c done ,,~d this is IIhy."· Bulthe PO;flt is 1I0ttO 
satisfy an anti(IUarian i nt.:rest: it is 10 address the prese nt ·· ·· I·[ow dOf!s wors hip in 
lour congregation relatc to " 'hat is present~'(l here'!"" - as well as (he future-­
" How mtghl worship ill yoor congregation continue In a lradilion that is 
authentically Refomlcd? 

I was priL'ikgl"(lto he alllong tho", cho>cn to contrihule papers ill direci 
response to ;<,ues thaI Howani HOlgcmall . an important ligore h;I1~~lf in the 
liturgical history of the RCA. raised in a S<.'Tics ofkcturcs dcli"eR'd at Western 

II Cf. James En\pcreur. who understands I ilorgy as the "symllolic :uticulation of 
the spiritua lit y of the communi ty:' by "hich the '"self· image·· uf that community 
hecolltcS lrunsparenl to il sclf. II'orJhip: Erploriltg Ih~ Sacred (Wa,h inguJO. D.C., 
The I'astorall'ress. 1987).62. 

!Oo ulWgy mnong Ihe Thoms: Essuys OIt WOrship in 1M Rl'jOmlfU Churdl in 
America. James Han Brumm. I'd. (Gralld Rapids: r:.crdmans. 2007). 
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Throl()gical Seminary in 1966.S1 Those issues concern th," liturgy of the l ord's 
Day (including (he Lord's Supper). baptisUi. church architecture. and , 
congrcgauunal 5O"g. Hageman perhaps did more Ihan an~'onc to educate Ills 
church ahool its liturgy. The RCA is indt."Cd indebted 10 h,,"" But In the Spin! of 
Hageman I want 10 extend Illis projt.-cl of licurgical education mlO the futur.:. I 
",ant 10 ask how the RCA ,an mo,'( forw!ud. 

'\110 .... me then to propose " path" as the guiding metaphor ~or my 
remarti. "irsl. I tr.I"crsc the V.nh thatlhc RCA has already gone as 11 has sough t 
to et!ucale and upros (tst..If liturgically On this p:llh we "ill enCOUnter bends 
and forks. rocky ground and snlOOlh. Second, [:lUcmpl 10 mark OUt a path that the 
RCA can and should folio'" into the future. This will mean promoting a .... ·ar .. ness 
in the church today of the need for liturgical lit.:racy. 
Sixteentll Century: Liturgy in the Age of Refol'mation 

Good li1Ulgy is indispensable co the life of the <;"hurch . When worsllip is 
nOi ,elebrotetl ~onIing [0 a 1;1UIgy that cxprcsses the mcaning and aim of 
Christian worsllip. then the community is in dangcr of losing its Chrislian 
specificity. among ocher things. 11 risk~ becoming a communily in whicll i, is no 
longer apparent It. ilself lhal il assembles in the Hol y Spirit 10 worship God 
through Jc.us Christ. 

Hislorically. Ihis coocern fol' ChriSli an spt:dficilY is wh;1I mOliv3k..:! [he 
sixleenth cemury Rcf<lnn~rs [0 modi fy and tllen to al>andon the Roman Canon. 
lhe lilurgy of Ihe Roman Catllolic Church of lheir agc. Theoo;,ld Schwarl was [he 
fl(1;ll0 in1roduce a ProteSlanl Canon, relaining Ihc form while introducing new 
conlCn t informed by Rcf'lfmalion insighlS i nlo lhe gospel of Goo' s frl"e grace in 
Jc.l US Christ,1 Marlin l. uther too at firsl retained Ihe Can1)n. excising on ly Ihose 
funnulac lli al conlained sacrificial ideas he regarded as inconsistent wilh God's 
sclf· rc,·e\alion in Christ. Lnler LUlher ahandoncd Ihe C,non enlircly.:W The 
Rcfom'ed camp fu\low~d Suit Their worshi ll deri\'cd in mOSl cases from a 
'crnacular paralit\!rgical seT,ice popular in lhe tcrrilorics of sou lhwesl G~m,any 
and the Swi.lS ciIY·Stat i!$. This sen'icc. calk-d the pronc. iocludcd. among ~her 
Ihings. the A(XIStlc.· Creed, tile Lo.-d· s l'raycr. and lhe Decalogue. The sen ' ice 
"as didaclic in inlelll, sen ing as a vehiclc 10 teoch the pl"Qplc lhe sum of 
Chrislian lruth. about which lhey could leam lillie Ihrough an ufficiall>-lass said 
in a language largely uninlelligihle to them, 

This concern for Christian spt:ciflcily is c,'cn fIIore ltanSp"",nl on lhose 
Sundays "'hen Ihis service of pr1Iyer and insuuction was cominu~'d in the 
celebration of the Lonl':I Suppcr. Cal~in and his fellow RcforrllCrs crcak-d forflls 
for lhe Suppcr Ihat spellt-d OUt "cry pr~-..:iscly the illlentioo. usc and goal of 

l' F L or a comp ete le~t of IIw:SC leclUre.s. see Gtcgg A. Masl . /11 Rernembra,lC£ and 
Hope: The Millis,,) and VisiOll of 1I0'mrd G HaSt,"a" (Grand Rapids: 
Eerdmans. 1';188). 93· 169. 
~ For a bncr o"cr,iew of&h"'ar/,' rllC . .';l"e nard lllompson, Urltrgies of rile 
~tSlrm Church (New York: World Publishing. L % 1). 1.'i9.bO. 

Ibid.,95·137 . 

Christ's inslituliun of lhe Lord'$ SUllper, The imclligibilily of lhe sacrament W3'i 
absolute! Y csscnliallO them, The aClion muSl he expla; ned in the fonn hccausc a 
cdehralion of lhe sacramenl de"oid of a conscious understanding uf it renders lhe 
sacramcnt of no "alue for Ihose parc icipaling in i1. In lheir own wa)'. the 
Refonncrs were inlerCSlt-d in promoling "full. acti "e. and conscioos panicip3lion 
in the lilurgy." This inleresl helps c~plain Ihe Reformers" insiSlcncc on ( I) lhe 
,'crnocular in worship: (2) the Slricl adhcrcnce 10 and care fu l C~(XISilion of the 
dominicaL mandate (I Corinlhians II :23-29) as lhe basis and warranl for the 
action: and (3) a senicc of prepamtion ,,'Hhin a week befon: lhe celebration. a 
sen icc in which those inlcnding 10 participate" en: 10 ralify l""'ir baplismal ,·ows 
(by reafflrmingthcir faith in lhe lcm.s of a Reformed Catechism) and to rcnouoce 
sin. SO a. 10 a,oid profanalion of the body and blood and the holy community. 

The RCA in""'rit~-d the slmpe of lhese 1"'0 sen' ices through the lilurgical 
pray.:rs and forms for the sacraments aUlhorized by the Church Order of the 
Palalinalc in I S63.00 Penus Dalllcnus. paSlor of a small congJegalion of Dutch 
rcfugl":s in lhal sooth"esl German lerrilory. lr~nslall'd tllcm into DU1Ch for uSC 
among his pl'Oplt:. When the Dutch Rcfonncd church incorpor.ued ilself late, in 
Ihe Nellw:rlands, il inlmduccd I'ery fcw changes 10 lhe lilurgicalmalcrial il had 
recei\'ed from Dalllcnus. AI the pro"iocial synod of Bolland and ?..ecland at 

DoriJrl-..:hl (Dort) in 1574. church le:lllcrs passed resolulions 10 adopl lhe pra) ~I'S 

an(1 forms for Ihe sacramcnlS Ihm Dalhcnus compiled for his OWII congregation. 
Tile s}nod . howe\'cr , did requirc Ih;1I the \,otum ("Our help is in lhe name of Ihe 
Lord . . ,") open the lhc Lurd' s Day scrvicc, and Ihe "aronic bcncdiclion (' 'The 
Lord hies! you 'HId keep you ... ") conel ude it T he un I y modi ficalion 10 Ihe form 
for (he Slipper w;,;; Ihe rcquired usc of litc words of diSlribution based on l\lartin 
Micrun' s Lund(m ri Ic ( 1 5.~ 4 ): "Take. drin); all of it. remember and bd ievc I hal 
(ile precious blood of Jesus Christ has bccn poured OUI for Ihe forgiveness of all 
our sins :'" In 161<) Ihe nalion:11 synod of Don offic ially adopled lhe forms for Ihe 
sacramentS pro\ided by Dalheen and instml'k..:!lhatlhey he added 10 the puhlic 
(locumCnlS of lhe church. By Ihis s)' nodical resolulion. lhe_",' lilurgical le~ts were 
now officially constitltl l .. 1 as the Nt,IIc,/lItuls limrg)' and OC<;"onk'd the same 
aulhorit y as thaI of lhc (klCtrin:,1 standards of (he church. which no,,' <;"ollSistcd in 
the licidclherg Catechism. lhe Belgic Confession. and lhe canons prontulg:lled at 
lbe Synod of Don. II h noteworlhy. ho"c\·cf. Ihat Ihe neW Church Order of Don 
did nOi conlain lhe fonns for thc prayers heforc and after lhe semK)n for ordinary 
Lord's Day w()fship. nor d id it inStrucl Ilwmlo be read. Their continued usc 

00 For Ihis .:.ccoonl orlbe early hi.lOry of the n~ .. lgling Ref()fmt...:! Churcll;n lhe 
Nelherlands and in America. I am rcl)ing on nil' essay. "Lilurgy for lhe lord' s 
DJ) and the Lord's SUpp.:T: Critical T uming I'oims," in Ulurg)' among Ihe 
Thoms. 9·22. The reader is in';tl-d 10 consull lhe sources cil~-d in Ihal essay. 
OJ For lext and inlroduclion. sec Willcm Fr~'derik Dankbaar (cd.). MurtCII 

MiuOll. lk chri£lli<:k(' Ordi",,,,d~,, der N~dcrllJtllscher GIle mc;IIlcII Ie LorIdOil 
(I jj4 J. Kerkhi510risehe Sl lIdcin bchorcndc bij hCI N~..:k:rlallds A«hid "{)Of 

Kerk 8cshicdcni~. IX-el VII. ·s·Gta,enhagc 1956. 
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deper.ded on tilt! CU~lOms of tilt! congregations ~nd the free Clllcrprise of I)utch 

printers. . ' 
TIle N .. thtrlands Ltmrgy and the dOClrlnal standard~ (t\;compamed the 

coloniSlS wOO seuled on New AmSlerdaJll (Manhauan Island) shorlly after the 
S)'Ilod of Dolt coocluded il$ sessions. When the nutch Refom .. ,d Church in the 
American colonieli estnhlished independence from the mocher church one· 
hundred si~ty )ears latcr, It appointed 3 commiltee to translate 3nd fe" ;se the 
cntin" Church Order of Don, a,; well as the doctrinal standards and liturgy, In 
1193, these documents were publi .hed together as the new church' s official 
COllStir~tian. consisting in the th=fold "Doctrine. LiturllY, and (i.owmm..-m," 

Note lilt! ioclusion of the liturgy in the conSlitul ion of ,,'hat " 'as latcr 
rwned the RCA. RCA leaders ha"e pa~sion3tely proIl!Sted that the RCA is a 
JilUrgical church , 10 be disti~uIsh.,,-d from other Reformed denominations that 
rely on worship directories, For a confessional church. prescribed Forms are 
necessary because lhe) ensun: the coherence oflhe theology of the standards with 
that cxpre,'i5Cd in worship, TIle law of belief establishes the la'" of prayer (lex 
c~Je,,,1I. It;{ ormui,). titurgical $Cholars are more used to the rewrsal of suhj~..;t 
and predicatc llerc: the way IIIe chu"h prays is thc way the church belic"es (lex 
orandi,le:< credendl), But il il hanl to (Ioubl the hiSlorical n:cord in the Refoml<,.'<1 
chu"he~ in this regard. The fonns ~rc ,uhordinate 10 the didactic purposes for 
"hich Ihe Refomlcrs drew lhem up, Cri tical 'oices a, carly as the nineteenth 
cenlUry will call atlcntion 10 Iheir oricntaliOlI (htOllgh the frequcnl uSC of the 
pejorali\'e term didactic ism. 

8U1 the RCA upheld Ihe ideals of the Reformet> for the most pan, at 

least atlhe beginning. Throu\:hout Ihe colonilll )ICriod worship in mOSt 
,,,ngegrations would have ctmformed to Ihe Pal;lIi nate p.lIlern , On those 
infrcquenl Sundays when the t ord' s S,Jppcr was celcbrmed, Ihey wou ld h''''c 
heard the ({)fill for Ihe Supper as it h<ld come down 10 the DUlch churches from 
the I'alatinale. since throu\:hOUI Ihe period lhe mother church rnandalcd that 
pa,lors n:ad "ithoul change the f{)fm , for the socraments. Insofar as lhe 
sacraments ,,'cre intcmk.>d to seal the prom;$Cs of the faith to thc bi.'li", er, lhe 
forms had 10 be rcad in thocir"nt;rct}' as a safeguard allain,t docuillal error. 

There were uc..-p1ion~, Dutch pieti st preachers, iocluding the illust rious 
TIleodorus Jacobus Frdinghuy$Cn, mi litat~'d against pre$Cribcd forms of prayer in 
worship. TIley werc c{)JI~ioced thai tllcsc dampclll'd fer,·or in the expression of 
public de\(~ion, The paSlors "'110 fa"{)f~-d uperientialiSm in worship, oo"'c' cr. 
did not persuade tile )'oong colonial church to relinquish its committn<,ntto thc 

6Z Leaders of the RCA could no longer make this Mllun'ICnt after 1986 "hen lheir 
dcoo,:"inalion a,ppro"(d a directory for " 'orship, For a critical re:spon~ 10 this 
decISIon. see Rl,c hard II. Ollerne~s. '11tc Oirc'( t{)fY of Worship, 1986 in 
RefOrmed TradlilOn and Conlcmporary Socicly" (l>h.o diss" Colgate Rochester 
Di'inl1y School. 1987). 

Nelilrr/<I"'/s UW'8>', which rcmain~'(I the nOrm for worsh ip throughoUilhe ."" . perl , 
Ninellxnlh Century: Liturgy in an Age of Transit ion 

This was aboot to change in the nillcteemh cen tury , Therc arc se"eral 
factors t!wl ctlO\Crged 10 dc,l ahili~e the l'alatinate pattcrn of worship in clle life of 
lhe RCA. Lei me identify three. The profusion of l'rQtcSlant group!; competing for 
space on lhe t\rne:rican fmnlier is a major one. lIy the mid-cenlury a commilll'C 
al'flOi nk'd 10 report on thoc Sla(e of the church complained of thoc "unseemly 
d" ersilY" Ihat prevaill'd in worship practices of the congregations. The desirc to 
conform to the habits of the OIher denominations "'as si ngled out as a $Uspoxted 
cause,f>4 The second is the emergence of the I\lcrcersburg theology in che 
nedgling (jcmlM Reforml-d Church in the United States, The tllL'Ological and 
liturgical fl-rmcnt Ihis mo'erncnt spread had momentous consequeoces for the 
cOllCCplion of lilurg)' and worship in both churches. T heir dill..;t impacc. hQwe' er, 
" 'oold be fell by the RCA only in the twentieth century, The third is the lilurllical 
iOCOlnpetCOC)' of tlenolOinalionalleadcrs, The closing ye:ars of the nineteenth 
century " 'ere a liturgically uncreatin: period in Ihe RCA. FOI1unalcly, Ihrough lhe 
' isionary leadcrship of Iloward Ib geman and others the RCA would cmerge 
fmm the aftermath of those ycars inlo the licurgical rcnaiSSJncc of the Iwcnlielh 
cenlury. Bu( lei me fi rst SJy more :tholll Ihese points cach in lum. 
Ti,e S~llrch f or Limrgic(ll/demil), ill til" RCA 

In respoll-SC to the IICreci "cd neglect of the trad itional lit urgical fomls in 
(he congrcgalions, Ihe synod appoint~'<I a committee: in 1853 to examine the 
'Iuellion of tile liturgy and 10 propose needed revisions 10 the forms.6! The 

changes the CO IlIIII;uee introdoced were extensive and later incoqlOf:ltcd in a ncw 
pro"isionalliturgy appf()"ed hy th e $)'nOll in 1857. Bil l the 'yl'lOlI in a special 
session later dClernti ned its carl kr action to he unconst itutional and resol"cd Ihal 
the classes ,·ote on Ihe new lilUrgy in 1858, Thc majority of thcm, how",'er, failed 
co ,'Ole, and so Illc sYlloo llholted Ihe whole prOj~";L 

The lallors of the pasl fi "C years had not go nc to waSIC, how",·cr. The 
synod did not recailihe published copies. and they circu la tCd within the 
denominmion, >Cf\' ing as 3 UIC3ns co ~'ducate the cong['("gations ahout Christ ian 
worship. The ninct} -s ix page pro"isionallilllrIlY conwined foml> for a wide range 
of >Cf\ ices and dl'dications. in addition 10 thc traditional Palatinate fomlS for lhe 
sacramcOl ~. The Nicenc and Athanasian creeds " 'crc printed. and a lectionary for 
morning and c"ening sen ices for ~ach Lord's Day was append~'d. 

But tbe rnost ou tstandinll fealllrc of this liturgy was a compicte order of 
worship for tilt! Lord's Day, appearing for the first time in the hi story of the RCA. 

oJ '11tc !.ilurSY for the Lord's Day arid the Lord 's Supper in limrg)' omong th" 
ThornJ.20·2I, 

f>4 Cited in Ihgeman's 1~,(: l lIrcs 1n MaSI. III Remembmnct: amI Ifol"', 122, 
" r h· 'or t 1$ accou nt of the li turgit al hislOf)' orthe RCA in the nineteenth ccntury. 
~nce again I rely on Iny ess,lY "The Liturgy for the Lon!' s Day and the Lord's 
SUPP'-'r" in /."urn' WIIO"II the Thom s , 23-25. 
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TIle order began "itll an innlC3tion and a salulation. nfter which came the 
r~ading of the Law. Then a reading frol11 lhc Old ami 011" from Ihe New 
Testament foUowed. pro,illing the theme for lhe St:nnon. The prayer of 

A<'iOll~ .. '35 inSC11ed bel,,-een the lessons and Ihe $emlOn. After the sermon 
.~ - R~ came a 5eCood prayer, alld Ihe service concluded ,,;lh 11 t>cn"",clIon. U _ cs 
indicaling places for hymn$ are curiomly a!>Senl. l 'rcsumably. (he commlHCc 
allo" .. ed local CUSlOm 10 dictate their place in Ihe order. 

E'-cn if elegant. 1he order dcpaned frol1lloc Rcfonned pallcrn of 
,,-orsllip. l'irst. ,n lhe PalaUnate order (he prayer before the sermon consists of a 
confession of sins and a pelilioo for the &1' ing apprehension of the Word. 
Reformed Iliurgica] scholars have calk-d this an cpidesis over Ihe word. a 
hallmark ofRcfonncd "Of ship. Only afler Ihe sennon is Ihe longer prayer of 
Intcrccs.ions offered. Second. the invocat ion for God' s presencc is incongruenl 
",nh Ille finn confidence in Ihe ~l"'-:J~$ alread~ presenl God expressed in lhe 
\"ocum. ~mJlller hallmark of Rdonned ,,·orship. Finall~. in the Rcf()rnt~'(1 churches 
tWO scripwr~ ICSS(l n\ were occasio n all~ used . but JlmOsl a1 wa~s from Ihe gospels 
iIlKlllle cpistk s Hageman has poinled OUI lhat Ihe practice of sek'Cling ooe from 
each of tile t,,-O testaments was bomJ" cd fromihe Anglican ser..-i,.."s of morning 
and c,cmng prayer. [n Ihi s conneclion. Hagemao has chron icled the relations 
!J<,t"'cen these tWO churches in what he calls the GOlhic period of the n;neteenth 
ce nt ury. The sus<;eptibilit~ of the Dutch Rcfonned 10 Ihe Ang lican influente 
during Ihis period is one of lhose ironies of hislory. R(!(:alllhat lhe \'cr)' TeJ son it 
miliated lilurgical refonn " 'as 10 address tile problem of conformity 10 the hahi t<; 
of other dcllOminaliOn!;. 
/j''''gy ""d r!or Mer'efslmrg1/'f%g)' 

The Dutch were n01 tile only Rcfonned ChriSlians in America conccm~'tl 
aboul worship. By lhe turn of the nineteenth century. l'alutinJte immigmnts 
hl:camc numerous enough 10 eSlablish lheir o" 'n churth . ineorpo.-at~"<.I under ttlc 
nam<: the German Reformed Church in Ihe United Stmes. The DUlch und the n~w 
G;:n nun church Shared a Common con fcs~iona[ ~ru:lliturgital heritage. For this 
reason. they iiQughl 10 Ct>OpCr3IC clo!;Cly "ith each other. By 1842. lhe t" 'O 
communions enicnained a mergl'T. and organized ajoint con'emion JI whkh 10 
discuss how 10 twing this 10 pass. 

TI>c plans for this merger faikd 10 mal ~ria[;1.c . howC\'cr, largely ([u e 10 it 
dewlOP'llC II I in Ihe G;:ullan church called Ihe I>lcr~ershurg Ihcology. In the 
course of lhe nut se'cral )ears lhe 1"0 ITlOSI outSlanding proponen1s of Ihis 
theo[ogy. Joltn Ne\in and .. "ilip Schaff. presem~"<l a \ioion of an hiotorkal. 
\,iSib1e,. and cmbolic chun:h ccnlered aroond Ihe all ar. wilh a high dOClrine of the 
I\uchanst and. the >acTamcnl'~[ mcdialion of grace. Unforlunaldy. Ille Dutch 
denoun(-ed .Ih.s th;.'Ology for liS "R.:!llmnil.ing lem!cnci.:>·· and e\'entually sewrcd 
relal,ons w'lh lhe Gennan church. Lalcr 1\ hailed it as a ··prOl().e(ut1lcnicar· 
mo"ement, drnwin¥ inspirnlion from Mercersburg (Of IIle lilurgica[ reromlS II 
,mplemenled laIcr ,n Ihe l'Cumcnlcal age of Ihe Iwenticth century. 

• Ibid., 25.2b. 

The Story of Merccrsburg has heen rehearsed many timeS. I·lere I Want 
on ly 10 JJI);nt nut that the e~c lesiologica l ideals of Nevi n and S~haff diclated a 
100ai break frolll Ihe Palalinale pallern of worship. in form if 1101 in ~piri1. as they 
strenuously argued. Of course those "Ito know the StOl)' will recall thai the 
conflict and controvcrs), in Ihal denomi nJtion raged O,er Ihe precise place of Ihe 
Iraditionat Reformed pattern of wo~hip. For his p'lrt. Nevin judged Ihc 
Reformalion orders of worship as def,den!. ~lc was right in poinling OUI thai they 
"'ere nOlliturgies in Ihe Strict sense. l ie "'as righl for t"'O reasons. First. lhey 
wer;, mean1 10 be read on ly by the ministcr from the pulpit. Liturgy as work of the 
people is excluded. Sl'COIld. lhe foml for the celebr:uion of the Supper was 
relegalC(I IO an occasion~1 service: il was nOl regiOrdcd as integral 10 ~ comptele 
!;Cr"icc of pulpil and table. Wilh sure inSlinct Nc\in detennint'tl thaI the structure 
of woohip Ihal the Refonnal ion hJndcd on 10 lhe Reformed churches could not 
accommodale the lilurgica[ " 'orship he envisagl"t!. Re<::oorsc had 10 be m:K1c to 
Ihe p.~lrislic em. from " 'hich carne cllcharistic liturgics in which "ord and 
sacrament arC org,mically related. The genius of Ne"in was 10 claim Illat hi~ own 
rch~bilitation of Joltn Calvin' ~ doclri ne of lhe II"io mySlica. according 10 "hieh 
union of the failhfol wilh lhe risen and glori fk'tl Christ is lHl"<.lialed b)' lhe 
S)'mbols of the bread and wine in the power of lhe Hoi)' Spiril. nl'CcssilatL"<.I the 
adoption of such a eu~h:ori,;tic [iwrgy_ With hiSlori~al hindsighl. "C can say Iha! 
insofat as Calvin's euch;lrisl;t doctrine was hea\'ily indebted to Ihe church 
falhers. e5pL'Cially Cyril of Alexandria. Ne"in was ri ghl here where Ca"in was 
"·ron~. or al least ignorant. In Ihis conneetion. " c ha\'c learned from Gregory 
Di ~ 's magi>lcria[ hislory of Ihe shape of Ihc lilurgy Ihat the century of 
Mercersburg had acees~ 10 lilurgical SOl' rces thai seem to have been una\'ailnhle 
10 Ihe Rcformers.6' For this reason. ItIc lille of Hughes Oliphanl Old's impor1~nl 
ParriSI" /(oolS of /(t"fonllt"d IVOFShip is somewhat misleading." There is simply 
\-ery lillie c\' idencc to sugg.:>t Ihal lhe \·jews of the e;tr[)' Reformers on lhe 
Slru~ture ofwOl~hip were informcd by anylhing other Ihan Ihe Roman Canon ;md 

Ihe pa'JlilUrgical services I de.scr;bcd carl ia. Despite his assenions 10 lhe 
contrat y. Cah'in' s form of prayers "-m: dl'Cidedly not after lhe p.1l1em of lhe 
early chun:h. as he mistJkenly clJims in the tille of hi s Gene"an li1Ur~y ." Nt,in 
was harSh in lIi s criticism here. The Reformers di smis,;cd liturgical issues as 
",hap/,a ..... iOn unconsdonahle position u, i\'lcrccrsburg. More seriously. Nc\;n 
suspL'Clcd lheir pusilion 10 be llle outcome of Ihe failure 10 reconcile lhe 
impera1i,t:S of e\'angelical frct:dont with .... orship regularized hy a liturgy .11I 

.' Gr~gory Dix. The SI"'I'f of Ole '-it"'!:)' ( London: A & C iliad, 1945). 
: (Zurich; '~'OlogiSC her V~rlag Zurich. 1975). 

1lle full ttlle. tram;bled into English. is Th" Pont< of Church "raJ·"n wul 
Hym"s ,.-.1/, 1/'" MrmtJu of Ad"'ilJi.ftl'ri" g lite Sacrtl",,,mj ami COJISt"("ralillg 
~""jage aCCQrdil/g to thr Custom of ,I,,, ,I",;~m Clwnh. 

See John W. Nevin. " he Lit"rgim/ QIIl'Stioll ",frio /(eferellu to 1/'" ProI'iJiotJ/l/ 
f~It"g)" of Ihe Germw. /(t"formw Ch,m~h: A /(epoFl by Ih" "Utrrrgim/ 
Comm!rlt,,'" (I'hiladelphia: Lind~)' & B[ak.islOn. [862). For a summary. st.'e my 
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The: MerceMurg !h~'Ologians labored tirdessly 10 gi I'e 10 the 
.~_ r_.llI Reformed ~hUfCh a liturgy thaI had enormous 

~ongregallons 10 uo; ..... '". _" . 
po1tnliallo enrich their spiriluallivcs. BUI ..... ,Ih !he possIble exception o f Nevin. 
• _ ._. ,-, __ ,., .. the lau resistance to theIr mOl-cmcnl.lI.losl of the 

lI""y u",,(res .. ~.... , .. h- h 
con regal ions simply could nol adapt [0 a fonn of wor~hlP In'" Ie an encounter 
hcl!".,m God and his people is Illcdialcd hI' grace·hearlng sa:r~n.lc.nls. They "'ere 
us.:d I()concei,-ing of this encounler as an experience 01 Ihe Spirit ,n .e!;tlllely 
free sphere of praying. singing. and hearing the wo~ prcadlc~. 

In Ihis regard. Schaff al least had the ~OrcSlghl to r.c~hlc thai the . 
congregallons had ,'arying degrees of ,«cpll'-"Y [0 Ihe TenSions they had In 

mll'ld. Thai is" hI' he: in(f(xJ~ in Ihe Baltimore proposals four ?,"d.:rs of 
worshIp for the t ord's Day of decreasing liturgical ch3f3Ctcr. ThIs ~lIowed a 
measure of nexibilily for congrcgallnnS. On the Ol""r hand. Schaff I nlend~'d the 
first to be normalive: the Idea was to habiw31c the peOJlle gradually to the form of 
worshIp clIlllodied in Ihe first. The al1crnati ,·c orders would 1101 sur";vc i nlO Ih~ 
aU lhoril_cd 'crsion of the I ilurgy. ,In Order of Worship (1866). 

More p<:ssimislic by nature. Nevin entertained no illusion lilal th" the 
liturgy would be embrac~d by lhe congregations. But he W3$ far from despairing_ 
The pro' iSIC)!lal liturgy had bo.-cn JlIIbli~cd and circulating in Ihe congre galions. 
E,-en ifthc) "'ere not yet prcparl'd to incorporate a liturgical worship in the StriCt 
senloO:. the pro"isionalliturgy was propagating soulHl ideas ahout Christian 
"ohhip among the people. Uncharacteristically. Ne";n adOJltcd an optimiSlic 
ootlook. at leaSltoward the di~ant (uture. 
l.imrgiwl/llcOrnIJetf1!cJ ill/he RCA 

The control'ersy o"er the Mcrccrsbllrgthcology :tnd lilUrgy. however, 
continued 10 plague the denominatinn until a truce was clliled in 1884, The lallors 
of the movemenl would bear fruit in other Rcfonned denominations. ho"·c"er. 
"hich "'ne prompted by ils lilurgical prodOClions 10 undellakc lheir own 
reform •. TItc RCA can cenainly be counll'd amonllthem. That they d id not 

launch their reform~ "'11h the benefit of lhe same lheological and liturgical ""uilY 
as their <Jemlan Reformed co·rdigionis~s. howe'·cr. is an underSlalemen1. Eiben 
S.I'orter. lhe editor of the ant;·I\1crcen;burg Chrisr;orJ /,rrrlligl"lrU and himsdf a 
biner cncmy of Ihe the()l()gy. was apf/oimcd in 1868 to chair ~ commi ttee on 
worship. F,munaldy. perhaps. hc riccided 10 withdraw himse lf from Ihe 
comrniucc in the fol1()wing ) car. In 1870 ~·' ancius Sme(lcS IlullOn, hi s 
replacement. p.oposcd to guide lhe rC"is;on of Ihe lilu,!;y of the RCA on the 
ba~i s of th.ee principles, (I) greater corporale panicipalion: (2) ,he sclf.id~ntil y 
~f the RCA as a liturgical church; and (3) lhe adOJllion of Cal' in' s Slrasbourg 
h~~rg.y as a model. To be sure. Iht.'fe is nothing inherently " rong III lhese 
pnnClples. Butlhe committee nercised litlie creati"ily in implementing them, 
"The order for Lord' s Da)' worship in lhe rC"iscd sen ice hook Ihar came out in 
1873 re"cals a Slavish dependence on the Anglican Book of Common l'fayer_ 

I.o.,d·s SUl'p~r illll'f Rt'jo'IIItd Ch'"ch it< Ameriw: TmJiliot< '" 'J'''m'Jjormuriol1 
(Ncw York: l'clcr Lang, 2007), 68.71. 

" 
-

he Lord's Supper they inserted rubrics indicating thaI the 
lnlo the form for 1 .... ' ,_" by both minister and people and Ihat tile 

, . Creed was to "'" reCl = 3 Th- r Apost<:s . . 'n .... read res"""s;"ely (Psalm 10). ISO 
- n Thank$gtung " 'as """ "_.. _. . 

CommulllO _ toward rO"iding for more corporate partlClpal10n . 
course w~h~S ll:,:~~~t lhe on:;' consideration that Ihc commit.,ee .de.,·o.~~'d to the

f 
r 

. •• Curinusly. it decided to inciurlc in an appcndl ~ I1tl~d pr.aycrs 0 

Lord. sl SUPpc ~ns" a complete eucharistic pruyer, I ha , 'e treated thIS odrhty 
SpeCla (>ccasl. . """ Ihal a P",'cr of this type was until then WllhOllI precedenl 
elscwhere rom"nG ~ h ' as 
_ .. RC" 11 Historians arc nOI exact ly ccrtain whclhcr and how t e prayer w 
III"'" f. • ' h S . ailll:d used in RCA congreGat ions. since Dathenus form or t I' upr;:r rem . 
binding on congregarions. Whale"er Ihe case. Ihe prayer was ev'~ntly .Important 

h t be rclaincd UlI3lteR-d when the re"ised lilurgy was re-Issu<.'d In 1882. 
enoug ~ircclion for 100 lilUrgicallifc of rile RCA was still lacking at Ihe!Urn of 
lhe lwcnticlh ccntury, Mancius Holmes HUIlOn, son of Srncdcs HUHon. " 'as 
i'prointed chair of the cOt1l1nill~'e. which the synod conSlltUICd to respon~ to lhe 
dema nds of thc conGregations for ahbre viatcd forms for thc sacf1nnents, fhe 
rcpons and thc rel'ised forms Ihal the commiuee presenled to .the synod of ~903 
rev~al a sl ran ge attempt 10 connate ~hc form for lhe Supper wllh Ihe cuchansl1c 
prayer. ThaI form ,,'as now introduced hy an epiclesis and contained a formu~a 
for self.oblalion before the pra),er for worthy reception. introduced by a rubnc 
indicating tile lallC1 as an al ~ernalc. The commillee also ,runcat~-d lhe form in 
other places. 1,lollnes Ilullon explained lhal the proposed revision combined lhe 
abbre"ialed foml and the richer pans of the eucharislie prayer that firsl appeared 
in Ihe 1873 fC"ision. That he had neither the liturgical sense norcvcn a hasie 
knowledge of the con,'cnt;ons ncressary for a liwrgicalJ y acceplable eucharisl ic 
cekhration is OO';ous. To remove Ihe epiclesis and the scl f-ohlalion from Ihe 
eucharislio;: pT:l)'cr, refer to Ihem as the richer pouts. and then arbitraril y relocate 
them in Ihc tradi~ional form is 10 reduce the celcbr.uion to incoherence. 

Before Iha, foml for the Supper " 'as successfully introduced into the 
1906lilurgy. it suffered c\"Cn further mu~ilation . Aefore tile epiclesis now 
appeared the preface lind Ihe anamnesi s from lhe euc"'~ristic pr:tya. This curious 
amalgam of formulae (rom lhe eucharistic praycr and Dalhenus' form for the 
Supp"r wasaecepted hy Ihe church only after it agreed 10 publi sh the latter 
unmolcsted as an alternati"e, The RCA learned f.om the "ftcrmalh ()f the C() nniel 
in Ih.c ?cmtan ~~forllled church to proceed cllutio l.lsl y _ J f congrq!al i(Hls were 
unwIl ling 10 partIcipate in liturgical reform. ~hcy would be free t() Opl out. The 
tWO orders for lhe sacrament " 'oold appear ju~taposed as the abridged and 
unabfidged f""IllS respect!' ely. 
Twemielh Century: Lilurgy in an ,\ ge of Renewal 

_ ' h~"e alrcad)' referred 10 lhe twenticth century as a pI,riod of lilurgieal 
renaIssanCe, In lhe RCA, I ha, e denlOnSlral Cd elsewhere how the astoniShing 
lransforn,atlon of it, w-,h ,-,_,." - . 

~ lp I C laS to '''' secn agalllsl the wldcr background of 

" S~'e my l..ord' S -
s "1'1"''' III Ihe Rejol"me,/ Clu .... :h ill America. 74-79. 
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~ he global change> ~ha! impac!~-d churches ,,'orldwide,ll [ rder here to the 
liturgical and ecumenical movements. l1lcse ~reatetl ~ climate for liturgical 
research and reform that has ne'er been seen," the hIstory !)fthe Christian 
churches before or since. Consequently. "hen the RCA appoim~'(1 four of its 
lc~rs to address the suhject of the lilurgy in 1950. th.:se men were able to 
perform their tasks " 'ith kno"'ledge of both the history and pri nciples of liturgy 
and the theologies of Christian worship that simply was nOt 3' ailallle to their 
predecessorS. In thi~ regard. the RCA o,,'es a debl of gratitude to Howard 
Hageman. one of the four members of the conunitlec. Hageman was not only an 
ac kno,,'ledgl-d authority in (he hislOry or Reformed worship. but ,llso In open· 
mindl-d student of the modern liturgical l1lo\'e11lem. Under his leadership, the 
commillCt after almost IWO decades of inlense study and expt:rimerltation 
succeeded in integrdting "ord and !:lcrament in Lord's Day worship. It also 
composed an order for the sacramenl Ihal adheres 10 tile Structure of ttlt: classic 
(uchari,lic pra)'er of the undivided church of the fathers. At Ihe !:lrne lime il 
succeeded in impressing a Reformed stamp on thi s order. In it one will find 
elemenlS and emphases characteristic of classic Rdormed theology and 
spirituality. In this regard. historians of rhe RCA arc fond of clai ming that rhe 
ideals of Merce~burg " 'ere realized with Ihe commillL"C's presentation of their 
Lilurgy",ul Psalms to the denomination in 1967.n That this happened in a church 
that "as ooce hostile 10 Mcrccrsburg is another one of those ironies of hisrory. 
Twenty·First Ccntury: An Age in Need of Liwrgical Literacy 

Liturgical history in the RCA docs not end with rhe publication of IhJI 
I.ilurgy mId Ps"/,,,s in 1968. hut few will douhl how hard it is to trace the scaricl 
thread frol1l the de"c\optHents that culminalL-d in thc lIlollllIHental achic\'ClIlent of 
1968 Ihrough whal has followe(t ,;ince then, The re"i,ions of 1987 and 2005 hal'e 
consolidated the gains of their predecessor. but Ihis has not goaranteed fidel ity to 
the li1UTSic~1 principles embodil-d in il." This has espeda ll y been the case in 
congregatIOns in the Mid"cSL In lhe 80s Jno 90s 11\any of these congregalions 
"cre innuenced by the "church gro".-th"' mo'enlCnt. acco'np:lnil-d by the risc of 
ItIt: ·'r:ommumty·· church. I'astors and "'orship leadcf'$ in these congrega tions 
abandoned "'lraditlOnal"' ordef'$ of "'orship in f~\'or of ··contemporary'· or "sceker­
sensiti't·· 5\:["\ ices. This meanl rhat scr"ices CI'!osiSling in praise medle)"s. dramas. 
personal lestimonies. and emotionally uplifting n1Cssage~ usually inspir~..:t by a 
biblical Illcme largely replaced rhose detcrmined hy prescribed textS and prayer 
formulac.tr;l([itional hymnody. and e ~pository preaChing, The rmional" for thi s 
change i~ that the wO«ls, s)mbols, ar.d ritual actions derhing from the classic 

1l Ibid .. 113. 107, 

1) 'n,~ !.ir"r!;) of Ih~ R40ml~d eh""I, ill America roge/lleT ",ilh rill' 1'5(11/(;< 
S~/r(/e,1 ,,,,II AmmgedfoT R~SpOl1S;W R~adj"g. cd. Genit T. Vander l ugt (New 
YOlk: The Hoard of Educ~tion of tile Reformed Church in ,\merica. 1968). This 
IS kno" n popul;uly as Lilur8)' altll I'sal"'5. 
l ' .'11le Liturgy for the Lord'S Day and the Lord ' ~ Supper." in Li/urgy am(»!g [h~ 
Tho""J,44 

fomlS of rhe Rdomlcrs and the liturgics of the broader carholic Iraditio" are Tlo 
I r rele"anl or accessible to the contemporary churchgoer. In order to engage 
onge TIS Ii, ing in M increasingly secularized and pluralized ,,·orld. one must 
:::: forms of communication that appeal more broadly to an onehurclH..-d 

culture. 
[am not unsympathetic to this argument. but this is not the place wenter 

into rhe debare. ~I ere I wish only to point out that tlrcre have Ocen signs of a shift 
. recent )'ears. More young pt:Q11le ~re expressing nostalgi~ for the holy. for 
~~YSlery. and for a depth d.imcnsion in worship .thal they don' t SC.CI11 to he 
experiencing in the worshIp of ,lh()SIl cungregahons, A Prcs~yt cTlan pastor 
recently reportcd encountcrs. wHh ~oung pastors. less th~n II ~·c yeJrs out of 
seminary, who h",'c grown tired 01 ~ont~mpomry worShIp, 1 hcse )'oung paSh)f'$ 
ha"c begun to scarch the church' s worship heritage. They ;u"e asking which hooks 
to read. which conferences to attend. and arc looking for informed people" hn 
can Ilclp them.]) In bricf. lhey me asking about how to acquire li turgical literacy. 
The publication of Ulltrg)" alt/I Tho"'J. which I mcntion~-d at rhe beginning. is 
c"idence that we can e~pcct 10 encounter tlrcse young pastors in the RCA also. 

[fthis i> indeed a gro"'ing trend e.en in the RCA. and we are con"inced 
Ihar it is a salutary Ollt:, ho'" do We encourage if! Let me suggest as a natural 
S(;u'(ing point for our deliberat ions the role of the seminJry. l1lc RC,\ seminary I 
auendt.-d did not a,sign ro lhe hislory and theology of worship a privileged pl ... e 
in it~ curriculum; the subjecI WJS relegated 10 a foor Week module in an 
introductory course in p<lstoralttlt:ology. Bul I alii not singling out here J problem 
unly in Ihe RCA. When I gr;,du;ltcd from seminary. I disco"cred thaI thi s low 
estilll~tion of the subjcct was rcnect~d in the cuniculi! of mOSI Rdonned 
seminaries. wilh a fcw outstJnding c~ceptions. In this conncCl ion. Alan Falconer 
has ohserved rhal the rheology of worship. where it is sludied 31 all . is most often 
sub,unll-d under Ihc IIIore generallhcllIc of "'theology of sacraments" which in 
tum is nOl USually treated with reference 10 lhe 0((10 or structure of worship.1. 
This renl"Cts lhe problematic tendency 10 regJrd the world of rhe celebrarion it self 
as a §ccoodary coocern. Professors h", e rt"Course first to theological doctri nes. 
... hich they elabor.lle apan from the litu rgical celebration , and then apply them to 
the celebration in onkr ro it illuminate its meaning. I have criticizL-d this 
n",rhorlology elsewhere. n Bur it is $1 ill uncrit ically assum~"(1. To i Ilustr:!le. three 
)'cars ago [was inviled 10 inteT\'iew ;11 Ihe seminary from which I llraduatL-d, In 
the course orthc inteT\'icw a l11emher of the scarch "onnnittec asked me if I was 
compelent to lead a course in $;'Cra l11ents, [ responded afflrmati vel)" with 

'" larol<l1\l. DanIels. ··Associatiun fur Rcformed & Lilorgieal Worshil): A New 
Venlure in LiturgicJI Reform and Renewa l" ' in Call 10 1V0rship 311:4 (2()().l -2005). 
31 -32 . 

.... 'WO«l. Sacramcnl. and Communiun: New Emphases in Rcfomlcd Worship in 
the T"emieth Century" in Chris/ian lVorship i" Reformffl Ch""hu I',m all/I 
~rru"" 143. 

Lord's SUpper in Ihe Reformed C/wrch ill America. 188- 190. 
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enthusiaslll. ready afler st"end years of fCsearch to app] y in Ihe seminar~ 
das,..,lOm "" hat I had learned III Ihe graduRIC seminar. I wasn't lIircd for the 
positioo. but in relrospect it seems incfC.l$ingly odd ~hat it ",as.;n rcg~rd to a 
position in Reformed theology. witll special cmphasls on Cal \In slud,cs. lhat I 
W.l$ asked "hether I CQ\lld teach a coursc in sacramenlS. 

Th,s ben'gn n(gleet of the plocc of liwrgicai smdics in seminary 
edocalion h.l$ had lhe unfortunale consequence that many Reformed pastors bn,'e 
not been prepared 10 reflect cr,tically on liturgical pra~is. When I served a year as 
an as.sisuot pastor in an RCA coogrcgation. r "cr)' $OOn came to the friglltening 
realization that r was in:ldcquale to the task of framing al!d e"aluating an order of 
wOlShip on the basis of sound litufllical principles. r had only the slightest grasp 
ofllle reasons ",II} "e did "hat we were doing in our "'·orship. Laler in graduale 
school. '" hen introduced to the enornlOus amount of historical and lheological 
scholarship lhat call1C OUI of the liturgical and ecumenical mo' ements. r bccanlC 
0;:00' inced [Ioat four we .. ks scarcely affords enough time ewn to scratch tt.., 
~urface ofwha[ pa,tOTS and worship Icaders ~hould know. In this regard. I " 'ill 
reiterate a queSlion thaI Princeton Unh'ersily professor Honon Da"ies posed 
before [he Mercersburg Society in 1985: " rf a 5Crmon occupics 110 more than a 
third of a ser, icc of di ,',ne worsllip. and lilurgy takes up the rest of Ihe time. why 
in theological seminaries il so mucll more lime gi"cn to homiletics (not to 
memion bihlical Inlerpretalion and syS lcmalic theology. all suhservient to sermon 
production) than 10 liturgicsr·lI 

Reformed scmiMries need 10 open up space in tllcir curricula for courses 
devoted enti rely 10 liturg~ and worship. Tllcy n.·,,<1 to apprcd;ote th;n Ihose who 
.Ipeciali"te in liturgical Sludies arc uniquely qualifi ed to leach Ihese courses. Our 
undemanding of ho",' liturgy affects and tmnsfoTlll s lhose who partieip;!!c in it 
has been cnrichl'tl by Iheir conlributions. Discipli nes induding nOt only 
psychology Jnd sociology bUI also lingui slics. cullural anlhropolog)·. ritual 
studies. Iraunla theory. elhnom .. 'tlici ne. and elhnomusicolog)' have been cxploill'tl 
by thcse scholars in recent years to pro,ide us deeper insighl inlo whal la ~es 
['lace when a community assemhles for puhlic " ·orship. Reformed seminaries 
should cn<;OIl,Jge and SUpporl lllose wllo are willing aoo able to e~['lore these 
disci['lincs moo: decpl~ in ortIcr to impart a greater uJlderstanding of the ,'ital role 
t~at wOlShip practices play in the formation of indh'idual and ecclesial identit), . 
l.nurgrcal scholars ha,'c dc'nonslmted that methodological obsc,,'ation On " 'hat 
"'OIShi~rs intend when they [>Crforrn the actions in the lime and space dcwtc'tl 
to worsh,p can make trtlnsparent "hat they belie"c about God. them>eh·cs. al!d 
~~ir " .. orl~: n..: o.ld prejudice is thar Reformed churches arc c~amplcs of 
on~~ soe'el1CS rather than "orthopr~~ic" societies. llt.at is. they place more 

emphas,s on doctrinal belief~ lhan on the proper [>Crformancc of rites. 
Con>cquenlly. those who are inlerested in learning'" hal lhe Re formed churches 
behc, 'c concerning the meaning of their worsllip ~hould turn to someone 

"The Importance of Lliurgical Siudies in Theological Education" in Ne .. ' 
Mercrrlbllrg Re,';~'" I (Autumn 1985). 4~. ... 

• ",," calcchi1.l-.l in Ihe Rcforml-d confc§sions.
19 

This does ha~c some ,,,oro .. ,~. ~r· 
validity. hu l (0 in,isl on ~ dlsJ~ncuon "ere IS ,to separate [ .. cory rom practice,. 

l'c, haps (his diSjunction helps c~plarn " 'hy Ihe RCA has been bede"lled 
to {he present day by the ~Iaril.alion or CQ~fcssionalisls_on .lh,c .one hand and 

'CUSI> on (he other. Sl,:nsll'vc observers "' In see Ilow tlus d l\'1510n has boxn 
p1 rp.:1Ualed and reinfom:d in the worship life of thal church. Might the 
~uin:mcnl of ad' anced courses !n 1i.l u.r~y and ",orship i~ RCA scm.inarics 
scnsitilC prospect;,·" pastors to Ihls d, \'ISlOn. at the sa""" 111m: prepanng them !Q 

addrcn il more adequately lhan has been the case before now? Consider Ihe 
special role lh:1I liturgical scholars can play here . lbey nneurally occupy a 
ml"dialing position between Ihe academy and the church. On the one hand. they 
CDn potentially cnrich the academic life of seminarians by tcaching them 1O!i<.'i: 

the prac1ical relc"aoce of the theology they arc learning. On the other hand. they 
can il!directly wcngthcn thc worship I if I.' of the churctk>s by helping turn out 
liturgically literate worship 1c:lders. These wi II be leaders who arc competent not 
only in thinking theologically about liturgy. bot also in thinking liturgically aOOut 
theology. Re,\ seminaries should gi"e nlQl"c consitkmtion how to pron>Ole Ihe 
laner without neglecting the former. The ultimale goal of course is Ihe formation 
of healthy congrcgations charac teri~ed by a deeper. more organic integration of 
confession and " .. lebrmion. Such congregat ions will better withstand those 
polarizing forces thai rcl!d asunder what belongs togctllcr. 

The assemblies ;Ind j udicatmies of the RCA alw han: a role to play in 
f(>Slering liturgicallilerucy. A recent de,"Clopment in thc I'rcsbylcri;m Church 
USA can .",n·c as an exmnple of what r ha"c in mind here. In 2002 Ihe Office of 
Thculogy and Worship dctcrrni ned thaI thc dHlrch necded 10 C larif Y the 
rdationship helween haptislII and Ihe Lord' s Supper. ;md made a 
rc"\:onlUlendntion 10 the General Assemhly ;Iccordingly. The General Assemhly 
concluded IMI a full and .I 0hSI:onl;,·c stud)' of tne sat;ramCnlS hOln within Ihe 
Reformed lradition and in the I. .. .:ultlcnical conle~t was lhe appmpriate response. It 
appointed 11 stlKly group. and a,ked it to report back at the General Assemhly in 
2<XI6. The. outCOllle was a pastoral1ctter by the Sacraments Study Group to the 
congregatIOns of the l'resb)·tcrinn Chu n:h USA. Ie In the introducl ion of this leuer 
is an im'itation 10 the congregalions 10 practice fi,'c disciplines o'er two years. 
The.y ~ to: ( I) set the font in foil "icw of the congregacion: (2) open the font and 
fill 'I w,lh water 011 ewry l..()fd· s Day: (3) SCI cup and plate on the Lord' s Table 
011 e"cr)' Lord ' 0 § 11)' : (oi l Icad aPllfOpriatc pans of weekly worship frorn the font 
a.rxlthe .frOOl the tahle: (5) increase the nUIllIk:r of Sundays on "hich the Lord 's 
~uppcr IS celebrated. 'I Concrete suggeslions on how to introduce lhose praclices 
ollow. as "ell a~ a series of eSSol)' de5'glll:d to stimulate thl'ological rdllX'tion 

on lhe sacranlCn lS and the congregations' practice ofthem. 

: 1-t>".l"s.SI<PPu in Ille R"/or",,,11 CI'lIrch in AmeriC(J 189. 19() 
Innla/rwr 10 C/r,'" .Ii T, hi . . . (Lou ' '11 lSI om "I':: ,\ Cmde 10 Sacmmemal Pmclicu 

II ,s~, e: ['rcsb~terian Churcll (U SA ) 2006) 
Ibid .• S. . . . . 
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fo lightthe RCA learn from the Presbyterian <;"ho.m:h. a close ecumenical 
partner" hose concerns coincide wllb its own? The General Synod and the 
Commisston on Christian Worship nught conSIder how 10 de"dop a stnlllar plan 
10 fQSt~r lilUrgicalliM3C), in the RCA ",ith a ,iew to promoung a mure robust 

liturgical and sacramental life. . 
The time is eenainly upp<:>rlunc. In response 10 nn o"cl1ure on 2()(1.t, thc 

General S)nod the follo"'in g year instructed the Comrniss.iull on Christia~ 
worship lO dC"eiop guidelines and to introduce new htmgles for I~ Lord s 
Supper.fl This came largely as a resull of pressure from <;"ongrcgatlons whose 
slyle of " orship. be<;"3use il is unlilurgical. canOOI acconlmooate ~he. current order 
for lhe sacrarn.:nt. The GeDcral S) nod has imposed on lhe C{)m1111SS10n tilt' 
difficult Uls.k of delermining rhe essential elements and expo."(:tations of lhe Lord' s 
Supper on the one hand. and de\'eloping brider. more ncxiblc forms for these 
cungrcgalions on tbe other. The memhers of the <;"ommission ~now t he~r 
denomination's hlUfsical history" ell enough to a"oid repealing Ibe nustakcs of 
tile laiC nine Icc nth century. The COllllnission has proceeded eauliously. 
Capilulaling to the demands of congregations for compressed forms out of 
pragmatic consideralions is not an option. 

As they conlinue to di.w:us~ is§ucs surrounding lhe Lord's Supper. the 
memhers of the C{)mmission will 00 ooubl di.w:o, er Ihat lhey cannot a\'oid raising 
the most fundamental questions about Oristian worship in the process. The path 
of in\·e.~ugation into the Supper opens OUI onlO a broader plain on which appear~ 
the "hole of lhe liturgical berit age. TIle table is inscp.~rablc from the word. from 
the fonl. from the W3)' Christi;lns mark time. and from living lhe liturg), in atts of 
compassion, juStice, and mercy. If the mernl)crs of the COlllllli ss ion follow the 
pdth on whIch Ihey ha\'c SCI 10 Ihe end. thq may altain a vision of worship that is 
comprehensive in scope. Huw to ~'ommunicale tbis vision 10 the congregations 
remains the cballcnge. 

l.el me conclude 111) work here where the propo."T work should begin. My 
concern was \0 bring auention 10 the need to re·examine the SUbjl'Ct of " 'orship in 
the RCA. Concerned mcmoc'TS ha\c reali1.oo thatlhe stJning poinl is historical 
re.w:arch. In Ihis resard. what I h,we pro\' ided here cOflslilutes a model. BUI I have 
also argued that church needs actively 10 promote this process of re .examination 
in Ihe prcs.;nl 10 ensure Ibe he,'lth and 'itality or ilS wOf$hip life intu the flJtll re. 
II-I y hope is that thcs.; rem,uks will contribute to conlinued di scussion aboul this 
fulure . 

" 2006 M inutcs of Ihe General Synod . huplli nMges.rca.orgidocsJmgsl2006 ~'IGS. 
Theology.pdf. AccesS<.'d: 20 June 2008. 
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A Communion Sermon 
Joseph Alden lJassell ... 

E~odus 31 
I Corinth ians 15 
~btthcw 22 

In sc\'cntcenlb century New Englalld Ih~ parable that we j ust heard from 
the Fir.;t Gospel is a primal")' eucharistic te~1. Edward Taylor poet alld paslor 
theologian in WCStfieid used Ibis text in ~is argument With. Jonalh?n Edwards' 
graDdfather in N,,"h Hampton. The text IS both haf$b and tnstructl\"<:~. The parable 
im;trucls US thai the communion sen'icc isn't a casual oc<;"asion. 

The figure of Ihe b:tn4uct is familiar enougb wben thinking ahoUi Ihe 
communion lilurgy. That isn't what gi"es us pause. Ril1her it is the ej~'Ction oflhe 
guest Ihat gets our attenlion. Being Ihrown out of a house will do thaI. 

I have a young cui league who had Ihi s happen. He W3S Ihrown out of a 
par1,hioner.; house on a feslive ocra,ion. A single parent the minister had becn 
imit<'d to a party 31 a grand house. When it " 'as o\'er .he host's daughter also a 
sinsle parcnl cordially drew near. Their con\'Cf$at ion was pleasanl enough until 
thc woman reali/.ed Ihis llIan was ",ising hi s d:lughter hy himself. This igni ted a 
\"ociferous lirade again§t panriarchy. l-Ia ving witne .• scd thi s IJ.cfore :1 llIembt:r of 
Ihe family huslled o\"er. hlmdlcd Ihe mini sler up. opened the door :.nd sUJlmmril), 
deli"cred him onlO Ihe oUler darkness uf Ihe lown' 5 love! iest Slreel. 

In lhe parable i. wasn't parenling tba. gaw Ihe offense but the guests 
lock of decorum. 

Frknd. how conlCSI Thou in hilher. nOt ba\·;ng a 

We do nOI come 10 comlllunion cauS:llly :,ttircd or othe rwi se. Ra lph Keifer. a 
te,'cber al N"tr~ D:lJl1e . u""d to say. we don't "cal" al communion. we "dine:' In 
lroc words of lhe old hy mn: 

~ . Jcsus has the table spread where the saints o f God are 
ed and he says 10 hl ~ people "comc al1d d ine ." 

Putlhat in the Cont ex t " f. h ·· I' ' .. 
. ... v eue ar,slte .turg ), and c,:naln :lmemcocs ;.re to he ... ,se,,·et\ 0 h" . . 

f . . n I IS POint tilt' parable IS 1110'1 emphalle. The llIan who wns thrown 
OIJI aIled to <Ibsen'" tl.· . N I· go! ~ ;lJllellllles. 0 we, dlllg garmen!') OUI i1l10 Ihe Streel ),ou 



NO!ice the tutdoesn ' t ~a)' the man (lido·t have one. It says he didn·t 
wear one. When he acceptedthc surprise im'itation. he probably knew what 

uests were elp«tw 10 ,,·ear hut faikd to.~ St). Confronled by the KlIlg il is 
!.riuen he ,,·as '·spcechll!S~." ThaI i~ n dects,,"c remark. 

"The guest was ",ithoul "ants. Strange.as it may:ICC"! t~ same may be 
said of us. We come to lhe communion tahle "nhout words. NO! In lhe sense of 
··Just as I am wlthoul one Plea'· but In Nalhan i\lilchell's sensc of withoul words. 
When il comes 10 the communion service. ··We I",k lhe compete""e 10 perfonn 
",hal is abwlu\('ly impcl1lti'·c ,. This Ikn~'tlicl illC ",110 knows Mercersburg well 
maintains that "hen il comes to celebrating lIoly Communion " ·c really don't 
know ,,·hatto say. 

Members of the Mercershurg Society recollnizc thaI fae!. Others do nOl. 
One S;uurday nening SC' el1l1 y<,m ago al a l'OnferellCe dominated by 
Pn:sb,lenans from Jobn Williamson Nc,in·s seminary a Lord's Day servicc " 'as 
anllOUoced for the following day. The communion senice was to be held right 
afler h~akfaR I had ~n that done under the minislr)' of Dr. Wallace Robbins in 
the same ",,((ing. a liturgy al conference lables. 

One mc",her Mlhis >ociety a~ked. "Would there be a eucharistic 
pra)"er'!"' 

,\ fler an embarrassed silence. lhe reply was, "Docs anyone ha,·e o ne on 
hand'''' 

"Ycs" n Congregationnl i.t had broughlPresbYlerian /look ofeo",,,,,m 
Worship. 

Sunday morning ani,cd and a breakfasl buffet was sc,,·cd. People sat 
3rO\lnd the tables disllcs and rumpkd P'lrer napkins before them. awaiting lhe 
5eT\·ice. Just at (hat poinl he 1 nO!iced a disciple of Mercersburg slo,,'ly and 
delihera(dy clearing away the detri trus of coff~~ cups and notc pads. I thought. 
·'Thank ~·ou. You· re M!llingthe table that "e mighl dine with ChriS1:' 
;\k rcersburg teaches us that Holy Communion is more thaI a casual evenl. 

For such a $Cnice we lack adcquate words of gratitude. Reformed 
Christians take thl: words of Pastor G\:.hanll to heart . 

What language shall 1 borrow 
To lhank Ih.:c de3fe.~t friend" 

Left 10 OUr O\o.'n de~iees. wc don ', know how to bles~ Goo. 

1 u,e (hal word in a , 'ery specitic sense. To bless is 10 declare Goo·s 
. . .. ',h ""lh~ity On our own we lad that authonty. We are as spcec.hlcss 

prO!11lse' " , ~ ",. , 
as the gueSl without the wl'<khnll gartHCfll. 

One oflhe marks of Mercersburg piety is a 'erbose Eucharistic Praycr. 
The rafters oflhe Mcrcersburillilurgy remind me of Bez;'lliel. In the Torah it is 
wf1ll~n that lIclalicl could \o.ork in all, manner of materials. Whal he put tOllcthe. 

"Ol~ beautiful. 

NO! unlike lhe cormniuee th.at wo\"e tOllether di ' ·CISe clementS to 
produce the ;\ Iercersburll Communion Prayer. In Appendix V of his book, 
lI'or$hlp und N~formed Thwlog)' on Mercershurg lheology Jack Max"'ell color 
codes fi,e sources for this prayer: 
gmn for the otiginallext of lhe. co~miUL~: red for the Boo~ of Common Prayer, 
orange for the Catholic AposlOhc Lnurgy. gray for lhe l'alalmate hturllY. black 
for Scripture. As a l"C$u it one of the IlueSlion ask~-d Nathan "'·l itchell when he 
defended his lhesis at NOIre Dame in AuguSl 1978 was ... helher the ~ Icrccrsburg 
pm)'er wa~ JUSt a Romantic pastiche. 

The fllll ~n$ ... cr 10 lhat question came not OUI of NOire Dame bill from 
the lilurgy program ar Drcw. !n her 1995 thesis. F oll/ItJaljoltS of Gamwl 
Nrj()mlfd I1'I)rship illilie SixleI'lIIli CellllU")' I'll/mimlle, Dr. Deborah Clemens 
maintaincd thallhe Mercersburg Liturgy was notthc ti gment of the Romantic 
imagina1ion. This li1Ur~y spr.tng from the Refom lcd picty of /o.h nin Bucer. 3J 

Belulicl reeeivcd hi s wisdolll from lhc Holy Spirit. The invocation of 
the Holy Spirit is a paramount clemenl in any communion prayer. 1 am gratefu l 10 

Nathan Mitchell for acccn lllming lhe I>ri~in;l ll'{,;deJis in the Mercersbu rg liturgy. 
Kobert W , Jenson a lheologian who taught at thi s seminary for lWO decades 
[1%8,88] ha~ spelled out the wisdom !If the Holy Spiril in his Sysrem(llic 
Th~olog)·. 

Ciling Jonalhan Edwards and John of Damascus, JenS<)n lakes up the 
~l~y. of onlology ",ilh the IWO categories of Being·s fullllt'ss. ltusjs and linle . 

IUS.s IS .tho: ar:rangemcnl of clements. Tw:sis can he a rdationship of opposilion 
or a rclatlOll shlp of fulfillment. l'roper IlLlsi$ in lhe Trinity is the " 'a, of 
OI"1hodo~y. 

Tillie! paSt and relalionShips of ori,in articulate the First p,.~~. TI",. 
pre~nl and I\:la" h. . . ' ''''' ', "e 

ton ~ IpS of OJlpc:KlIlon hcspeak the Second ['erson; TinK' future 

" Ha\!ng heard '·ari '.h ·· 
1999 ~'e~' f ous cue amUI: prayers at i\'k~ersburg Socict y nlt,~tings in 

,~ous returncdloN' E "' f .' he an .'Cumcnkal ;\1. . . .ew .nll :lOu rom New Jersey asklOg could there 
crccrsburg cuchanShc llrayer. 

" 



800 rel Duonshlps of fulfi ll ment are the Third person. To wOr$hip the Lord is 10 
enjoy all Three in One. So we do this night. 

We are ~re ailM Lutheran Seminary about which the llan1" of 
Gcu)"shllr, ruged Much (hal is now lhese United SlateS or iginates in that baIlie. 
The grandflllher and great grandfa1her of 11 Lutheran Pasl~ in Cambridge 
walched thaI banle. young Jacobs was in Seminary and hIs falher as professor at 
(be college. SUmclimes they lOOK the co llege "glass" 10 walch the b;iuk unfold 
fWIlI lilt: gam:l of 1he hOIlS<) on the C<)I1lcr of "1iddlc ami Washington Strc<!l. AI 
OI he r limes ttlcy cower • ..! in their cellar. A~ the arl ineT), rounds werc fiR'I1 "Aunl 
Mary" would say" Thei rs ... Ollrs,' · 

The war didn ' I ming complete peacc. !tcial ions of racial opposition 
inform our preS\'nt society now as then James Reeb who was killed in Selma used 
to IJring histolieg" yooth groop up from Washington to play capture the flag on 
the b3nldield al night. We are constantly being reminded that Ihe bailie goes on. 

Time future promises rdationships of fulfillment. 11le Holy Spirit gi' es 
US our future in God. Nc,in made thai point in the "Biblical Argument" of the 
M,-srkul P~s"u. Then: he elaborated on Paul's midfYuh: 

JuS! as .... 'e ha"c borne til<: image of lhe man of dust, 
So shall we also I'lear Ihe image of the man of hea ,'cn, 

Corinthians 15:49 

Note the tense: "we ~hall also bear Ihe image of lhe man of I-Ica' cn."· The f utufC -
the Holy Spiril arranges confIgurations of fulfillment. That i, to say. our 
rCSUJT«lion of the bcxIy is to be undcrnood in temtS of ,he Holy Spirit as fUlure. 
In the 1101) Spiri' .... e have been gi'cn 3 future. 

LookJllg out the .... indo....-!> oftreir house OOe LUlheran family in Geuysburg was 
struck b~ how many Confederate soldiers camped outside werc read ing Iheir Ne .... · 
TeStamenlS. Old any uf lhcm ~now of Harbaugh's hynln wrillen in the pre' ious 
decade: 

Jesus ! die to Ihe~. 
When""cr dC~lh ,;hall cUllle: 
Todie in thec is life 10 mc. 
In my elernal home. 

O
We d,e 31 differenttinleS anti places. Nnenhel;:"s, .... e share Ihe samc future in 
.00. That common future is the Third Perwn. 

50 

Being 

.... _A·S Holy arrangement ofl i",c: 
Glory be [0 uvu 

As il was in [he beginning wilh r.:lalions hips?~ or,igin. 
As;1 is al presc:nl wilb relationships of opposl1lon. 

. h II'" with relationships of fulfi llment, 
,\Slle'~"'s a 

in"ited 10 dine at The Lord' s Table remember: 

Jobn Williamson NC"in 
Pbillip Sbaff 
Ilern~ml C. Wolff 
John Henry AguStuS Bomberger 
Henry Harbaugh 
Elias Heinl:r 
Daniel Zacbarias 
Tbomas Conrad Poner 
E. V. Gerhardt 
Samuel R. FiSher 
Thomas G. Apple 
William HC)'$Cr 
George Schaeffer 
Gt."Qrge Welkcr 
Jolin RodenmC)'er and 
Lewis 1'1. Steiner 

h;[\'e notlc~t us speechless, Because of Ihei r communion prayer will not be 
llirown oul 11110 the dark. Thanks be to GOd. 

CJJe>lnUI Hill 

The Rc' . Mr. Joseph Alden Basscn 
j\'l inis,er Emeritus, The First Church in 

" 



CHRIST, CREEDS AND LIFE: 
Conversations About The Center of OUf Faith 
Anne T. Thayer & Douglas Jacobsen, editors. 

(United Church Press, 2007) 
A Book Rel·jew by F. Chris Anderson 

L~SI September I slar(cd an adult Sunday School class that used this 
book. Days heforc I bt:~an the class I second guessed myself and thought that J 
h.1d made a (wible mista ke_l had assumed Ihm since I was interested;n dOCtrine 
at.oul th e Person and Work of C hri sllhal my adult s in Sunday SChool wo uld be 
100. A few days before we were 10 begin I W;I~ afraid thai J was ahoout 10 be 
pro,-e.j '\'rOIlg. Artcr the fir.;1 class [ d iscO\cr~-d that Iny fears " ere totally 
unfounded. Ttk: adults lowd the weekly st ud y and c, cntually " 'c re changed by 
the con tents of this book. 

llIe book has been dcsignL-d 10 lead such discussions by tlx: Theological 
Commissioo of the Penn Central Conference of Ihe Uni ted Church of Christ The 
introduction ~tales Ihal : '1l\e theme of each chapler is dr.,,"n from a phrase thm 
appears in the UCC Stalement of Faith:' (9) Therefore lhere are c hapters on 
"Christ as a Person in History: 'n..: " Ian of Na~arclh'," "Jesus as Full y and 
J'erfectly Human: 'Shared OUT Common Lot'." "Chri~t os S;I\ ior, A Ne w Life: 
'C",cifled Sa "ior, RL'C()Ocil ing the World to Y oursdf :', "Jesus as Hu leT and 
Giwr of the Holy Spirit: 'Our Lord ' : ' , "Look.ing Ahead: 'ChriSI Will Corne 
Again'" and "Chri~f s Life Flows in to the ChlJrc h: ' You C,lI, Your Prom ise. '" 

Each Qf these chaprers explores various pari;. of the Statement of Faith 
by a hricf imrodllClory essay and lhen questions. Afler lhis imroduclion lhen {he 
chapler examillCS "hal lhe Bible says. \\-hal the cre~'tIs say ..... hal our I iturgies say 
and "~l our hym ns say. The chapter lhen ends " ' ilh a flnnl brier C>.say for 
rcf1~tlon and more questions for discussion. 

The cn.'<'dal SlalemenlS that were CiK'tI arc: The A)'IOstk s' CrL'Cd, The 
Nlcene Crc..'tI, The Deflnirion of Chalcedon, t Ulher's Small Calechism The 
Aug'i.burg Confenion, The Heidelberg Calec hi sm, The Westminster C~IL'C h ism. 
~nd The E"angelical Catec hi sm. The backgrounds of lhese were brien" cxplai""d 
'n chapter I. Till! lilurgies came from The UCC Book uf W()(ship and ihc hymns 
cam..: fWOlthe Ne,,' Century Hymnal. 

My class all bought the book and I encouraged lhcm to read Ihe book al 
horne . I am nOI Sure how many did . But ncry "cd I "'uldd phulOC<)py lhe 
pantcular chap{cr we "ere working on into one 8X 11 handoul sheet. The r~;;u h 
was a fo ldl~1 four page handoul {hat looked like a normal chun'h bulletin. This 
meanl r~al I had to edit out a lot of ma{erial since each chap{cr conlains Mound 12 
pages: Each ,"cck we read e'ery quest ion. scnplurc, CrL't.'tI. h~' mn or final 
quesllOn unHI .... c had fln{shed {he Chaplcr. I "crb;dly SU OlOl:r.rilCd the brief 
es",ys. 

" 

, ",,',' fin ish the chanter in a week but more Ih:m nol we SomcHmc5 "c c~.< .. 
, , r '0 or three "1.'Cks, My aduhs had many, many, quc~lIons. 

d' d lhechapter or" 'd' h ' 
SIU (e • he difficulties thcy had grasping the basIC oct"ncs I :r.t an: 10 

I ,,'as surpnsed ;I:airh and cm:dal documents. J had three people who were 
/)Ur SlaIC~~I J:Sus was considered God in the Oible, thc crl'Cds, Ihe liturgics and 
surpnsed y •• y did not fight whal they said, they merely " 'e re amal.cd, TIM: lhe hymns! el In" , 

rcall ",restled wilh Ihcsc issues and [am 'cry proud 0 them. 
class I Y"'hole heartedly recOlllr.llcnd this book .for. evcry ddul.I, Sund;IY ~.C hOOI 

, 'U ' t d Church of C hTi st. The reaso n ,1 worked so "ell for me and my 
cJass mlhc n,e .. .. 1'h '" h' 

h' " 'as field rcsted by Ihe rheolog,eJI ContnHSS lon. IS IS I c class "'as t at, " 
, ,,' UCC clergy professors and la y people, Mlh men ami women, work o ~gro u pv' . . . 

from Pcnn Central Clmfere nce. Thc.'cforc it docs nut haw the uhosyncritl,e 
, dcncics uf many Sludies of dOClnne that mc the product of ooc person. 

Icn Sim:e il has nine chaplerS it is probably too much to use ;15 a study book 
during LeO! ,,'here onc is limitL'tI by ha' ing mound sc,'cn times!O 1I11,'C 1. J would 
] noc recommend pushing the content.'ill Ihat onc can get one chapter done 

aSl.> , 'h ."' , exh ,,'eek. This is;) book thnt prolllOlt:;S di SCUSS Ion. You mIg t ''''' surpnse< at 
where the di scussion goes hoI J found il was always wooh goi ng where tlK: class 
wanl<:ll 10 go. This is a book 10 enjoy with OIlK:r bdie'·ers . This is a book that I 

hope has many, many prin!ings. 

" 



'Ifoa (VIe inuited to attend 
.'71k t:lnmtat . ! 

June 8-9, 2009 
New Goshcnhoppcn UCC, 1070 Church Rd. 

East Greenville PA 1804 1 

"Sight, Sound & Sacrament." 
(To regisler call R CII, jolm Cedar/ell!@ 1-585-377-8449) 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
jI,'lanuscripts submitted for publication and books for review 
should be senl 10: 

F. Chris Anderson. editor 
THE NEW M ERCERSBURG REVI EW 
38 South Newberry 5\" York, PA 01 7401 

E-mail: tc harPcomca<;t.nct 
(Manuscripts must be suhmi\tcd by disk or as an att achment. 

Please include lhe appropriate biographical information.) 

President : Rev , Dr. Deborah Rahn Clemens, New Goshcnhoppcn 
UCC, 1070 Church Rd, East Greenvi lle PA 1804 1 

Vice President: Rev. W. SCOII Axford. 155 Power St. , Providence. 
R102906-2024 

Secretary: Rev, James H. Gold. 8238 Old Turnpike Ro..1d 
Mifninburg. PA 17844 . 

Treasurer' Rev D 'r h 17067 . . r. O!11<lS Lush. 304 West Ave. Myerstown. PA 

Administrath' V· P . 
/0,'1' I ' C Ice resl(lent: Rev. lohn Miller. 115 Nonh 
I up e St ., Ephrata PA 17522 

!\'Iemhership Se ' . . 
Street Y k . crclary: Rev. Phyllis B<lum. 28 North H<lrl<ln 

. or . PAI7402 
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Mercersburg Societ Membershi Form 
Up/wIding 'he Church: 

Eva"gelical. Reformed, CarllOlic & Apostolic. 
(Pleal'e photocoPY ,his page, fi ll it olll & mail il in.) 

Name: 

M3ilillg Address: 

E~ ll1 ail Address: 

Home Phone: 

Office Phone: 

Cell Phone: 

Denomination: 

Membership Type: I I Regular $ 35.00. 
I I Ufe $ 300.00 
[ I Studen t $10.00 

EXira Gift: 

Please . . 
. rCllm with "O'~ll;i· C;h~C~C~k ~to~;~o:::::-:::-___ __ ~ 

The Mercersbu rg Soc iety 
Rev. Dr. Thomas Lus h 
310 West Main A venue 
Myerstown. PA 17067 



THE NEW J 
MERCERSBURG REVIEW , 
38 S. Newberry Streel 
York. PA 1740\ 

PHILIP SCHAFF LIBRARY 
555 WEST JAMES STREET 

• 

LANCASTER THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 
LANCASTER PA 17603 
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