BREAK OUT AND
UNFOLD

CALVIN
and
DOOYEWEERD

(Part 1)

by Bruce C. Wearne

In my previous articls, ““Teacher
Evalwation 1" (Mortare, Spr. 1981), 1
contrasied the contemporary emphasks
upen self-consciouspess, based in a
suppesed human self-sufficiency, with
whitt [ believe to be a Christian view of
knowbisdge. Human knowledge is crea-
turely knowledge, and since God"s work
of reconciliation in Christ has effected a
change of heart at the root of human
experience, such knowledge 5 opened
up once again to its tree character, All
this being sa, I am aculely aware thal
my article will have raised some eye-
brows because I therein bracketed the
contribations of John Calvin and Her-
man Dooyeweerd, implying that they
bath held 1o a similar view of human
knowledge. The current climate of con-
troversy which surrounds our schools,
it seems to me, relates in many ways o
e dsparate perceptions held among
us concerning the relationship bebwern
the Calvinistic worldview and the phile-
sophy that has become associated with
the names of Dooyeweerd and Vollen-
havven.

For goeme, the jsswe will be quite clear
cut. Whilst claiming to be Calvinist,
through association with churches of
Reformied Confeszion, they will see any
re-articulation of Calvin's perspective

in modern terms to be potentially de-
viant, Neo-Calvinism is valid for them
so long as it is an attempd bo restore Lo
s the worldview of the Protesiant He-
formation of the i6th and ITth cen
turies. But to bring Calvinism together
with Dooyewcerd's philesophy (which
in itz indtial phases in the 1990°s and
1990°s was presenled as Calvimslic
philesophy) is almest as invalid as try-
irgd to marry seriptural reflection with
pagan thought, And the issue will have
been proved in my quoling Dooye-
weerd's insistence that the Delphic
maxim, much lowed by Socrales,
“kmow thyself”, should be inscribed
ower the doorway of philsophy as its
valid goal, What further evidence do we
need? Surely such a goal is hwmanis-
tic? Surely approval of such pagan
sentiment B ungodly? However, o
draw this conclusion would be very
hasty indesd Dooyewesrd, in referring
Lo Socrabes at the very beginning of his
discussion of philosophy, Is actually fol-
lowing Calvin's example! (See H, Doo-
yeweerd, A New Critique of Theoretical
Thought, vol. 1, p.5; In the Twilight of
Western Thought, p.25. Compare with
Calvin's Institutes of the Christian
Religion, Boak [1:1:1.)

Erstwhile defenders of Dooyewesrd's
systemy may even find the argument

here a litthe hard to take, Has not Doo-
yewserd gone beyvomd Calvin by rooting
oul the last vestiges of nature/grace
thinking, inherited in the iradition of
Calvinistic scholasticism, and this pre-
pared the way for the emergence, final-
ly, of & truly Christian system of scient-
ific reflection? What is Dooyeweerd do-
ing here quoling Socrates to back up his
View?

John Calvin

Tooaften supporiers and self-appsint-
e critics look wpon Dooyeweerd's
philosophical contribution a5 some-
thing which he considered to be entirely
new. In arguing that God's Word
spaaks Lo the hearl of all spheres of
sebentiflic research because Christ has
effected an integral redemption at the
rood of the human race, Dooyeweerd, as
I hawve read hiem, is arguing for an ongo-
ing appreciation and removation of
philosophical anaulysis. Christ is the
Lord of all syvstems of philesophy,
Christian and pagan; the Christian
philosophic task is reformational in the
genge that apostate traditions of philo-
sophical analysis must be broken open
s0 that they can unfold their human
crémtureliness, creatureliness which
st despite all arrogant and ignorant
disbelief, show the Fatherly dominion
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af God through His Son (see, e.g., 2 Cor-
inthiams ¥0:1-6).

In this sense Calvin was right to
wrestle with Socrates’ view right at the
gutset of setting forth his view of how
God makes Himself known tous. And in
this sense also Dooyeweerd should be
viewed as following in Calvin's line,
“The iron grip of pagan thought upan our
contemporary scientifle research must
be broken — bul Lo work at breaking
this grip we must do mare than merely
assert dogmatically that we reject its
inflvence. We must understand its in-
fluence from “the inside’.

In what has become his conbroversial
discussion of the tramscendental crit-
igue of theoretical thought, Dooye-
weard wanted no closed fronts as far as
contemporary dialogue was concerned.
He sought for a method which required
exhaustbve analysis and critbque of the
theories of those of differing faith, but
such a crithue needed to be based upon
an inexhaustible love for, and solidarity
with, his fellva geientific researchers,
Those straightjecketed by the claims of
science need tobe helped by thearetical
word and philosophic deed to see their
e human seli-lesufficiency. Those
entrapped in what he called the dogma
of the autonomy of theorefical thought
require iberation so thal they can go
about their scientific labour truly. Bul
it is mod a liberation in a humanistic re-
wolulbonary sense. It is a truly reforma-
tional liberation.

W do nol demand that the adber-
ents of thizs dogma abanden it by
anticipation. Weonly ask of them to
abatain from the dogmatical asser-
tion that it Is & pecessary condition
of any true philesophy and to sub-
ject this assection to the test of a
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transcendental eritigue of thearedi-

cal thought. (In the Twilight of

‘Western Thought, pél.

By lranscendental critique, Dooye-
weerd meant a systematic investiga-
tion of the conditions which make theo.
retical thoughl possible. [(See also
Jacoh Klapwijk, “The Strugdle for a
Christinn Philosophy: ancther look at
Dooyeweerd” and eerd’'s

Christian Philosophy: Antithesis and
Critique™ in Relormed Journal, Felb,
1520, March 1980,)

J
Herman Dooyeweerd

Calvin in the Institutes considers sell-
consciolsness 1o be a religious activity
oriented to God, placing before us, in
effect, our need to acknowledge our de-
pendent creatureliness. Dooyeweerd
also takes this view and makes it his
own, A truly Christian approach in
seientific thought will be effected, be
says, when in sclence one can acknow-
ledge, with Calvin, the religious rood-
age of all knowledge. In so doing he is
pointing us toa self-critical appraisal of
the current modes of schentific thought.
This must hawe basic implications for
teachers and teacher-trainees sesking
a Christian science of pedagogy, and it
is to this goal that all teachers in our
Christian zchools must self-critically
strive.

The argument put aboul by some that
followers of Dooyeweerd's philosophy
are participating in some sort of sinis-
ter deviation is perhaps understand-
able to the degree that “the reforma-
tional philosophy' has boen too often
presented, by friend and foe, as zome-
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thing entirely new. And one of Lhe big
fatlures in the beatl of the ensuing de-
bate is the fallure to locate Dooye-
weerd's thought in its historical rela-
tion o Cabvin, Althusivs and Kuvper.

I believe that debate in our circles is
vital and that heated debate is not al-
ways counter-productive, In following
articles 1 want fo contribute further Lo
this discussion and devclop the points
raised here, Dooyeweerd in mo way
denies the lines of tradiion. Christian
philosophy, in the words of Al Wolters
(see Ourselves in the Philesophical
Tradition, [CS, Toronto, 19751, must
girive to be anti-revolutionary amd
Christian-historical. T want to explore
the tradition in which Dooyeweerd
stood and seek to [ashion some critical
points pertinent to our Christian educa-
tional emdeasvours,

Tradition must be acknowledged. Yel
anis of il big disorienting problems we
{nce in Ausiralia, 1982, a5 we seek to do-
velop a distinetly Christian approach to
education, is our relative poverty as [ar
as an ongoing national tradition of
Christian schooling & concerned. The
lack of & cumulative tradition of Chris-
tian pedagogical obedience together
with the predominant tradition of ongo-
ing Christion indifference should lead
i, nol to despadr, but to & sober analy-
sis of whal God calls us to.

We should not. try Lo use, or criticise,
Dooyeweerd's philosophy in a slip-ahod
way, And neither should we try prag-
matically to circumvent the long
dravm-out discussions that will be re-
quired if we are to work logeiher for
Christ's Name in edueation. Our Chris-
tian cultural poverty cannot be circum-
vented by developing “‘Dooyeweerd-
ian" programs in schools, scholarship
of teacher sducation. When we suggest
that what we are tryving 1o do, or are
proposing W do, is semething entirely
new, our arguments and actions are no
longer located in the line of reforma-
tional reflection nor do they contribute
reformatively to our currend thought

and practice.
Bruce C, Wearne

16 NURTURE=—SPRING (OCTORER), 1882



in e

CALVIN AND
DﬂD‘I'EWEEHD

i mmmlh
- (Part 3y

E

——

Calvinin |he | nsiftates comsiders aelf-
ot i 4 Pl activily n
wheeh we are remirded of aur need 1o
throw Ebe Tull weighl of oo conlldence
ign sur  Creslor and  fordeomer
Dhopyrmererd, as wr argued Last oo,
takes thit view srd makes it his e
Within thearetical Lhoaghl, o vald
hutran hty, wilh (= oan
inlegricy. the Chrisklan way s dsal of
the radseal weli-critical attibde.

A& enaly Christlen sppeoach in all
npheren ol schenoe will be sffectod, sy
Dupayrwrersd, when we acknewledge, in
ward and deetd, the religious bass and
e religloes direction of sl Ko lolge,
The apprasch of Cahin, and more
IITI:III.'H-IrI:l'd' ha inberpreber [hosye-

worril, painls e way o an ongorg
tmnmld'nu-m:mﬂui
scirniiise ibsighl — boll Chnstian ared
rae-{hriskian,

Chrisllan besehers s leacker irain-
i, foliowmg Calvin sl Dosyeareerd,
will meck 10 devrlop & Christisn sciene
ol pedagompy — Bl they will feaist Che

o Ehimking Uhal  Ebeir
“redprmalional indight™ gives teem &
licerme doe clalming & new approach
The Calvinisl spproach o scesmeo s
ritmbililiiive, seeking io furm scholar-
mnﬂminn&iﬂmm
whattver b & Christian gcience of
peda oy emiplie, 1L ot dbso rean e

negeang sppreciation of the fwiste ard
FErTE in ediin Ui b

rontrmpara
i and pracise. The lhaories

programmes.  snd  which have a2
considerable influence on 1he Swughi
palverTs of Christiss irackors sl bo
understond  from  1he  “hmside”

, comschErtiamly amd oril-
Seally

Drpewennd s method of |beorelical
crithique not only lesds one to discern
thie (oanalations in The bardals
s Brerra of noa-Chrtsian iheughi. His
sppronch implies thad there |5 3 Cheian-
i callieg) Qo b [owmdl in the schodarly
imrestigation of the developmint of the
many and varied Chrilan and non-
Chralaas Sych rescarch
I ot 1 e cemetved]. of s ivory-lower
obmruranitam Wl as an impertand, lim-
ibed, mpecialint calling in Fpaase G
el culern ] mandaie Bl fhis will ooy
b pmibile, accarding to Dooyeweend,
4 such schedarly imesiigaton of all
currents of philosoplny B ufderiaken m

#  MUATNJIAE —SUEMERA (AL RUART], 1363

hiulu.d!dltl’-ﬂ"lhhm.fﬁ]fh
is it poesibde b thwwrl thal mentalizy

Thii kind of work RBas b b dons lo
telp frachers dicern B infhences

aprcialisl work. Bl Christian teachers
will be: Bl e i e Lk o they arc

L Chretian dsgcheny ane nol SELF-
ECRFTECALL ¥ analpiny coumiesmmmr
oy Fa R ARy, (hriiias e
mon-CRpitkan, fhen They e D
LUNCRITICAL of tradWiens which
A shapa! bk oen usking.

Mo pmond o clwaroos dedation
and “reading ug’” on one's ewn sub-oul-
il theorss can compemayls fof Lhis
lack of 3 sell-crithcal sltede Wil is
b paneded k2 i open sl -critical apki-

lracker @ o give an aoseurn.

Mury of e existential classroom
prafibems Chrislun teachers
arise becwsse of hodr wemtling with

pe-Ckrialian oS Bl 2500
short al mmmmm gates.
Wha! thiw 8 08 b done? Even Ghe
awnreneas of Lhis plate of aflair kas ng
iansplt il side, srl o Chrislian teacher
wha views things in this bghl can casdy
b maleied snd alooe S ASORE
v CHriatians.

Tn general Christisn teachors do mol
Bave an alternative Chrisilan iheory ai
wherlr Tingeriips. Morereer thay sk a
ik for ppalematically  werking

shrough the non-Christian educatiosal
perspectives with  non-dogmatic
inbegrity, 5o we arrive al & aitustios
where Uhe oritheal Uhwristan can sasdy
locate what i wrong, Hul ilsting aa
lternakive i nob 8o emy, Conaoquent-
ly, & grave sgiritual bemplation bor
many Chratlan |leackors arises — a
reegalivism can sasily sel I

How cam thes by resinlind
s wrwondied™ A1 Huis poind § would ke
Inmﬂllww

the sckalarky

cvnmapa bbb wth any syabem of thought
wheth ordes 1o H:Fﬁl‘ il & loesds-
o sulnice of Cheoil's wsversal dom:
irgen. The call b follew Christ o call
ta burn from the directien of Son-Clriat.

appretinle mon-Christian Uhoughtl ssd
thoe o |la omm tevma. Sincy (e
nﬂt!.ﬂdi‘hll:llh-n:lul'phlh:n-ph
Chrietlan snd oo Christiss, Chr
mhuhmnwhlh

of
eduralbaml thesry, because they have
o sl whibch mecpaired of themm e cary
g ol & dsteetive Christian approach,
For Chrstian beachers in Christian
wchodls e embark upon This kisd of in
depth soaminatien they will pesd the
prarbeethonll e oot
Are PEROAITC B
providing hashe ederatiomal servios,
el mlone relemiing sl for sudy,
jreparalion and |neservioe Graining

There v a Saitie beer wlicok denive
frome phe Chvintgn sohoodys LACK
O BOWER by owr cwerdial fiTailben.
And ohils lavk of powr 2 A0l e g



Perlitien! melTer br Sprens 0 St i,
or the fike, it it o proyfosnd spinfus
e Mo IT raueer (e glasithen of
whernher Sy Chrntdon school b qap-
able, fw ihe cwveRr ohimate, of chat
heawiag T aon-Uhnsian afucarios.
al franfirionsy,

1 theve s not Lhe e for leachers Lo
Rive conserted sliestion 1o lheir swm
thesaries and e {heories of ofbers in e
ol sl

W CAE WP EYEE TRa auf
clagarm programomes b move in o
Apial of frw-fond chailirnog?

Foir e moomant [eold ke be
gt thal the Cheias-testrpd
af Chralinn scheols should develop aa

on, 1043 s gresd blmatag. 1T &
impdying

6 fact & call bo repentance
openmess grd Prouine by — sl anly
fof o{Enfess amoaE mirsdves  and
fellow Chriatians, it a el 15 sacve all
humeriind (Maithesy & 0348
e © Wearnd




Calivn  and ﬁimqwq‘ yiny
h, Hhe shruggle i o Chrofan ducahoal perspechue

Presnoucly | have sugqeskeal thak dwishén schoflo ho
be cheghin do ndt heed b olulap " Dosyewesrdian
progravmzs i thed @ cunniondar, Bub chiwoham schefln
WM&M,%MW&MW
%EHWMEMMWTM@J@
serviée 6y ewttial sélidodithy im the eovwotomst 61—
public educahen awna 6y B land .

Bud what 6 thi “adhéal sdlidowity™’To gaun
Soras wnaphd b the spenngs Mtflu.digljmm,fﬂ."'ua
whmbwﬁfﬂh ﬂwkﬂumﬁmﬁmdhhaﬂm

Fouwe wos bty bo expuss_the dobt the olunch
and MWMJDWJMM
with his tanendontad tohgu he

3



#ut.mkw;f:.uuf Hunber The battle 15 a spurifvaf
o fo Etwﬁﬂ-tdmﬁdﬁﬂndﬂumi:ulghwm
the non-chechiun powhin do develap tudy civheal
md.uq‘ca.nda‘?.

ﬂrt{ﬁ—mmu#hu i e chusfan schal] mavemndé
in Hiwr county haot keen wwolved o et nakons
#eri- chasortdn way i f@fc ~ Hus haec sccevud
h ﬂf«ﬂr&'ﬁﬁﬁfw,ﬁﬂ;ﬂﬂﬂé;ﬂ%
dengokes = . fn tmdw WK mé:ﬁﬂ%:ma"
%mmﬁ',wmm‘ ;ﬁmagba&
M;ﬁ%r‘b%‘ﬁhﬁm& e oo fuad -
ma’-ﬁﬂuﬂw-"ﬂﬁﬂ&éﬂn,f 0 af Huo pont
Ehat e wfuééiﬁmuﬂﬂw
auff s ren - cAoFthe ‘nﬁrﬁﬁ I T
G an socety . Frd tho o s oo il
{:M& EWM&MME:L
: e g an expLEsmam
o fo b feawd Haf chriatan é;ﬁ{aﬁoﬂnm%
succmé:’&ﬁ-t’enpﬁwn' Phad (ads w %
dilection . (ewld of be Hgi chiiofsn ;
o trwvelved th mawffnc«mﬁ-mmg
fhe pusblemo beaellyy owv hakomal educatoral
%rsﬂtm?frv‘ﬁmé:a Hitw, o eudeavemn hgo
nﬂhmﬁﬁdﬁﬁu%uﬂﬁ@aﬂﬁw
{{E&M.&k’w alf foo m«{y edewbfued e
tdolo 6}~ stade schod] syckm bof o

Fwm @,ﬂférmmi ﬁ?nt;:j? :r-?f e




arens - condralied clumotiion schodld ate M?M
B & abl b ofgn ouch public and geswuns sernd
‘”‘{ﬁ""’ﬁﬂdiﬁ' Themagploes do not Gome attigo
g en for chwistian Lackus to crifially
thaovy ; &

£

;o Hey do o mabs a conbribibon
b publi dicuotion about Fhe stuckos and

Antchion of %o nakmal esluopbnal, ekt

&s@ﬁw&ﬂuwwﬂmm
baate { :
e o o

2 (adiren L&TZ:“W*
Shevifel o djﬁﬁ? a{?ni';a.&fc mnjr frrme

ég ' ok, MW%&qu
fmﬁ leare and “wubval reopict.



7
75:@ w no catl b aborolon e chotmotuwenssr &
qucmi&bajwc&rw%@, o a Al f
- offer W eclu catroral ét_go o mﬁaﬂm(bmf |
Qﬁ% jﬁdaj; “o fwale Ha¥ Heo
Qufibhenss &/ a o Penreas and gemuine

@ac:ywdo s(ef)s wov! »50/5/? anju.e, o of
© a vl Cheshon tasé o widtiarandd Y
ch 74 ‘o sectors Wﬂ
- 5%@. or MM a@%@ czru:a’w7
ZM wrndd W and oreo oﬂ(zﬁmm

TR and wechngeats o a validd bty
task |, an ' , Gl }

roperoibiiity

fUawriay Clliren b ooyeuend He oty

,égc/w-ozh wibh éfﬂdfw,/%o’% and (ax
vl proclawn Yhat He AMif Chrod 15 /@/{m@
__a,éﬂfys{ww % {@W%@MW

| Sys s Y an accpyt
for Chgs spenasss o o vl Htr ot




