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Report of the Committee for the Promotion of 
Ecclesiastical Unity to Synod Chatham 2004
A. MANDATE
T he C om m ittee  a p p o in ted  by S y n o d  N eer lan d ia  20 0 1  rece iv ed  the  

following m andate:
Re: URCNA
1 .2 .1 . To pursue continued fraternal d ia logue with the URCNA with 
a view  tow ards entering the final p h a se  o f federative unity;
1 .2 .2 . To work c lo se ly  with the C om m ittee for E cum enical R elations 
and Church Unity of the URCNA;
1.2 .3 . To work c lo se ly  with the ad -h o c  com m ittees re church order 
and theological education , a s  well a s  the Standing C om m ittee for 
th e  P u b lic a t io n  o f  th e  B o o k  o f  P ra is e ,  c o n s u lt in g  w ith  th em  
concern ing the p rogress m ade;
1 .2 .4 . To maintain the rules o f P h a se  Two, a s  m uch a s  it con cern s  
the ch u rch es in com m on ( s e e  Art. 73, C onsideration 4.6);
1 .2 .5 . To m ak e th e m s e lv e s  a v a ila b le  upon req u est o f C an ad ian  
R eform ed  C h u rch es  for a d v ic e  on local d e v e lo p m e n ts  w ith th e  
URCNA;
1.2 .6 . To provide information to the ch u rch es at regular intervals;
1 .2 .7 . To serv e  Synod  2 0 0 4  with a  sin g le , com p reh en sive  report to 
be se n t to the ch u rches at lea st six  m onths prior to the beginning of 
Syn od . This report should  b e prepared jointly with the C om m ittee  
for E cu m en ica l R ela tion s and  C hurch Unity o f  th e  U RC NA . T his 
report m ust a lso  read d ress the m atter o f the definite tim e fram e for 
federative unity with 2 0 0 7  a s  a  p o ss ib le  target date;
Re: FRCNA and OCRC
1 .2 .8 .  To c o n t in u e  d ia lo g u e  w ith  th e  F R C N A  w ith  a  v ie w  to  
prom oting fed era tiv e  unity, d is c u ss in g  w h a tev er  o b s ta c le s  th ere  
m ay be with the FRCNA on this path;
1 .2 .9 .  To r e p r e s e n t  th e  C a n a d ia n  R e fo rm ed  C h u r c h e s  (w h en  
invited) at m eetin gs of the OCRC, with a v iew  to promoting greater  
understanding and exploring the possibility of federative unity;
1 .2 .1 0  To d ev e lo p  a m ore co n cre te  proposal toward estab lish in g  
talks with the OCRC;
1.2.11 To write a  formal letter to the O CRC with a v iew  to pursuing 
m ore official talks on the federative level;
1 .2 .1 2  To m ake th e m se lv e s  ava ilab le  upon req u est o f C anadian  
R eform ed  C h u rch es  for a d v ic e  on local d e v e lo p m e n ts  with the  
FRCNA and OCRC;
1 .2 .1 3  To serv e  Synod  2 0 0 4  with a report to be se n t to the ch u rches  
at lea st six  m onths prior to the beginning of Synod .

1.3 To g ive  the C om m ittee re: Church Order the following m andate:
1 .3 .1 .  To w ork  c lo s e ly  w ith  th e  c o m m it te e  re: ch u rch  o r d e r  
appointed by the URCNA synod;
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1 .3 .2 . To e v a lu a te  th e  d if fe r e n c e s  b e tw e e n  th e  current church  
o r d e r s  o f  th e  f e d e r a t io n s  in th e  lig h t o f  th e  S c r ip tu r a l a n d  
C on fession a l principles and patterns o f church govern m en t o f the  
Church Order o f Dort;
1 .3 .3 . To p rop ose  a com m on church order in the line o f the Church 
Order o f Dort.
1 .3 .4 . To k eep  the C PEU  updated on the progress;
1 .3 .5 . To provide the C PEU  with a report in sufficient tim e for them  
to  produce the com p reh en sive  report for Synod  in a  tim ely fash ion .

1 .4 . To g iv e  th e  C o m m ittee  re: T heo lo g ica l E duca tion  th e  fo llow in g  
m andate:
1 .4 .1 . To work c lo se ly  with the com m ittee re: theo log ica l education  
appointed  by the URCNA synod;
1 .4 .2 . To eva lu a te  the current situation a s  to theo logica l education  
within the C anR C  and URCNA;
1 .4 .3 . To d e v e lo p  a p ro p o sa l c o n cern in g  th e o lo g ic a l ed u c a tio n  
within the new  federation keep ing in mind that:

1 .4 .3 .1 . T h e n ew  fe d era tio n  sh o u ld  retain  a t le a s t  o n e  
fe d e r a t io n a l th e o lo g ic a l  s c h o o l  a t w h ich  th e  board  o f  
governors, the p ro fessors and teach ing  staff are  appointed  
by synod;
1 .4 .3 .2 . Attention should be g iven  a s  to  w hat to d o  in the  
c a s e  of an aspiring candidate to the ministry w h o  d o e s  not 
h a v e  a d e q u a t e  in s tr u c t io n  in s ig n if i c a n t  c o u r s e s  in 
R e fo r m e d  D o c tr in e , in R e fo r m e d  C h u rch  P olity , or in 
R eform ed Church History.

1 .4 .4 . To k eep  the C PEU  updated on the progress;
1 .4 .5 . To provide the C PEU  with a  report in sufficient tim e for them  
to  produce the com p reh en sive  report for Synod  in a tim ely fash ion .

1 .5 . To g iv e  the Standing Com m ittee fo r the Publication o f the B ook o f  
Praise  the following m andate:
1.5.1 To work c lo se ly  with the com m ittee re: so n g b o o k  appointed  by 
the URCNA Synod;
1 .5 .2 . To produce a so n g b o o k  that con ta in s th e  co m p le te  A nglo- 
G e n e v a n  P s a lt e r  an d  o th e r  s u ita b le  m etr ica l v e r s io n s ,  w h ile  
including hym ns that a lso  m eet the standard o f fa ith fu lness to the  
Scriptures and the reform ed C on fession s;
1 .5 .3 . To k eep  the C PEU updated on the progress;
1 .5 .4 . To provide the C PEU with a  report in sufficient tim e for them  
to  produce the com p reh en sive  report for Synod  in a  tim ely fash ion .

B. THE COMMITTEE AND ITS WORKINGS
During the tim e sin ce  Synod  N eerlandia 2001 the work for the Promotion of 

E cclesiastical Unity w a s  d on e  mainly by the sub-com m ittees re: Church Order, 
T heolog ica l E ducation, and S on gb ook . Thankfully, Synod  E scon d id o  2001  
comm itted itself to working towards federative unity with the CanRC. H ence, 
th e  ad h o c  c o m m itte e s  s e t  o u t to  e s ta b lis h  c o n ta c t , a rra n g e  co m m o n
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m eetin gs, and work togeth er  with their counterparts o f the URCNA on the  
execution  of their m andate. During this time the Church Order C om m ittee a s  
well a s  the Son gb ook  C om m ittee published P ress R e le a se s  of their activities 
and of the results of their deliberations. The CPEU did not receive any special 
reports besid e  the o n e s  published in the various m agazin es. In the month of 
S ep tem b er  2 0 0 3  the C PEU received  the reports o f the resp ectiv e  ad hoc  
com m ittees, which constitute the major part o f this report o f the CPEU.

S in ce  Synod  N eerlandia 2001 the m em bers of the CPEU living in Ontario 
m et o n c e  with their counterparts o f the C om m ittee for E cum enical R elations  
and Church Unity of the URCNA, nam ely on March 12, 2 0 0 2 . In this m eeting  
th ey  to u ch ed  b a s e  on th e  d e v e lo p m e n ts  s in c e  their r e sp e c t iv e  G en era l 
S y n o d s  2 0 0 1  a n d  r e p o r te d  o n  th e  v a r io u s  a c t i v i t i e s  in th e  lo c a l  
con grega tion s. A m ong th e s e  w e  thankfully ob serv ed  th e  fact that in m any  
p la c e s  p u lp it-exch an ges b e tw een  p astors o f  the URC NA  and  C anR C  are  
taking p la ce s  on a regular b a sis . In the N iagara P en in su la  m eetin g s h ave  
b e e n  held  a s  w ell, to  p rom ote  a g rea ter  u n d erstan d in g  o f  e a c h  o th e r ’s  
positions and practices. In v iew  o f the fact that the m om entum  in the work  
for th e  prom otion  o f  e c c le s ia s t ic a l  unity w a s  fou n d  a m o n g  th e  ad  h o c  
c o m m itte e s , no  o th er  m e e t in g  o f  th e  C PE U  an d  C E R C U  w a s  d e e m e d  
n ecessa ry . A lso, so m e  of the m em b ers o f the resp ective  Unity C om m ittees  
w ere involved in the activities o f the su b -com m ittees, and therefore too  busy  
to  e n g a g e  th e m s e lv e s  in o th er  d is c u s s io n s .  H e n c e , noth in g  w orth y  o f  
im portance could be reported to the chu rch es.

A s a continuation to the p ro ceed in g s  fo llow ed  during th e  y e a r s  from  
1 9 9 8 -2 0 0 1 , th e  d e le g a t e s  o f th e  C PE U  living in th e  w e ste r n  p ro v in ces  
pursued the d ia logue with the FRCNA with a v iew  to promoting federative  
unity, a s  per G eneral S y n o d ’s  m an d ate. T he reports on their d is c u ss io n s  
concern ing the o b sta c le s  with the FRCNA on the path toward this federative  
unity, and the a p p en d ice s  pertinent to th e s e  m eetings, are included in this 
CPEU report. This report o f the C PEU conta ins a s  well the report o f th e se  
m em bers on their activities, and their recom m endations to G eneral Synod  
C hatham  2 0 0 4 .

With resp ect to the con tacts with the OCRC, the C PEU cannot report 
m uch progress. During the time sin ce  G S 2001 w e  received  two invitations, 
o n e  to the G eneral Synod  of the O CRC at C am bridge in the Fall o f 2 001 , 
w hich w e honoured in the p resen ce  of br. F. Westrik, w hile an invitation to a 
C la ss is  o f th e  O C R C  in N ob leton  cou ld  not b e honoured  d u e  to its late  
notification. A s far a s  G eneral Synod  N eerland ia’s  m andate is con cern ed , 
the task  to pursue m ore formal contact and write a  formal letter to the OCRC  
with a v iew  to pursu ing m ore official ta lks on th e  fed era tiv e  lev e l, w a s  
e x e c u te d . D u e  to  Dr. D e J o n g ’s  il ln e s s , h ow ever , a  c o p y  o f  th is letter, 
togeth er with so m e  other corresp on d en ce  for the CPEU , h as b een  lost from 
the files o f the com m ittee.

T he preparation of this CPEU Report w a s  ham pered by the illness o f its 
c o n v e n o r  a s  w ell. A s  p er S y n o d  N eer la n d ia ’s  m a n d a te , th e  report w a s  
subm itted to the C om m ittee for E cum enical R elations and Church Unity of 
the URCNA, for its perusal and feed b ack . It circulated am ong the m em bers
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o f the C PEU for confirmation o f its recom m endations. It w a s  not p ossib le , 
how ever, to d is c u ss  this report and/or form ulate formal recom m en d ation s in 
a m eeting with the counterparts o f the URCNA. D ue to various factors and  
d ev e lo p m en ts ev id en t from this report, it w a s  im possib le  a s  w ell, to com ply  
with S y n o d ’s  recom m endation  “to read d ress the m atter o f the definite tim e 
fram e for federative unity with 2 0 0 7  a s  a  p o ss ib le  target d a te .” In v iew  o f the  
ex ten t and  nature o f the p rogress reported by th e  ad h oc co m m ittees for 
C hurch  O rder, T h e o lo g ic a l E d u ca tio n , a n d  S o n g b o o k , it m ay  w e ll b e  
con clu d ed  that the tim e until 2 0 0 7  will b e n eed ed  to com p lete  the resp ective  
m an d ates g iven  to th e s e  com m ittees.

H en ce , th e  C PE U  rec o m m e n d s  that G en era l S y n o d  C hatham  2 0 0 4  
reiterates the resp ective  m an d ates o f the su b -com m ittees, the m andate of  
th e  C P E U  for th e  pu rsu it o f  e c c le s ia s t ic a l  unity w ith th e  U R C N A , th e  
m andate to continue d ia logu e with the FRCNA, and the m andate to explore  
possib ilities o f federative unity with the O CRC.

R espectfu lly  subm itted,
Rev. R. A asm an  
Dr. J. D e Jong
Rev. W. den  H ollander (tem porary secretary)
Rev. W. Slom p
Elder P. Van W oudenberg
Elder F. W estrik.

CPEU Report re Contact with the FRCNA
Mandate:

T he CPEU received  the following m andate from Synod  
N eerlandia 2001:

5. Recommendations
Synod  decide:

5 .1 . To ack n ow led ge  that the C anR C s h ave b een  received  into 
the s ta g e  of "limited contact” of the FRCNA unity gu id elin es  
at the FRCNA Synod  May, 2 0 0 0 , and thank the FRCNA for 
this initiative.

5 .2 . To receive  their d e le g a te s  at our S y n o d s and sen d  co p ie s  o f 
our A cts o f Synod  to them .

5 .3 . To continue d ia logue with the FRCNA with a v iew  to 
promoting federative unity, d iscu ssin g  w hatever  o b s ta c le s  
there m ay b e on this path.

T he FRCNA define limited con tact a s  follow s:
1. T he a tten d an ce  o f e a c h  other’s  S yn od s; visiting 

d e le g a te s  attending our S yn od  m ay b e a sk ed  
for advice;
Send ing  ea ch  other co p ie s  o f the A cts o f Synod;2 .
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3. Offering spiritual support consisting  of:
a . calling attention to ea ch  other’s  

spiritual and ecc les ia s tica l problem s 
with mutual efforts, toward Scriptural 
solutions;

b. warning ea ch  other o f spiritual 
d a n g ers w hich arise  and w hich  
sp read  and begin  to dom inate the  
church o f Christ;

c. correcting ea ch  other in love  
regarding any slacken ing  in 
con nection  with the co n fess io n  or 
practice o f “the faith o n c e  delivered  
unto the sa in ts .” (Jude 3);

4 . C o-operative activity in a r e a s  o f com m on  
responsibility, for exam ple: offering material 
support and co-operation  or consultation  with 
regard to m ission  work, theo log ica l training, and  
su ch  like.

T he FRCNA explain further:
In con n ection  with the th ree lev e ls  o f E cc lesia stica l 
F e l lo w s h ip ,  S y n o d ’s  u n d e r s t a n d in g  is  th a t  
estab lish ing  level “A” o f ecc le s ia s tica l fellow ship  with 
a n o th e r  fe d e r a t io n  in no  w a y  “m a k e s  b in d in g ” or  
“e x p e c te d ” or “n e c e ssa r y ” m oving tow ards the other  
tw o  le v e l s .  In o th e r  w o r d s , e s t a b lis h in g  “lim ited  
c o n ta c t” form  o f  fe llo w sh ip  d o e s  n ot n e c e s s a r i ly  
require m oving  to w a rd s th e  n ex t lev e l o f co n ta c t, 
w hile  it d o e s  o p en  the d oor for su c h  d e v e lo p m e n t  
under G od’s  b lessin g . Synod  s e e s  level “A” primarily 
a s  a com m unicatory level in an official and brotherly 
m anner.” (A ppendix 15 of the CPEU R eport to Synod  
N eerlandia 2 0 0 1 )

Activities

S in c e  S y n o d  N e e r la n d ia , 2 0 0 1  r e p r e s e n t a t iv e s  o f  th e  C P E U  
attended  three o f their annual general S y n o d s. S in ce  the FRCNA federation  
is quite sm all, no C lass ica l m eetin g s are held, and S ynod  is held o n c e  a  
year instead . This is usually d on e  in the month of June, in Ontario, se e in g  
that m ost o f the ch u rches are located  there.

At e a c h  o f th e  g en era l S y n o d s  w e  w ere  w arm ly w e lc o m e d  and  
g iven  a sp ec ia l p lace  on the floor reserved  for d e le g a te s .  W e w ere  a lso  
given  the opportunity e a c h  tim e to a d d ress  Synod .

Br. F. W estrik and R ev. W. B. S lom p attended  the FRCNA Synod  
h e ld  in J u n e , 2 0 0 1  a t  w h ic h  t im e  th e y  p a s s e d  on  th e  e x p r e s s io n  o f  
appreciation for the ex ten sio n  o f “limited contact”( s e e  append ix  1).
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Rev. R. A asm an  and Rev. W .B. Slom p attended  the S ynod  of June, 
2 0 0 2 . In their External R e la tio n s C om m ittee  report th e  co n ta c t with the  
C anR C  w a s  put in a positive light. H ow ever, they do  sta te , "they are not yet 
ready to con sid er  m oving tow ards federative or organic unity, w hich is the 
goal o f the C anadian R eform ed d e le g a te s” (S e e  A ppendix 2).

At their Synod  of June, 2 0 0 3 , a lso  attended  by Rev. R. A asm an  and  
Rev. W.B. Slom p, the External R elations C om m ittee reported to Synod , "we 
c o n t in u e  to  s e n s e  a la ck  o f  u n d e r s ta n d in g  o f  w h a t an  e x p e r ie n t ia l ,  
d iscr im in a tin g  m inistry sh o u ld  b e . T h is is e s p e c ia l ly  e v id e n c e d  in th e  
preach ing.” This g a v e  us so m e  reason  for concern , for w e  thought that w e  
all a g reed  that this w a s  not an accurate statem en t, esp ec ia lly  considering  
that w e  dealt ex ten siv e ly  with that a sp e c t  in our m eetin gs. W e a lso  thought 
that th is s ta te m e n t w ould  b e co rrected  on th e  floor o f S y n o d . A s sta ted  
further in our report re F R C N A  S y n o d  2 0 0 3 , "In our m e e t in g s  noth ing  
co n cre te  w a s  sta ted  a s  to  w h ere  ex a ctly  w e  lacked; on the contrary w e  
m utually  e x p r e s s e d  th a n k fu ln e ss  for th e  sim ilarity  in p r e a c h in g .” ( s e e  
append ix  3 and append ix  6).

T he " su b -com m ittee” o f th e  C PE U  (R ev. R. A a sm a n , R ev. W .B. 
S lom p  and  br. P. Van W o u d en b erg ) a ls o  m et th ree  t im e s  with th e  s u b 
com m ittee o f the External R elations com m ittee o f the FRCNA. E ach tim e w e  
m et in the A bbotsford FRCNA building.

On March 14, 2 0 0 2  w e  d ea lt with a  pap er written by R ev. P ieter  
V a n d e r M e y d e n  tit led  “H en d rik  D e C o c k ’s  V ie w  O f th e  C h u r c h .” T h e  
d isc u ss io n  w a s  fruitful in that certain  m isco n cep tio n s  about e a c h  o th er’s  
v ie w s  on  th e  church  cou ld  b e  d is c u s s e d  and  clarified . Q u e s tio n s  ab ou t  
term inology su ch  a s  visible/invisible church w ere  dea lt with. W e pointed out 
that w e  d o  not ap preciate  distinctions that are not b a sed  on Scriptures.

W e a ls o  d e a lt  with a letter from  th e  A b botsford  F R C N A  a sk in g  
a d v ic e  c o n c e r n in g  a n  i s s u e  w ith  th e  C h a th a m  C a n R C  r e g a r d in g  
an n o u n cem en ts m ad e o f th o se  w h o  withdraw th e m se lv e s  from the C anRC  
an d  w h o  w a n t to  join  th e  F R C N A . A d v ice  to  b e  p a s s e d  on  to  th e  tw o  
ch u rch es involved w a s  g iven  ( s e e  appendix  4).

W e m et o n c e  aga in  on January  15 , 2 0 0 3 . It cou ld  b e  thankfully  
reported that the is su e  o f an n ou n cem en ts w a s  reso lved  to the satisfaction  of  
all parties involved. C hatham  h a s  agreed  to ch a n g e  its wording re m em bers  
lea v in g  th e  c o n g r e g a tio n , and  th ere  is n ow  a m uch b etter  a tm o sp h e r e  
b etw een  the con sistor ies.

At this m eeting w e  a lso  dealt with a working paper prepared by the  
joint com m ittees o f the H eritage N etherlands R eform ed C hurches (HNRC), 
an d  th e  F R C N A . T h is  p a p er  m a k e s  v a r io u s  s t a te m e n ts  o f  a g r e e m e n t  
co n cern in g  S cr ip tu res and  c o n fe s s io n s .  A lthough  th e  w ording d o e s  not 
a lw ays reflect the lan gu age  o f the Scriptures and/or co n fe ss io n s , generally  
sp eak in g  there is a g reem en t b etw een  the FRCNA and C anR C  d e le g a te s  on  
the conten t o f the sta tem en ts . H ow ever, the sta tem en ts  are quite gen era l in 
conten t and can lead  to different interpretations and e m p h a s e s . D ealing with 
th e s e  s ta te m e n ts  g a v e  all o f  u s  a  g rea ter  understand ing  o f  e a c h  o th er ’s  
positions and background (S e e  appendix  5).
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To k eep  the m om entum  of the talks going w e  m et o n c e  again  on 
May 21 , 2 0 0 3 . That sa m e  even in g  a public m eeting w a s  sch ed u led  to which  
the m em bers of FRCNA and C anR C  in the F raser Valley w ere  invited. In 
our com m ittee m eeting w e  first dea lt with a p rogress report to be delivered  
that even in g  by Rev. W. W ullshleger. After so m e  minor c h a n g e s  this report 
w a s  a p p ro v ed . N ext th e  p a p ers  for th e  e v e n in g  by R ev. A a sm a n  a b o u t  
"justification” and R ev. K. G a n g er  ab ou t "sanctification” w ere  d is c u s s e d .  
T h e r e  w e r e  no  su b s ta n t ia l  d is a g r e e m e n t s  a b o u t th e  c o n te n t s  o f  th e  
s p e e c h e s , and appreciation w a s  e x p r e sse d  for both s p e e c h e s .

T he FRCNA sub -com m ittee  then p resen ted  u s with their report to 
the upcom ing S ynod  in Ju n e. T he C anR C  d e le g a te s  e x p r e ss  d isappointm ent 
about the co n c lu s io n s  drawn regarding our con tact together. T he FRCNA  
d e le g a te s  agreed  that their report d o e s  not accurately  reflect our d ea lin gs  
with e a c h  other, nor our d ifferen ces. T hey prom ised to m ake the corrections 
on the floor o f Synod , to b e held the following month.

W e a ls o  d ea lt with an article p u b lish ed  in a D utch m a g a z in e  in 
r e sp o n se  to  an editorial by R ev. R. A asm an  in th e  Clarion. It w a s  written 
a fte r  in te r v ie w s  w ith  R ev . R . A a sm a n  an d  Dr. L. B ilk e s . H o w e v e r , it 
m isrep resen ted  w hat w a s  sa id . But, it w a s  not d e e m e d  ser io u s en ou gh  to 
warrant further action (S e e  appendix  6).

A n o th e r  m e e t in g  is  s c h e d u le d  for N ov . 3 rd, to  b e  h e ld  in th e  
P rov id en ce C anR C  building at E dm onton. At that tim e w e  will d ea l, D.V., 
with Bible translations, and with a  paper o f the C anR C  dealing with the O PC  
re visible/invisible church. If anything substantial c o m e s  out o f that m eeting  
an addendum  to our report will b e subm itted.

Assessment

T he FRCNA h ave three lev e ls  o f e cc le s ia s tica l fellow ship: Limited 
Contact; Limited C orresp on d en ce and C om plete C orresp on d en ce. N one of 
th e s e  lev e ls  o f con tact w ould lead to federative unity with other R eform ed  
ch u rch es. It ap p ears that the FRCNA w ants to maintain its d istinctives and  
k eep  sep a ra te  from other R eform ed federations. O ne of the d istinctives they  
c h er ish  is " exp erien tia l p r e a c h in g ”. In our m e e t in g s  to g e th e r  w e  h a v e  
d is c u sse d  this ex ten sive ly . A lthough so m e tim e s  their term inology m ay be  
slightly different from ours, (this is a lso  partly d u e to the fact that they still 
u se  the archaic lan gu age of the KJV) there are no appreciab le d ifferences. 
W e h ave a ls o  listen ed  to e a c h  o th er’s  tap ed  serm o n s . In our m eeting  of 
February 8, 2001 w e  e x p r e sse d  appreciation for ea ch  o ther’s  serm on s, and  
both s id e s  verbally sta ted  that th o se  serm o n s could be held on ea ch  other’s  
pulpits. N ev erth e less  in their report to their last Synod  they sta ted  about the  
C anR C  that th ey  "continue to s e n s e  a lack o f understand ing  o f w h at an 
experiential, discrim inating ministry should  b e .” T hey  sta te  further, "This is 
e s p e c ia lly  e v id e n c e d  in th e  p r e a c h in g .” S in c e  th is w a s  contrary to  the  
c o n c lu s io n  w e  had  c o m e  to  to g e th e r , th e  b ro th ers p ro m ised  th at th is  
sta tem en t w ould be corrected on the floor of Synod . A las this w a s  not d on e.
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From th is it is c lea r  that th ey  still d o  h a v e  c o n c e r n s  a b o u t th is  
matter, and no doubt about other m atters a s  well, su ch  a s  our v iew  o f the  
covenant, and how  w e  a d d ress  the u n regenerate in the preaching.

For that reason w e believe that w e  would do well to continue to m eet 
together, and to attempt to deal with their concerns. W e have concerns a s  well. 
Do they fully appreciate the Lord’s  dem and for unity? To w hat exten t should  
"distinctives” play a role in keeping us sep arate?  How serious are they about 
m eaningful fellow ship with u s?  In light of their three lev e ls  o f ecc lesia s tica l  
contact, the need  for federative unity will need  to b e further explored.

T he m eetin g s in the p ast five y ea rs  h a v e  b een  fruitful in that w e  
certainly s e e  a d esire  from their part to p le a se  the Lord, and to b e faithful to  
his Word and the co n fe ss io n s . T hey appreciate  the sa m e  about u s. Although  
w e  h ave b een  apart for over o n e  hundred years, w e  still sh a re  a  com m on  
history and heritage.

W e w e r e  a l s o  a b le  to  d e a l  w ith  th e ir  c o n c e r n  a b o u t  h o w  
a n n o u n cem en ts o f w ithdraw als are an n ou n ced  in our chu rch es. T here is a 
growing appreciation for o n e  another, and it w ould b e prem ature to draw any  
con clu sion s about w hat the future might hold regarding c lo ser  contact.

A s sta ted , our m eetin g s  are a lm o st a lw a y s  in BC. S in c e  R ev. R. 
A asm an  and Rev. W.B. S lom p both live in Alberta, and s in c e  R ev. A asm an ’s  
term is about to expire, and sin ce  the church at L angley h a s  e x p r e sse d  the  
d esire  for c lo ser  contact with the FRCNA, w e  have taken the liberty to sp e a k  
to Dr. J. V issch er  w hether he would be willing to serv e  on the com m ittee. If 
appointed  by Synod , he indicated that he w ould b e willing to se r v e  in that 
capacity.

Recommendations:

1. To continue m eeting with the FRCNA with a v iew  to promoting 
federative unity, d iscu ss in g  w h atever  o b s ta c le s  th ere m ay be  
on this path.

2. To a tten d  e a c h  o th e r ’s  S y n o d s  and  s e n d  c o p ie s  o f  A c ts  o f  
Synod  to ea ch  other.

3. To appoint Dr. J. V issch er  to the com m ittee.

Appendix 1

Report on the Synod o f the Free Reformed Churches, Dundas, June 7, 2001
On T hursday June 7, 2001 brother F. W estrik and I a tten d ed  the  

Synod  of the Free R eform ed C hurches, held in D undas Ontario. T he  
invitation to attend w a s  received  on short notice, and with the wrong  
information that the s e s s io n s  would start at 9 AM in the morning and that the  
prayer serv ice  w ould be held on W ed n esd a y  even in g  at 8  PM.

W hen w e  got there on T hursday morning at 8 .3 0  AM, S yn od  w a s  
already in full sw ing. At that tim e they w ere  d iscu ssin g  the m atter o f Bible 
translations. It w a s  a lively d iscu ssio n . Currently the d ecision  is on the
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books that the King James Version only be used in the church services, and 
in all church related activities. There is a movement afoot to change that. 
Younger people are beginning to use more recent translations, and address 
God as "you” rather than "Thou” and "Thee”. It was in good to hear the 
various arguments put forth by the various brothers, and to observe the 
brotherly way in which this was done.

During the course of the morning brother Westrik and I were 
introduced as representatives from the Canadian Reformed Churches and, 
along with a representative from the URCNA, were invited to be seated 
behind the moderamen. Before lunch I was given the opportunity to address 
(which is attached to this report) the assembly. Their report on External 
Relations was also tabled and dealt with briefly. Only a few questions were 
asked, one of which was directed to me. I was asked whether or not their 
extension of "limited contact” had been reciprocated by the Canadian 
Reformed Churches. I explained to them that we do not have the same 
rules for contact with other churches, but, as I also mentioned in my address 
to them, that their extension of "limited contact” had been thankfully 
received by Synod Neerlandia.

During the afternoon several committee reports were dealt with. The 
ad hoc committee report dealing with the Internet came with a pastoral letter to 
the churches concerning the use and abuse of the Internet. I believe that we 
would do well to also publish that report in the C la rio n , for it gives excellent 
information and warnings to the people about the dangers of the Internet.

Brother Westrik and I were well received by the brothers. During 
lunch and coffee break we were able to interact with various members of the 
Synod, and to speak to them about some of the differences that currently 
separate us. I was also able to reacquaint myself with some of my former 
fellow students who are now ministers in the Free Reformed Churches. It 
was especially good to meet Rev. Herfst once again who is about to retire 
from the mission field. He spoke in the afternoon about his work as 
missionary. He spoke about it passionately, and showed in his address to 
Synod his love for the Lord, and for the proclamation of God’s word amongst 
the heathens.

From our contact with the various Free Reformed brothers during 
Synod, it once again became obvious that their view of the church is 
different than ours. They do not see that it is a sin that true churches exist 
beside each other in the same location and that it is necessary to merge 
with another federation. And so, they do not see unity in the same way as 
we do. Therefore continued dialogue will be necessary, not only in the 
West, but also in the East.

It was wonderful to see, however, how committed these brothers 
are to the Reformed faith, and what a love they have for the Lord. I am 
looking forward to further contact with the Free Reformed Churches in the 
hope that we will come to a better understanding of each other’s decisions, 
and in the hope that in the end we may truly become one.

For the committee,
Bill Slomp
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Appendix 2
Report of the delegates of the 

Committee for the Promotion of Ecclesiastical Unity 
to Synod 2002 of the 

Free Reformed Churches of North America

By W.B. Slomp 

Introduction

The Free Reformed Churches (FRCNA), in their Synod of 2000, 
extended to the Canadian Reformed Churches (CanRC) “limited contact”. 
This means that we are officially invited to their Synods, and that we also 
receive their Acts of Synod. Because this federation is relatively small, there 
are no Classes, instead the FRCNA hold a Synod every year, where every 
church is represented by two delegates. This year the Synod was held in 
Vineland, Ont., from June 4-11.

Dr. J. DeJong, who was there on behalf of the committee for the 
evening prayer service, reports that this service was led by Rev. K. Gangar 
(Bellevue, WA), who preached on Rev. 2:1-7. He urged the delegates of 
Synod to work together in love. Rev. Gangar also expressed the hope that 
the proceedings of this Synod would be characterized by a spirit of love in 
dealing with all the issues before it. Rev. G. R. Procee (Hamilton, Ont.) was 
elected as chairman.

The following day, Wednesday June 5, 2002, Rev. R. Aasman and I, 
having flown in the previous day from Edmonton, also attended. We were 
there the following day as well, and flew home early Friday morning. We 
were warmly welcomed and were officially seated as observers. During 
these two days the various committee reports were tabled and discussed.

External Relations

This committee reported on its various activities during the year. It is 
the custom in the FRCNA, at the request of a local church, to have the 
committee approve ministers from outside their federation to preach in their 
churches. In order to be approved such a minister has to submit himself to a 
Colloquium Doctum (examination). Two ministers from the Heritage 
Netherlands Reformed Congregations (HNRC), and one minister from an 
independent church in Lethbridge were given permission to preach. Nine 
others had their preaching privileges renewed for another year. These 
actions were approved by the Synod.

The FRCNA continues to forge closer ties with the HNRC. They 
have nearly completed a joint statement on Reformed Doctrines, and are 
encouraging closer contacts at the consistorial and congregational level.

The committee also reported on its contacts with other federations 
of churches. Of interest to us is their contact with the United Reformed 
Churches of North America (URCNA). They had one meeting with them in 
the past year wherein they discussed “the Appropriation of Salvation”. It
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appears that they differ somewhat on this point, and thus further discussion 
is needed.

During the course of Synod Rev. H. Zekfeld, representative from the 
URCNA, was given the opportunity to address the brothers. He spoke 
eloquently about their common heritage and of the need for unity. His words 
were well received.

In the report a positive account was given concerning the contact 
with the Canadian Reformed Churches. The report does state, however, that 
they “are not yet ready to consider moving towards federative or organic 
unity, which is the goal of the Canadian Reformed delegates.” The report 
also states that there are “different emphases in our churches, we on the 
true Christian, and they on the true church.”

Rev. R. Aasman, when he was given the opportunity to address 
Synod on behalf of the CanRC, addressed some of these issues (see his 
address in this issue). Dr. L.W. Bilkes (Abbotsford, B.C.) responded warmly, 
but reiterated that the FRCNA is not ready to pursue federative unity as 
vigorously as we might like.

Theological Education

The students for ministry are currently being trained in the Puritan 
Reformed Theological Seminary. This seminary was established a few years 
ago by the HNRC. At this point the seminary has two full-time professors, 
one from the HNRC, and the other, Dr. G.M. Bilkes (son of Dr L.W. Bilkes), 
from the FRCNA. Also ministers from the respective churches take turns to 
lecture. The agreement with the HNRC is that the FRCNA will have a 
teaching input of around 45%.

During the course of Synod dr. G.M. Bilkes was officially appointed 
as professor. However, since he is not an ordained a minister, he will not be 
allowed to preach.

Candidate Eric Moerdyk presented himself to Synod with a view to 
being declared eligible for call. This bother, after having finished his studies 
in Canada (he also had a year of training at our College) went to The 
Netherlands to obtain his “d o c to ra n d u s "  title from the Theological University 
of the C h ris te li jk e  G e re fo rm e e rd e  K e rk e n  in Nederland. He was first 
examined by the Theological Education Committee before Synod was 
convened. Having successfully passed that exam, he was also examined on 
the floor of Synod. This C o llo q u iu m  D o c tu m  took about half an hour, and 
concentrated on “his personal sense of call and fear of the Lord as well as 
views on the doctrines of God’s Word.” To give him time to complete his 
studies, he will be not be eligible for call until Nov. 1, 2002.

Bible Translation

The Ad-Hoc Bible Translation Committee was given the mandate to 
investigate and evaluate the NKJV, and to consider updating, in consultation 
with others, the current KJV. The committee sent letters to “all 
denominations and Christian leaders in the Anglo-Saxon world that ... might
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b e willing to support th is en d ea v o u r .” S o m e  n eg a tiv e  and s o m e  p ositive  
r e sp o n se s  w ere  received . O ther re sp o n se s  are still being aw aited . From the 
d iscu ssio n  on the floor of Synod  it b eca m e  apparent that the NKJV w a s  not 
to be preferred by so m e  b e c a u se  it u s e s  "you” instead of "Thee and "Thou” 
a s  a personal pronoun for G od.

T he is su e  concern ing Bible translations is quite a  con ten tious o n e  in 
th e  FR C NA . S o m e  ch u r c h e s  s ta te d  that th ey  w ould  no lo n g er  w ait for 
Synod  to act and that they would g o  on their ow n and u se  the NKJV in the  
w orship serv ice s . T hey e x p r e sse d  the frustration so m e  young p eop le  fee l in 
having to u se  th e  arch a ic  la n g u a g e  o f KJV, and  cite  th is a s  o n e  o f the  
rea so n s  so m e  young p eop le  are leaving the church. T he chairm an urged the 
d e le g a te s  to be patient and not act to unilaterally.

Other Reports

Synod  dealt with various other com m ittee reports, dealing with 
E vangelism , F inance, Foreign and H om e M issions, Publications, T heological 
Student Fund, and Youth and Education. It dea lt m ost ex ten sive ly  with 
Church Visitors R eports and Church R eports. It w a s  g ood  to hear th e s e  
reports, for it g a v e  us a flavour of w hat lives in the ch u rch es. T h ey  are  
struggling with m any of the sa m e  is s u e s  a s  w e  do.

Conclusion

W e h ave no doubt that the FRC NA  w a n ts to b e faithful to G od ’s  
Word, a s  it is sum m arized  in the E cum enical C reed s and the T hree Form s of 
Unity. It w a s  a p leasu re  to b e in their m idst and to ex p er ien ce  the hand of  
fellow ship . It w a s  ev id en t in m any w a y s that w e  sh a re  a com m on heritage  
and thus w e  felt a  c lo s e  bond with them .

T here are notable d ifferen ces, how ever. T h ey  like to maintain the  
archaic lan gu age o f the p ast in their w orship se r v ic e s , a s  ev id en ced  by their 
u s e  o f  th e  KJV, a n d  o ld  t r a n s la t io n s  o f  th e  c o n f e s s io n s .  T h e y  a ls o  
e m p h a s iz e  exp erientia l preach in g , w hich  th ey  claim  is different from our  
p r e a c h in g . T h ey  a re  o f  th e  o p in io n  th a t w e  ten d  to w a r d s  c o v e n a n ta l  
autom atism  in the p reach ing . T h e se  is s u e s  h a v e  b een  d is c u s s e d  on the  
com m ittee level, and will continue to be d is c u sse d . On the com m ittee level, 
how ever, w e  h ave co m e to the conclusion , after having ex ch a n g ed  serm on  
ta p es , that our preaching is in reality not m uch different from theirs.

T h e  F R C N A  h a s  s o m e w h a t  o f  a  d ifferen t v ie w  o f  th e  ch u rch . 
W h e r e a s  th ey  read ily  will h a v e  m in isters  from  o th er  c h u r c h e s  on their  
pulpits, they  n ev er th e le ss  jea lou sly  guard their d esire  to remain a distinct 
federation of ch urches. T h e se  is su e s  will a lso  continue to be d isc u sse d .

It w a s  a privilege for us to represen t the C anR C  at the Synod  of the 
F R C N A . T h ere  is m uch  w e  ca n  learn  from  a n o th e r  a s  w e  s tr u g g le  to  
maintain the truth. May the Lord b le ss  the contact b etw een  the C anR C  and  
the FRCNA.
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Appendix 3
Report of the delegates of the 

Committee for the Promotion of Ecclesiastical Unity 
to Synod 2003 of the 

Free Reformed Churches of North America

By R. A asm an  and W .B. S lom p

Introduction

On Ju n e 10-13 , 2 0 0 3  the F ree R eform ed C hurches (FRCNA), held  
their annual S yn od  in Hamilton, Ontario. Rev. R. A asm an  and  I w ere  both 
d e le g a t e d  by th e  C o m m ittee  for th e  P rom otion  o f  E c c le s ia s t ic a l U nity  
(C PE U ) to attend.

In th e  e v e n in g , on  J u n e  th e  1 0 th R ev. C . P ronk  led  th e  prayer  
se r v ic e  b e fo re  th e  start o f  S y n o d . H e p r e a c h e d  on  H eb rew s 7: 2 5 . H e  
exhorted  the brothers to take a  hum ble attitude before G od, and in s o  doing  
to  reflect on  th e  fact that everyth ing is not perfect in th e  F ree  R eform ed  
C hurches. He e x p r e sse d  thanks for the in tercessory  work o f the Lord J e s u s  
Christ, without w hich they  a s  ch u rch es could not exist.

After th e  prayer se r v ic e  co ffe e  and  refresh m en ts w ere  ser v e d . It 
w a s  a tim e for fellow ship  and an opportunity to renew  a cq u a in ta n ces. That 
sa m e  even in g  Synod  m et to e lec t the ex ecu tiv e  o f C la ss is .

Examinations

T he follow ing d ay  the brothers L.J. B ilkes, and D.H. K ranendonk  
w ere  exam in ed  with a v iew  to candidacy. It w a s  a thorough exam ination , 
taking m ost o f the day. T he brothers took turns preaching on tex ts a ss ig n ed  
to  them  (John 12:32  and 1 Tim. 1: 15 resp .). T hey thoroughly dealt with the  
text, and it w a s  a p leasure listening to them . After a critique o f the serm on s, 
they  w ere  exam in ed  in the area  o f H om iletics (the art o f preaching), Old and  
N ew  T estam ent know ledge, D ogm atics and the Church Order. After this, in 
c lo sed  s e s s io n , they  w ere  exam in ed  with resp ect to their spiritual life and  
internal call to the ministry. By secre t ballot both brothers w ere  a ccep ted  to 
th e  ministry. T h ey  then  s ig n e d  th e  Form o f Su b scrip tion , and  th ey  w ere  
handed  the formal credentia ls, authorizing them  to minister in the FRCNA.

Bible Translation
T hroughout the w eek  o f Synod  the m atter o f Bible translation w a s  

d isc u sse d . This con tin u es to b e a conten tious is su e . T he recom m endation  
by the A d-H oc Translation C om m ittee to do  a low -grade revision o f the King 
J a m e s  V ersion  (KJV) w a s  q u estio n ed  by various d e le g a te s . S u ch  a “low- 
g r a d e ” translation  w ou ld  c o n s is t  o f  co o p era tin g  with o th er  c o n se r v a t iv e  
ch u rch es in m odernizing the lan gu age  o f the KJV. A rchaic w ords w ould be  
r e p la c e d  w ith  c o n te m p o r a r y  o n e s ,  an d  m o d ern  sp e l l in g  an d  m o d ern
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capitalization would be u sed . Various d e le g a te s  w anted  to know w hether or 
not the revision  o f la n g u a g e  w ould b e d o n e  on the b a s is  o f th e  original 
la n g u a g es , or on the b a sis  o f the King J a m e s  text itself. Furthermore, the  
criticism w a s  g iven  that they w ould be o n e  of the only ch u rch es using su ch  a 
translation , and  that th ey  w ould in th is w ay  iso la te  th e m s e lv e s  from the  
Christian com m unity. Although the com m ittee criticized the translation of the  
N ew  King J a m e s  Version (NKJV), various d e le g a te s  sta ted  that that w ould  
be their translation of ch o ice . In the end  the d ecision  w a s  m ad e to urge the  
C o m m ittee  to c o n tin u e  with its s tu d ie s ,  and  in th e  m e a n tim e  to  a llow  
freedom  to the con sistor ies  to u se  the NKJV in all church activities, w h erea s  
in broader a ss e m b lie s  the KJV will continue to b e u sed .

External relations

T h e E xtern a l R e la t io n s  ta b le d  its report, w h ich  req u ired  little 
d iscu ssio n . T here w ere  various d e le g a te s  from other ch u rch es presen t. Rev.
B. d e  Graaf w a s  there to represen t the sister  ch u rch es in T he N etherlands. 
He noted that in T he N etherlands there w a s  a great influence from the world 
on the church, and that that brings with it m any ch a llen g es .

On behalf o f the C anadian R eform ed C hurches R ev. W .B. S lom p  
w a s  a lso  given  the opportunity to sp ea k . H e g a v e  them  an overview  o f the  
w orkings and structure o f the C anadian R eform ed C hurches. H e p a ss e d  on  
g ree tin g s  from the C anR C  and  told them  that R ev. A asm an  and h e w ere  
b oth  im p r e s s e d  w ith  th e  t h o r o u g h n e s s  o f  th e  e x a m in a t io n s  o f  th e  
can d id ates, and o f the FRCNA’s  ob v iou s love for the truth o f the Scriptures, 
and the c o n fe s s io n s . W e sh a re  the s a m e  faith and  for that reason  w e  a s  
federations of ch u rch es ought not to ex is t apart.

Rev. John B ouw ers o f the URC, Rev. W. S co tt o f the Free Church of 
S c o tla n d  (c o n tin u in g ) , R ev . M. K eld erm a n  o f  th e  H e r ita g e  R e fo rm ed  
C on grega tion s , and R ev. M. L uim es o f  the O rthodox Christian R eform ed  
C hurches a lso  sp o k e  on behalf o f their churches.

Conclusion

W e a s  d e le g a te s  appreciate  the con tact w e  h ave had with the  
FRCNA in the last few  years. W e are c lo se  in m any w a y s. H ow ever there  
rem ains a barrier that is difficult to break dow n. T he FRCNA a p p ea rs intent 
on maintaining its "distinctives”, and they b eco m e  so m ew h a t nervous w hen  
there is any talk of unity with us. For exam p le , ev en  though in com m ittee w e  
dealt ex ten sive ly  with experiential preaching, the charge con tin u es to be 
m ade that w e  do  not understand w hat a correct ministry in that regard is all 
about. This, to our surprise, w a s  ev en  sta ted  to Synod  in the report o f the 
external relations com m ittee w hen  they reported, " ...w e continue to s e n s e  a 
lack of understanding of w hat an experiential, discriminating ministry should  
be. This is esp ec ia lly  ev id en ced  in the preach ing.” In our m eetin gs nothing 
con crete  w a s  stated  a s  to w here exactly  w e  lacked; on the contrary w e  
mutually e x p ressed  thankfu lness for the similarity in preaching.
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Let u s h op e and pray that in sp ite  o f this our con tact will bear fruit. 
A s it is w e  now  h ave  w hat they  call “limited contact” with them . This is an 
official declaration on their part that w e  attend e a c h  o ther’s  S y n o d s, that w e  
e x c h a n g e  co p ie s  o f the A c ts  o f  S y n o d , and that w e  offer spiritual support to  
o n e  another. Let u s continue to d o  so .

Appendix 4

Report of meeting between the sub-committee of the Canadian 
Reformed Churches and of the Free Reformed Churches. The meeting 
was held on Thursday, March 14, 2002, from 10:00 a.m. till 3:15 p.m. in 
the Abbotsford Free Reformed Church.

P resen t w ere the R ev s. Bill S lom p and Richard A asm an  with br. P eter  
V anW oudenberg from the C anadian R eform ed C hurches (C anR C ), and the  
R evs. L aw rence Bilkes, Kuldip Gangar, H ans Overduin and Wim  
W ullsch legerfrom  the Free R eform ed C hurches (FRCNA).

1. T he m eeting w a s  presided  by Rev. W.B. Slom p, w h o  led u s in open ing  
d evotion s. W e sa n g  togeth er P sa lter 238 , after w hich chairm an read I P eter  
1 :13-25, and sp o k e  a few  edifying w ords. He then led u s in prayer.

2. Our first point w a s  to s e t  an a g en d a  for the day. It w a s  d ec id ed  to d is c u ss  
the following topics: 1. Synod  reports concern ing our con tacts  a s  churches,
2. A paper written by Rev. P ieter V anderM eyden titled “Hendrik D eC ock ’s  
V iew  Of the C hurch,” 3. A letter from the C hatham  consistory, 4 . A topic for 
our next m eeting. [During lunchtime, from noon until 1:30 p.m ., w e  had 
a ss e n te d  to having a m eeting with the board o f Eirana Support S erv ice s  to  
g ive  our input on the future of this organization.

3. T he C anR C  have basically  a ccep ted  our offer for limited contact at their 
Synod  2001 in N eerlandia. R ev. A asm an  pointed out that w e  should  
understand that w e  are working toward organic unity, should  everything be  
b le s se d . T he FRCNA Synod  (A cts o f Syn od , 2 0 0 1 , p a g e  19 and 4 0 ) d ecid ed  
to  instruct the com m ittee to continue d iscu ss io n s  with the C anR C . S in ce  
e a c h  church is having con tacts with other ch urches, the d esire  is e x p ressed  
to  let e a c h  other know  w hat our third-party con tacts are. 4 *

4 . Opportunity w a s  g iven  to ea ch  m em ber to g ive  a  personal im pression  of 
the paper written by R ev. V anderM eyden on ‘Hendrick D eC ock ’s  V iew  o f the
C hurch.’ Overall appreciation w a s  e x p ressed  for this fine p iece  o f work. A  
sum m ary o f com m en ts that w ere  m ade: R ev. A asm an  a sk ed  for so m e  
clarification o f D eC ock ’s  statem en t, “N e ith e r  d o  I  e v e r  p re s e n t th e  s a m e  d u ty  
to  a ll, b u t  to  s o m e  I d e c la re  th a t  th e y  o u g h t to  e x a m in e  th e m s e lv e s  a n d  a s  
th e y  h a v e  re c e iv e d  th e  L o rd  J e s u s  C h ris t, th a t  th e y  a ls o  w a lk  in  H im ; w h ile  
to  o th e rs  I  d e c la re  a n d  p re a c h  th a t, u n le s s  th e y  re p e n t a n d  tu rn  to  th e  L o rd  
f ro m  th e ir  d e a d  w o rk s , th e y  w il l  b e  fo re v e r  lo s t, a n d  th a t  th e ir  c o n d e m n a t io n
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w ill  b e  w o rs e  th a n  th a t o f  T yre  a n d  S id o n ”  (p .2 7 ). R ep on se: D eC ock  m ea n s  
the sa m e  a s  w hat the H eidelberg C atech ism  s a y s  in Lord’s  D ay 31 about the  
k eys o f the Kingdom o f h eaven , e sp . in Q/A 8 4  on the preaching o f the  
G o sp el. Rev. Overduin a sk ed  if the C anR C  em p h a s ize  m ore the m arks of 
the true church, w h erea s  the FRCNA em p h a s ize  m ore the m arks o f the true 
Christian. R ep o n se : the C anR C  a lso  warn a g a in st com p lacen cy  and d ead  
orthodoxy. R ev. W ullsch leger a sk ed  how  the C anR C  va lu e the distinction  
m ad e b etw een  visib le and invisible church. T he C anR C  do not appreciate  
distinctions that are not b a sed  on Scripture. R ev. G angar a sk ed  if the  
C anR C  m ake a distinction b etw een  rep en tan ce th e  first tim e and repen tan ce  
by renew al. Should  an applicant for co n fess io n  o f faith b e turned dow n, if he  
can n ot sp e a k  o f conviction o f sin ?  And if so m e o n e  h a s  grown up in the  
church and n ever  d o n e  anything bad, how  w ould w e  respond  to that?  
R esp o n se : s o m e  d o  fear  the Lord from their youth, and cannot sp ea k  o f a 
co n sc io u s  turning point in their life. It w a s  a lso  noted that the C anR C  warn 
all the tim e a ga in st coven an ta l autom atism . R ev. Bilkes pointed out that the  
B elgic C on fession  sp e a k s  in a  different w ay  about regeneration  than the  
C an on s o f Dort do. T he B elgic understands it a s  a  life long p rocess , 
w h erea s  the C an on s o f Dort em p h a s ize  it a s  the beginning o f spiritual life. 
R ev. Bilkes further could not e s c a p e  the conclusion  that in 18 3 4  the C anRC  
and the FRCNA w ere  in o n e  church.

5. A letter w a s  on the table from the C hatham  FRCNA, ask ing the External 
R elations C om m ittee for ad v ice  on an is su e  with the C hatham  C anR C . T he  
letter is p a sse d  on to our su b -com m ittee. T he is su e  relates to the  
an n ou n cem en t m ade in the C hatham  C anR C  re m em bers that lea v e  their 
congregation  for another church. T he p erson s are an n ou n ced  a s  having 
withdrawn th e m se lv e s  ‘f ro m  th e  s u p e rv is io n  a n d  d is c ip lin e  o f  th e  C h u rc h  o f  
o u r  L o rd  J e s u s  C h r is t h e re  a t  th is  p la c e . ”  In a further explanation  this 
consistory  exp la in s his an n ou n cem en t a s  follow s: “If w e  have no sister- 
church relation with the com m unity to w hich the m em ber is going, our only  
conclusion  can be this: that this m em ber h as broken with the Church o f our 
Lord J e s u s  Christ.” This is su e  re church m em bership  h as clouded  the  
d isc u ss io n s  b etw een  both con sistor ies  to su ch  an ex ten t that the FRCNA  
consistory  con sid ers terminating further d iscu ss io n s . T he C anR C  brothers 
do not like this sta tem en t b e c a u se  it is o p en  to m isunderstanding. It would  
be better to state: ‘withdrawn from the supervision  and discipline o f the 
E b en ezer  C anR C .’At the sa m e  tim e the brothers do  recom m end the 
FRCNA consistory  of Chatham  to continue their talks. T he FRCNA h as to 
‘e d u c a te ’ the C anR C . T he C anR C  are a lso  struggling with th e s e  is su e s . 6

6. Our next m eeting is sch ed u led  for Thursday, S ep tem b er  26 . T he even in g  
prior to this m eeting w e  are planning to h ave a public m eeting again . This 
public m eeting will be organized  by the A bbotsford FRCNA. S p ea k ers  are  
the R evs. A asm an  and Gangar. S in ce  w e  could not se ttle  on a topic or 
m e s sa g e , w e  a sk ed  the brothers to d is c u ss  this betw een  them  two. A s to the 
su b -com m ittee  m eeting on S ep tem b er  26 , Rev. Bilkes will prepare a paper
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stating the points w e  h ave in com m on with the C anR C  (similar to w hat the  
H NRC-FRCNA su b -com m ittee h as prepared), a s  a  starting point for our  
d iscu ssion .

7. A s a m isce lla n eo u s item, the C anR C  brothers from Alberta ask ed  if the  
FRCNA can sh are  the c o s ts  o f their traveling next tim e. Up to now  the  
C anR C  h ave paid for their traveling e x p e n s e s . T he FRCNA are a sk ed  to pay  
the airfare next time, w hich w ould am ount to about $ 4 0 0 . This is ag reed .

8. Rev. W ullsch leger c lo sed  the m eeting with thanksgiving and prayer. 

Prepared and subm itted by Rev. J. W. W ullsch leger

Appendix 5

Minutes of meeting CanRC and FRCNA delegates in Abbotsford 
FRCNA on Wednesday, January 15, 2003 from 10:45 a.m. till 4:15 p.m.

P resen t are the R evs. Richard A asm an , L aw rence Bilkes, Kuldip Gangar, 
H ans Overduin, Bill S lom p, Wim W ullschleger, and e ld er  P ieter  
V anW oudenberg. 1

1. Opening.
Rev. G angar p resid es the m eeting. He o p e n s  the m eeting with Scripture 
reading Mark 5:1-20, the healing of the d e m o n -p o sse s s e d  m an, and lead s  
us in open ing  prayer. He m ed itates on this p a s s a g e , e sp . the v e r s e s  17 and  
18. In th e s e  v e r se s  two prayers are d on e . T he o n e  is for J e s u s ’ departure, 
the other by the e x -d e m o n -p o sse s se d  man to follow J e s u s  on His journeys. 
S in ce  J e s u s  w a s  no longer w e lco m e in G adara, he might h ave  felt a lso  
u n w elcom e in his own country. J e su s , how ever, d o e s  not allow  him to follow  
Him. He m ust tell his fe llow -citizens w hat great w orks the Lord h as d o n e  to 
him. A s su b -com m ittees w e  are a lso  doing things that do  not lie in the line 
of expectation  or our own ch o ice . But the Lord ca lls us a lso  to sp e a k  
togeth er a s  ch u rch es o f R eform ed p ersuasion .

2. Agenda.
T he a g en d a  is s e t  for this m eeting: 1. U pdate on Chatham  F R C N A -  
CanRC; 2. H NRC-FRCNA d iscu ssio n  paper. T he latter will be the bulk of 
the m eeting. W e will a lso  d isc u ss  the merit o f having our d iscu ss io n s .

3. Chatham.
Rev. R. A asm an  reports that there is a  much better a tm osp h ere  betw een  the 
con sistor ies. T he C hatham  C anR C  h as ch an ged  its wording re m em bers  
leaving the congregation .

4. HNRC-FRCNA discussion paper.
W e g o  over  all the paragraphs. S o m e  do  not n eed  d iscu ssion , b e c a u se  the 
brothers a g ree  upon them . O thers are d isc u sse d  ex tensively . T he C anRC
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d o  object to the wording o f so m e  paragraphs, and w ould like that to b e m ore  
in line with Scripture, co n fe ss io n  and our liturgical form s. Yet, they  d o  a g ree  
with all that is sa id  a s  to its con ten ts and m eaning. T hey understand the  
different background o f the HNRC, and the term inology u sed  in their 
ch u rch es, with w hich they  are quite unfamiliar. T he FRCNA d isc u sse d  and  
adopted  this paper on ERC level. T h ey  a lso  co m e  up with so m e  
im provem ents. With s o m e  c h a n g e s  this paper can  b e adopted  a s  an  
agreem en t b etw een  our both su b -com m ittees. Footnote: this paper d o e s  
not h ave extra-creedal sta tu s, but h a s  functioned a s  a  d iscu ssio n  paper.
T he following item s are d iscu ssed :

• (1e. SCRIPTURES) T he C anR C  produced an ex ten s iv e  report on  
Bible Translation, dealing with textual is su e s . T ranslations that are 
recom m en d ed  in their ch u rch es are the NIV, NKJV (including the  
KJV), and the NASB.

• (2a. CONFESSIONS) O n e o f the FRCNA brothers rem arks that it is 
a  strength o f the C anR C  that they  are con fession a lly  m inded. A  
d iscu ssio n  fo llow s on available publications in the area  o f our 
R eform ed creed s , both in the Dutch and English lan gu age.

• (2b.) W hile it is agreed  that the W estm inster S tandards concur with 
the T hree Form s o f Unity, so m e  o f the d ifferen ces are pointed out. 
T he main d ifferen ces concern  the v iew  on the C oven an t (two  
v ersu s  three coven an t view ), a ssu ra n ce  o f faith, the Sabbath , and  
the relationship b etw een  visib le and invisible church

• (3a. CREATION) T he C anR C  brothers m ake so m e  objection to the  
wording ‘2 4  hour’ d a y s. T he m eaning, how ever, is clear and  
agreed  upon. God created  h eaven  and earth in six  regular d ays, 
not in periods of th ou san d s or m aybe millions of years. T he matter 
of creation is not an is su e  in either ch urches.

• (4c. COVENANT OF GRACE) It is understood that this fights 
aga in st the doctrine of presum ptive regeneration . A question  
ar ises  on children that d ie in their infancy. This point d o e s  not 
intend to take aw ay  from w hat the C an on s of Dort c o n fe s s  in I, 17.

• (4d.) T he C anR C  do h ave difficulty with the formulation "There are 
tw o kinds of C oven an t children.” T hey a g ree  with the intent: You 
can be in the coven an t in tw o w ays, in a non-saving w ay and in a 
sav in g  way. S u g g e ste d  formulation w ould be som eth ing  like, "We 
b elieve  that all C oven an t children are sanctified  in Christ, but they  
m ust be nurtured in the Christian faith and g o d lin ess , that they m ay  
co m e to faith in Christ and grow  in faith.” [C an the CanRC confirm  
the ir position? JW W ]

• (4f.) T here is so m e  unclarity on the term "administration.” Is it to 
be understood a s  the eco n o m y  or d isp en sation  of the coven an t in 
both Old and N ew  T estam ent? Or d o e s  it relate to the preaching of 
the G osp el and the offer of grace?

• (4g.) O ne of the FRCNA brothers w on d ers if not after ‘hypocrites’ 
should be a colon . T he presum ptuous, self-righ teous, e tc . are a 
further specification  of ‘hypocrites’.
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(5a. PROFESSION OF FAITH) T he C anR C  brothers q u estion  w hat 
is the point o f saying: P rofession  o f faith should  b e o f a  true faith. 
T he FRCNA brothers explain the point. It is directed aga in st  
“C on fession  o f the truth.” This v iew  is predom inant in the NRC, 
w here so m e o n e  can  m ake co n fess io n  o f faith without professing  at 
the sa m e  tim e personal faith in Christ. It w ould b e better to rep lace  
‘true’ faith by ‘living’ faith. T rue faith’ can  still b e interpreted  
objectively.
(5b.) A d d r e sse s  the Labadist v iew  o f a  pure congregation  o f only  
regen erate  p erson s .
(5d.) T he relationship b etw een  profession  o f faith and the Lord’s  
Sup p er should  b e e x p r e sse d  stronger. It w ould b e m ore in line 
with our R eform ed fathers to say, “Making co n fess io n  o f faith is 
asking a c c e s s  to the Lord’s  T able.” It is agreed  that the  
relationship b etw een  both is not an autom atic o n e .
(6b. PREACHING) It w ould b e m ore co n fess io n a l to sp e a k  about 
“the know ledge  o f guilt, g ra ce  and gratitude” instead  o f “the  
experience" o f  them . It is agreed  that ‘k n ow led ge’ in a biblical 
s e n s e  includes ‘ex p er ie n c e .’ H ead know ledge and heart 
know ledge are tw o a sp e c ts  o f sav in g  know ledge. Rev. Bilkes: ‘Y ou  
can only properly appreciate  the S e co n d  R eform ation if you  
appreciate  the First R eform ation. You can  only properly appreciate  
the ‘e x p er ie n c e ’ part if you appreciate  ‘k n ow led ge’.” It is a lso  noted  
that it w ould be g ood  to m ake explicit referen ce to our Doctrinal 
Standards.
(6c.) R eferen ce  could be m ade to the C an on s o f Dort, lll/IV, 8.
(7d. REGENERATION) R eferen ce  could be m ade to the ca n o n s  of 
Dort, lll/IV, 12, “W hereupon the will thus renew ed  is not only  
actuated  and influenced by G od, but in c o n se q u e n c e  of this 
influence, b e c o m e s  itself active. W herefore a lso , man is h im self 
rightly said  to b elieve and repent, by virtue o f that grace  rece ived .” 
T he C anR C  a sk  for so u r c e s  on the subject o f regeneration. 
R ecom m en d ed : S . F erguson , T he Christian Life”; Th. W atson, 
“R ep en ta n ce”; J.C . Ryle, “H o lin ess,” and so m e  others.
(8b. JUSTIFICATION) S u g g e ste d  ch an ge: “the r ig h teo u sn ess of 
Christ is im puted to the believers."
(8c.) A further d iscu ssio n  d ev e lo p s  on the w ords “o n e  tim e” in: 
“Justification is a  one time  a ct o f God declaring the sinner  
righteous, e tc .” A ccording to the CanRC, justification is a  daily 
p ro cess . W e are justified o n ce  and daily, a s  often a s  w e  c o n fe s s  
our s in s . T he FRCNA fear that su ch  a v iew  w ould take aw ay  from 
the justification w e  receive  o n c e  w e  b elieve . Scripture d o e s  not 
sp e a k  about this a s  a  repeated  act. T he C anR C  refer to the  
H eidelberg C atech ism  Lord’s  D ay 51, Q/A 126, “be p lea sed  for the 
sa k e  of Christ’s  blood, not to im pute  to us poor sin n ers our 
tra n sg r e ss io n s ...” This is a  daily prayer for fo rg iv en ess . It is 
agreed  that w e  will d is c u ss  this point further at a  later date.*
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• (9c. CHRIST’S ATONEMENT) T he term ‘general g ra ce ’ -  just a s
‘com m on g ra ce ’ -  is not biblical lan gu age. Scripture sp e a k s  about 
grace  only in o n e  w ay. It would be better to sp e a k  here of the 
b en ev o len ce  of G od, or his k indness or g o o d n e ss . ‘G race’ in 
Scripture is redeem ing grace , and lea d s to salvation .

• (12b. WORSHIP) It is too  strongly e x p ressed  that Scripture
‘m a n d a tes’ the singing of only the P sa lm s in the w orship serv ices .

• (14. REVIVALS) This is a  good  point. Is the term ‘R evival’ a
technical term o r a  lo o se  term ? R eferen ce  is m ade to Ian Murray’s  
book R e v iv a l a n d  R e v iv a lis m : T h e  M a k in g  a n d  M a r r in g  o f  A m e r ic a n  
E v a n g e lic a lis m  1 7 5 0 -1 8 5 8 .

• (16. UNITY) At this point the d iscu ssion  cen ters on w here w e  are
going . Different op in ions are ex p ressed : "Would it not be en ou gh  
to ‘e x p r e s s ’ unity, rather than seek in g  to be under o n e  roof?” “W e 
got to do  the on e , but not to n eg lect the other.” “Let u s s e t  out 
param eters how  w e  can function a s  chu rch es, m aybe not a s  o n e  
federation .” “If you are not ready to h ave  unity, take tim e.”

5. Next meeting.
W e s e t  the d ate for the next m eeting: May 2 1 . W e m eet at 11 :00 a .m . A 
public m eeting is sch ed u led  for the even in g  in the A bbotsford FRCNA [?]. 
Rev. W ullsch leger will g ive  a progress report. T he R ev s. A asm an  and  
G angar will sp e a k  on respectively  Justification and Sanctification. T he time 
allotted for ea ch  sp e e c h  is 2 5  m inutes. T he m eeting should  last about o n e  
hour and a half.

6. Closing
Rev. A asm an  c lo s e s  the m eeting with thanksgiving and prayer.

T he m eeting is adjourned around 4 :15  p.m.

P re p a re d  b y  p a s to r  W im  W u lls c h le g e r

Appendix 6

Minutes of meeting CanRC and FRCNA delegates in Abbotsford 
FRCNA, May 21, 2003

P resen t are the R evs. Richard A asm an , L aw rence Bilkes, Kuldip Gangar, 
H ans Overduin, Bill S lom p, Wim W ullschleger, and eld er  P ieter  
V anW oudenberg. 1

1. Opening.
Rev. W ullsch leger chairs the m eeting. He o p e n s  the m eeting with 
the reading of 1 Cor. 15: 50 -58 , and lea d s in open ing  prayer. Rev. 
Slom p is appointed to write the m inutes.
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2. Agenda.
T he a g en d a  is s e t  for this m eeting a s  follows:

a. D iscu ssion  of p rogress report to be p resen ted  for the public 
m eeting later that even in g .

b. D iscu ssion  of s p e e c h e s  and form at for the public m eeting  
later that evening;

c. R eports to upcom ing resp ective  Synods;
d. Article in Nederlands D agblad ;
e . N ext m eeting: D ate, P lace  and Topic.

3. Discussion of progress report. Rev. W ullsch leger reads his 
p rogress report to be p resen ted  later that even in g  at the public 
m eeting. After so m e  minor c h a n g e s  this report is approved.
At this point br. V anW oudenberg le a v e s  the m eeting to attend the 
funeral o f R andy D eL eeuw .

4. Discussion of speeches and format for the public meeting later 
that even in g . T he R ev s. A asm an  and G anger g ive an overview  of 
their papers on justification and sanctification respectively  to be 
p resen ted  at the public m eeting. S o m e  q u estio n s are tabled and  
clarifications are m ade. T here are no substantial d isa g reem en ts  
about the con ten ts o f the s p e e c h e s . It is agreed  that ea ch  
presentation  should  take no longer than 2 5  m inutes e a c h . Rev, 
Bilkes, w ho will preside over  the m eeting, will en su re  that that tim e 
fram e will b e adh ered  to.

5. Reports to upcoming respective Synods.
a . After having attended  the FRCNA S ynod  in June, the su b 

com m ittee o f the Unity C om m ittee will form ulate its report 
for their upcom ing G eneral Synod  in February 2 0 0 4  and a  
cop y  o f that report will b e se n t to the su b -com m ittee  o f the  
External R elations C om m ittee o f the FRCNA.

b. T he FRCNA sub -com m ittee  then p resen ts  the report o f  
their report to their S ynod  in Ju n e 2 0 0 3 . It is a greed  that 
that report d o e s  not accurately  reflect our d ea lin g s with 
e a c h  other, nor d o e s  it accurately  reflect our d ifferences. 
S in ce  it is too  late to ch a n g e  the report, the brothers o f the  
FRCNA com m ittee prom ise to correct this on the floor of 
their upcom ing FRCNA S yn od  in Ju n e 2 0 0 3 . 6

6. Article in Nederlands Dagblad. A few  m onths a g o  an article w a s  
published in Nederlands D agblad  in r e sp o n se  to an editorial Rev. 
A asm an  in the Clarion. Nederlands D agblad  interview ed both Rev. 
A asm an  and Rev. B ilkes. In the article conflicting v iew s b etw een  
R ev. A asm an  and Rev. B ilkes w ere  reported concern ing the  
differen ces b etw een  the E ast and the W est. H ow ever, the article did 
not accurately  reflect w hat w a s  said  to the reporter. Furthermore the



reporter of Nederlands D agblad  had prom ised to contact Rev.
Bilkes before it w a s  published. This w a s  not d on e . R egret is 
e x p r e sse d  that this took p lace. It w a s  not d eem ed  n e c e ssa r y  to take  
further action.

7. Next meeting: Date, Place and Topic. T he next m eeting will be 
held, D.V., in Edm onton, Alberta on Monday, N ovem ber 3, 2 0 0 3  
starting at 11 .00 a .m . in the P rovidence C anadian R eform ed Church 
building. Rev. Overduin will chair this m eeting. In the morning Bible 
translations will be dealt with. Rev. S lom p will m ake a presentation, 
with Rev. G angar responding. In the afternoon an article to a 
G eneral Synod  C anadian R eform ed in their d ea lin gs with the O PC  
re visible/invisible church will be dealt with. This article will be e -  
m ailed to all the brothers by Rev. A asm an . Rev. W ullsch leger will 
respond.

8. Closing. Rev. G angar c lo s e s  the m eeting with thanksgiving and  
prayer.

Prepared by  B ill Slomp  May 28 , 2 0 0 3

Report of the Committee re: Church Order to the 
Committee for the Promotion of Ecclesiastical Unity.

A. Mandate

T he com m ittee appointed  by Synod  N eerlandia 2001 received  the  
following m andate [Acts G eneral Synod  N eerlandia 2001 Article 95  p. 107]:
1 .3 .1 . To work c lo se ly  with the com m ittee re: church order appointed  by 

the URCNA synod;
1 .3 .2 . To eva lu ate  the d ifferen ces b etw een  the current church orders of 

the federations in the light of the Scriptural and C on fession a l 
principles and patterns of church governm ent of the Church Order 
of Dort;

1 .3 .3 . To p rop ose a com m on church order in the line o f the Church Order 
of Dort;

1 .3 .4 . To k eep  the C PEU updated on the progress;
1 .3 .5 . To provide the CPEU with a report in sufficient tim e for them  to 

produce the com p reh en sive  report for Synod  in a timely fa sh ion .”

B. The Committee and its activities

T he C om m ittee , c o m p o s e d  o f Dr. J a ck  D e Jon g  (co n v en er) , br. 
Gerard J. N ordem an, Rev. John V anW oudenberg and Dr. Art. Witten, m et for
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a total o f  n ine tim e s  a s  a  c o m m itte e . It a ls o  m et th ree  t im e s  w ith th e  
co m m ittee  re: church order o f th e  U nited  R eform ed  C h u rch es  in North 
A m erica (URCNA), tw ice in Grand R apids, Ml and o n c e  in Burlington, O N. A 
fourth com bined  m eeting h as b een  sch ed u led  D .V for N ovem ber 4 -6 , 2 0 0 3 .

T he URCNA com m ittee is co m p o sed  o f Dr. N elson  K loosterm an, 
Rev. William P ols, R ev. Ronald S ch eu ers , R ev. R aym ond J. S ikkem a and br. 
Harry Van Gurp.

T he com m ittee en joyed  an exce llen t working relationship both 
internally a s  w ell a s  with the brothers o f the URCNA. Unfortunately, during 
the cou rse  o f tim e the health o f Dr. D e Jong deteriorated to the point w here  
he could no longer function effectively a s  an active m em ber o f the  
C om m ittee. W hile h e still a ttended  all m eetin gs, Br. N ordem an took over  a s  
co n v en er  for the rem ainder o f the term , and the C om m ittee a sk ed  Dr. 
Gijsbert N ed erveen  to a s s is t  the C om m ittee a s  an advisor and interim 
m em ber in order for the work to continue. At the c lo s e  o f the last com bined  
m eeting Dr. D e Jong informed the m eeting that b e c a u se  o f the ab ove  
m entioned rea so n s  h e had to b e relieved o f the responsib ilities o f being a 
m em ber of the C om m ittee for the Prom otion o f E cclesiastica l Unity and the  
C om m ittee re: Church Order. This h e su b seq u en tly  confirm ed in writing. T he  
C om m ittee ack n ow led ged  this req u est with s a d n e s s  and profound regret, 
and reflected on Dr. D e J o n g ’s  love for his work, his w holehearted  
com m itm ent to the union p ro cess  and his d esire  to s e e  this work co m e to 
fruition. A lso  Dr. K loosterm an resp on d ed  on behalf o f the URCNA brothers 
ex p ress in g  both appreciation for Dr. D e J on g’s  contribution to the work o f the  
com m ittees and the hope that h e w ould indeed  be ab le  to en joy  the final 
product o f our labours. He read from P aul’s  farew ell a d d ress  to the E phesian  
elders, A cts 20 , and led in prayer, placing the n e e d s  o f our brother and his 
fam ily before the Lord, and asking that H e graciously  surround the D e Jong  
fam ily with His love and grace .

M andate 1 .3 .1 .
T he C om m ittee worked c lo se ly  with the com m ittee re: church order 

appointed  by the Synod  E scond ido  2001 of the URCNA. T he com bined  
com m ittees m et three tim es for a total o f s e v e n  d ays including so m e  
ev en in g s . It b eca m e  clear that the resp ective  m an d ates w ere  very similar in 
that the d ifferences betw een  the current church orders o f the fed eration s are  
to be eva luated  in the light of the scriptural and co n fessio n a l principles, and  
to p rop ose a com m on church order maintaining the principles, structure and  
e ssen tia l provisions of the Church Order of Dort. It w a s  agreed  to work a s  
o n e  com m ittee to d eve lop  a draft for a com m on church order with a sin g le  
s e t  o f m inutes and p ress  r e le a se s . At the com bined  m eetin gs Dr. 
K loosterm an functioned a s  chairm an, Rev. S ikkem a a s  recorder of the 
m inutes and br. N ordem an prepared the p ress  r e le a se s . E ach m eeting could  
be concluded  with thanks and praise to our heaven ly  Father for the brotherly 
m anner in which the com m ittee could proceed  with its work.
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M andate 1 .3 .2
In order to ev a lu a te  the d ifferen ces b etw een  the current church 

orders o f the tw o fed eration s the C om m ittee, at its earlier m eetin gs, sp en t  
con sid erab le  tim e m apping th e s e  church orders a s  w ell a s  the Church 
Order of Dort (Dort) a s  a c c e p te d  in 19 1 4  by the Christian R eform ed Church 
(C RC ) in its English version . A com parison  w a s  m ad e for num bering and  
arrangem ent o f both the C anR C  and URCNA church orders a g a in st Dort 
(1 9 1 4 ) and from there to Dort 1 6 1 8 -1 6 1 9 . Articles w here the C anR C  and  
the URCNA had ch a n g ed  from th e s e  earlier church orders w ere  carefully  
noted for later d iscu ss io n  a s  per our m andate to d o  s o  in light of the  
scriptural and co n fess io n a l principles. A draft proposal for a n ew  church  
order w a s  prepared prior to the first com bined  m eeting  of the two  
com m ittees. To clarify term inology u sed , w h en  w e  sp e a k  o f the Church 
Order of Dort w e  refer to the original Church Order of 1618  and the version  
ad op ted  by the CRC in 1914 .

M andate 1 .3 .3 .
To accom plish  the task  of proposing a com m on church order in the  

line o f the Church Order of Dort, the com bined  com m ittees at its first 
m eeting review ed the preparatory work d o n e  by ea ch  com m ittee. In addition  
to the proposal prepared by the C anR C  com m ittee the URNCA com m ittee  
placed  a revision of the 1997  URNCA church order on the table. It w a s  
agreed  to u se  Dort a s  a  starting point for a proposed  n ew  church order and  
to com pare it to  the prop osa ls from both su b -com m ittees. T he resp ective  
m an d ates u sed  w ords that this b e a “com m on church order m aintaining the  
principles, structure and e sse n tia l provisions o f the Church Order o f Dort”. 
This, how ever, w a s  not interpreted to m ean  a slav ish  following o f ea ch  
article, its wording and s e q u e n c e  in the church order. At the beginning of 
e a c h  m eeting the articles provisionally adopted  at previous m eetin gs w ere  
carefully review ed  and refined w h ere n ecessa ry .

T he first item in this effort w a s  a  d iscu ssio n  on the n eed  for, and  
p lace  o f an introduction in a  church order. T he C anR C  introduction, a s  
recom m en d ed  by G eneral S ynod  Lincoln 1992 , provides an overview  o f the  
history o f this church order. In the URCNA church order the introduction 
fo c u s e s  m ore on a  declaration o f beliefs and the biblical b a sis  for a  church  
order. T he URCNA church order a ls o  includes a section  ‘Foundational 
Principles o f R eform ed Church G overnm ent’. T he URCNA com m ittee  
con sid ers th e s e  foundational principles to be fundam ental. W hile sp ecific  
wording could b e revised  or im proved on, the principles a s  b a sed  on Holy 
Scriptures m ust rem ain. After an ex ten s iv e  d iscu ssio n  the m eeting reached  
a  c o n s e n s u s  on the ex a c t wording o f the four com p on en ts o f this 
introduction: 1) Biblical and C on fession a l B asis , 2 ) Historical Background, 3) 
Foundational Principles and 4 ) Broad D ivisions. This h a s b een  a ttached  to 
this report a s  A ppendix A.

A greem en t w a s  reach ed  on wording o f Art. 1 T h e  purpose o f the  
church order’ and Art. 2  T h e  three o ffices’. At this point it w a s  d ec id ed  to
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deal with su b seq u e n t articles without num bering them . Their proper 
se q u e n c e  within the church order will be determ ined later.

A greem en t w a s  reached  on part o f the articles dealing with the 
duties and the lawful calling of the m inisters of the Word. A lso  provisional 
agreem en t w a s  reached  on articles dealing with m inisters being bound to a 
particular church, m inisters without a congregation  com ing from another  
federation and articles dealing with provisions for the care o f the m inister 
and the retirem ent of the minister. T he Dort provision for ‘recent converts  
w ishing to en ter the ministry’ is ad eq u ately  covered  in the proposed  article 
h ead ed  "An O rdained Minister Without a C ongregation  Entering the  
F ederation”, w here a requirem ent of an exam ination by c la s s is  and "an 
ad eq u a te  period of consistorial su p erv ision ” is stipulated.

T he com m ittee took so m e  time to review  the n eed  for an article 
dealing with admitting m en to the ministry w h o  have not pursued the regular 
cou rse  of study (old Dort article 8). This article could be helpful in tim es of 
calam ity or d istress . H ow ever, with a v iew  to past a b u se  of this article in 
so m e  R eform ed churches, and the potential for a b u se  of su ch  an article in 
the future of the united ch urches, a s  well a s  the ch u rch es’ requirem ent that 
every  minister be thoroughly trained for the ministry, a  training that at 
presen t is readily available, it w a s  agreed  by both com m ittees that the 
ch u rch es will be better served  by omitting su ch  an article.

Much tim e w a s  sp en t d iscu ssin g  the principle of ‘jurisdiction’. This is 
an area  w here both federations have distinct v iew s coloured by tradition a s  
w ell a s  recent e x p er ie n c es . T he authority of the e ld ers and m inister is 
unquestionably  o n e  given  to the church by the Lord. But w hat authority do  
broader a sse m b lie s  have in the ch u rch es?  It w a s  d ecid ed  to adopt a sim ple  
sta tem en t a s  follow s: "The broader a sse m b lie s  shall ex erc ise  jurisdiction 
exclu sively  relating to m atters properly before them .”

At so m e  length w e  d eb ated  the question  w h o se  responsibility it is to 
declare  a man a candidate for the ministry. T he consideration  that the 
function of a  minister ex ten d s beyond the local congregation  and that he is 
available for call am ong all the ch u rch es of the federation s u g g e s ts  that 
declaring a man eligib le for call is not the task  of a  consistory  but more 
appropriately that o f a  c la ss is . W e a lso  d is c u sse d  the n ecess ity  for, and  
procedure of consistorial involvem ent in the preparation and nurturing of a  
man for the ministry.

It w a s  agreed  that, w hen  a vacant church w ish e s  to call a  m inister 
for the seco n d  tim e during the sa m e  vacancy, c la ssica l approval is required.

An ex ten d ed  d iscu ssio n  took p lace on the division and alignm ent of 
churches, c la s s e s  and sy n o d s . T he role of regional synod  and the role o f the  
regional synodical d ep u ties a lso  received  attention. Information w a s  
ex ch a n g ed  and a better understanding ga ined  by this d iscu ssion .

A c o n se n s u s  w a s  reached  that am ong the ch u rch es of the 
federation, four a ss e m b lie s  shall be recognized: the consistory, the c la ssis , 
the regional syn od , and the general syn od . T he term s "classis” and "synod”
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d esig n a te  either ecc les ia s tica l a ss e m b lie s  or e cc le s ia s tica l reg ions. A s 
a sse m b lie s , c la s s e s  and sy n o d s  ex is t only for the duration o f their m eetin gs. 
T h e se  a sse m b lie s  are deliberative in nature.

Appropriate articles w ere  form ulated prescribing that th o se  
d e leg a ted  to the broader a ss e m b lie s  shall b e is su ed  proper credentia ls by 
their d elegatin g  body, thereby receiving authorization to d ea l with all the  
m atters properly p laced  before them ; and that in all a s s e m b lie s  only  
ecc le s ia s tica l m atters shall b e transacted , and only in an ecc les ia s tica l 
m anner. T he broader a ss e m b lie s  shall e x e r c ise  jurisdiction exclu sively  
relating to m atters properly before them . All m atters m ust originate with a 
consistory  and m ust first b e con sid ered  by a  c la s s is  and a  regional syn od  
before they m ay b e con sid ered  by a  gen era l syn od . Only th o se  m atters shall 
be con sid ered  in the broader a ss e m b lie s  that could not b e settled  in the  
narrower a sse m b lie s , or that pertain to the ch u rch es in com m on. Each  
broader a ssem b ly  shall approve for publication a  p ress  r e le a se  regarding its 
p roceed in gs.

R egarding d elegation  to broader a ss e m b lie s  a  c o n se n s u s  w a s  
reached  that c la s s is  shall c h o o s e  the d e le g a te s  to  both the regional synod  
and the gen era l syn od  proportional to the num ber o f c la s s e s  participating. 
This would en su re  a  better distribution o f d e le g a te s  from am on g  the  
ch u rch es. T he e x a c t  form ula still n e e d s  to b e determ ined.

A g reem en ts  w ere  a ls o  rea ch ed  on th e  p rop osed  w ording o f  
articles relating to th e  sp ec ific  function and m ake-up  o f  a  c la s s is  and that a 
c la s s is  shall be held ev ery  four m onths, u n le s s  the con ven in g  church, in 
consu ltation  with the neighbouring church, c o n c lu d e s  that no m atters h ave  
b een  s e n t  in by the ch u rch es  that w ould warrant th e  con ven in g  o f  a  
c la s s is . C ancella tion  o f a  c la s s is  shall not b e perm itted to o ccu r  tw ice in 
s u c c e s s io n .

D ec is io n s  regarding ‘church visitors’ include the understanding that 
c la s s is  shall appoint a  num ber of its m ost ex p er ien ced  and com p eten t  
m inisters and e ld ers to visit all the ch u rch es of the c la s s is , and  that at e a c h  
church visit at lea st o n e  of the visitors shall be a minister. A  description  o f 
the sp ec ific  ta sk  and function o f the church visitors w a s  a g reed  upon.

A greem en ts w ere a lso  reached  on the m atters pertaining to 
arch ives, cou n sellors, regional synod  and d ep u ties o f regional syn od . A 
regional syn od , consisting  of three or m ore c la s s e s  in a region, shall 
ordinarily m eet o n ce  per year. This syn od  shall d ea l only with su ch  m atters 
a s  are p laced  on its a g en d a  by the m em ber c la s s e s ,  and with a p p ea ls  from 
con sistor ies  or church m em bers w ho have previously p ro cessed  their 
a p p ea ls  through their consistory and c la ss is .

M andate 1 .3 .4 .
T he CPEU and the ch u rch es w ere kept informed and updated on 

the p rogress o f the C om m ittee via the p ress  r e le a se s  that w ere  published in 
Clarion, R eform ed P o lem ics and Christian R enew al. T h e se  p ress  r e le a se s  
are included this report a s  A ppendix B.
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It is with m uch thankfu lness to  the Lord that the C om m ittee could  
fulfill its m andate to this point. Much appreciation is felt for the spirit and the  
brotherly harm ony w herein  our work is progressing and the growing  
understanding o f e a c h  other. It is our prayer that a lso  the work o f the  
C om m ittee m ay contribute to a  greater a w a r e n e ss  and understanding  
b etw een  the resp ective  chu rch es.

W e recom m end that Synod  C hatham  2004:
1. R eco g n ize  Dr. J. D e Jong for the outstanding contribution 

h e m ad e to the work o f the C om m ittee for a com m on  
church order and a c c e p t his req u est to b e relieved o f his 
appointm ent.

2 . R ece iv e  this report and its a p p en d ice s  a s  a  p rogress  
report and that the d eta ils o f our proposed  com m on  
church order not be o p en ed  for d iscu ssio n  or d eb a te  at 
this tim e, but that all co n cern s from the ch u rch es b e sen t  
in writing to the C om m ittee for its consideration .

3. R e-appoint the com m ittee m em bers, and for the sa k e  of 
continuity appoint Dr. G. N ed erveen  a s  the fourth m em ber  
to allow  the C om m ittee to com p lete  its m andate.

4. C harge the C om m ittee to com plete  its task  a s  m andated .

C orresp on d en ce for the C om m ittee can  be sen d  to:
CPEU Church Order C om m ittee,
C/O Mr. G. J. N ordem an  
3 1 8 2  Sprucehill A ve.
Burlington, ON, L7N 2G 5  
e-m ail: gj.nordem an@ hw cn.org

In order to perform the task  given  to us by Synod  N eerlandia 2001 the 
C om m ittee incurred a total o f $ 3 ,6 9 2 .3 7  in e x p e n se s .
R espectfu lly  subm itted,
J. D e Jong
G.J. N ordem an
A. Witten
J. V anW oudenberg  

For the C om m ittee
Gerard J. N ordem an, Clerk and Interim C onvener

mailto:gj.nordeman@hwcn.org
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Appendix A 

Introduction

Biblical and Confessional Basis
W e R eform ed b elievers maintain that the standard for personal, 

public, and ecc les ia s tica l life is G od’s  Word, the inspired, infallible, and  
inerrant book o f Holy Scripture. A s a federation o f ch u rch es w e  d eclare  our 
com p lete  subjection and o b e d ie n c e  to that Word o f G od. W e a lso  declare  
that w e  are co n fessio n a l chu rch es, in that w e  b elieve  and are fully 
persu ad ed  that the T hree Form s o f Unity, the B elgic C on fession , the  
H eidelberg C atech ism , and the C an on s o f Dort, sum m arize and d o  fully 
a g ree  with the Word o f G od. T herefore, w e  unitedly su b scrib e  to th e s e  
R eform ed C o n fess io n s .

Both the Word o f God and th e s e  R eform ed C o n fess io n s  dem and  
that in our ecc lesia stica l structure and rule w e  op en ly  ack n ow led ge J e su s  
Christ to b e the sup rem e and only H ead o f the church. Christ e x e r c ise s  His 
headsh ip  in the ch u rches by His Word and Spirit through the ordained offices, 
for the sa k e  o f purity o f doctrine, h o lin ess o f life, and order in the churches. 
T he ch u rch es o f our federation, although distinct, willingly display their unity 
and accountability, both to ea ch  other and esp ec ia lly  to  Christ, by m ea n s of  
our com m on C o n fess io n s  and this Church Order. C ongregations m anifest 
this unity w hen  their d e le g a te s  m eet together in the broader a ssem b lie s .

Historical Background
Our Church Order h as its roots in the continental European  

background of the Protestant Reform ation. T he R eform ed ch u rch es desired  
to be faithful to G od’s  Word in practice and life a s  well a s  in doctrine. 
T herefore, a s  early a s  the m id-sixteenth century, and ev en  in the midst o f 
persecution, the R eform ed churches s e t  down the foundation of the Church 
Order at various sy n o d s beginning in 1563, including th o se  in W ezel, the  
N etherlands (1568), and in Em den, G erm any (1571). For the m ost part, the 
d ec is io n s  of the a sse m b lie s  in this period leaned  heavily on the church orders 
already in p lace and used  by the R eform ed churches in France and G en eva .

T he Church Order adopted  at E m den w a s  revised  at the S y n o d s of 
D ordrecht (1 5 7 4  and 1578), Middelburg (1581 ), and the H ague (1586), 
before being adopted  by the w ell-known Synod  of D ordrecht (1 6 1 8 -1 6 1 9 ). 
Our Church Order follow s the principles and structure of the Church Order of 
Dordrecht.

Foundational Principles
T he following list o f foundational principles, though not exh au stive, 

provides a clear Biblical foundation for, and sou rce  o f our Church Order. 1

1. T he church is the p o s s e s s io n  of Christ, w ho is the M ediator of the N ew  
C ovenant.

A cts 20:28; E p h esian s 5 :25-27
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2. A s M ediator of the N ew  C ovenant, Christ is the H ead o f the church. 
E p h esian s 1:22-23; 5:23-24; C o lo ss ia n s  1:18

3. B e c a u se  the church is Christ’s  p o s s e s s io n  and He is its H ead, the 
principles governing the church are determ ined not by human  
preference, but by biblical teach ing .

M atthew 28:18-20; C o lo ss ia n s  1:18, II Timothy 3:16, 17

4. T he catholic or universal church p o s s e s s e s  a  spiritual unity in Christ and  
in the Holy Scriptures.

M atthew 16:18; E p h esian s 2:20; 1 Timothy 3:15; II John 9

5. T he Lord g a v e  no perm anent universal, national or regional o ffices to 
His church. T he offices o f minister, e ld er  and d ea co n  are local in 
authority and function. T herefore, a  broader a ssem b ly  govern s the 
church only by w ay  of delegation , and ex is ts  only w hen  it is in s e s s io n .  

A cts 14:23; 20 :17 ,28; E p h esian s 4:11-16; Titus 1:5

6. In its subjection to its H eaven ly  H ead, the church is govern ed  by Christ 
from h eaven  by m ea n s of His Word and Spirit with the k eys of the  
kingdom , w hich He h as g iven  to the local church for that purpose. 
T herefore, no church m ay lord it over  another church, nor m ay o n e  
office bearer lord it over  another office bearer.

Matthew 16:19; 23:8; John 20:22, 23; A cts 20:28-32; Titus 1:5

7. Although ch u rch es ex is t in certain c ircum stan ces without formal 
federative relationships, the w ell-being o f the church requires that su ch  
relationships b e en tered  w h erever  p o ss ib le . Entering into or rem aining 
in su ch  relationships should  be voluntary; there is h ow ever a  spiritual 
obligation to s e e k  and maintain the federative unity o f the ch u rch es by 
formal bon d s o f fellow ship  and cooperation .

A cts 11:22, 27-30; 15:22-35; R om an s 15:25-27; 1 
C orinthians 16: 1-3; C o lo ss ia n s  4:16; 1 T h essa lo n ia n s  4: 
9-10; R evelation  1 :1 1 ,2 0

8. T he ex e r c ise  o f a  federative relationship is p o ss ib le  only on the b a sis  o f 
unity in faith and in co n fessio n .

1 C orinthians 10:14-22; G alatians 1:6-9; E p h esia n s  4 :1 6 -1 7

9. M em ber ch u rch es m eet togeth er in broader a ss e m b lie s  to  m anifest 
ecc le s ia s tica l unity, to  guard aga in st hum an im perfections and to benefit 
from the w isdom  o f m any co u n se lo rs. T he d e c is io n s  o f su ch  a sse m b lie s  
derive their authority from their conform ity to the Word o f G od.

P roverbs 11:14; A cts 15:1-35; 1 C orinthians 13:9-10;
II Timothy 3 :16-17
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10. In order to m anifest our spiritual unity, ch u rch es should  s e e k  contact 
with other faithful, con fession a lly  R eform ed ch u rch es for their mutual 
edification and a s  an effective w itn ess  to  the world.

John 17:21-23; E p h esia n s 4:1-6
11. T he church is m andated  to ex erc ise  its ministry o f reconciliation by 

proclaim ing the g o sp e l to the e n d s  o f the earth.
M atthew 28:19-20; A cts 1:8; II C orinthians 5:18-21

12. Christ ca re s  for and go v ern s His church through the office bearers, 
w hom  He c h o o s e s  through the congregation .

A cts 1:23-26; 6:2-3; 14:23; I Timothy 3:1,8; 5 :17

13. T he Scriptures require that m inisters, e ld ers and d e a c o n s  be thoroughly  
equipped  for the su itab le  d isch arge o f their resp ective  offices.

I Timothy 3:2-9; 4:16; II Timothy 2:14-16; 3:14; 4:1-5

14. Being the ch o se n  and red eem ed  p eop le  o f G od, the church, under the  
supervision  o f the C onsistory, is called  to w orship Him accord ing to the  
Scriptural principles governing w orship.

Leviticus 10:1-3; D euteronom y 12:29-32; P sa lm  95:1 ,2 ,6;
P salm  100:4; John 4:24; I P eter  2:9

15. S in ce  the church is the pillar and ground o f the truth, it is called  through  
its teach ing ministry to build up the p eop le  o f G od in faith.

D euteronom y 11:19; E p h esia n s 4:11-16; I Timothy 4:6; II
Timothy 2:2; 3 :16 -17

16. Christian discipline, arising from G od’s  love for His p eop le, is exerc ised  
in the church to correct and strengthen  the p eop le  o f G od, to maintain 
the unity and the purity o f the church o f Christ, and thereby to bring 
honor and glory to G od’s  nam e.

I Timothy 5:20; Titus 1:13; H ebrew s 12:7-11

17. T he e x e r c ise  o f Christian discip line is first o f all a  personal duty o f every  
church m em ber, but w hen  official d iscip line by the church b e c o m e s  
n ecessa ry , it m ust be ex erc ised  by the C onsistory o f the church, to 
w hom  th e k eys o f the kingdom  are entrusted .

M atthew 18:15-20; John 20:22-23; A cts 20:28; I
C orinthians 5:13; I P eter 5:1-3

Broad Divisions
S in ce  w e  d esire  to honor the ap osto lic  com m and that in the  

ch u rch es all th ings are to b e d o n e  d ecen tly  and in g ood  order (I Corinthians 
14:40), w e  order our ecc le s ia s tica l relations and activities under the  
following divisions: I. II. III. IV.

I. O ffices (Articles 1 - )
II. A ssem b lie s  (Articles - )
III. W orship, S acram en ts and C erem o n ies (Articles - )
IV. D iscipline (Articles - )
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P r e ss  R e le a s e  o f the  
m eeting o f the com bined  com m ittees o f the  

C anadian R eform ed and United R eform ed C hurches  
to p rop ose  a  com m on church order 

held D ecem b er  11-12, 2 0 0 2  
at the United R eform ed Church o f Dutton, Ml

P resen t w ere: Dr. N elson  K loosterm an, R ev. William P o ls, R ev. Ronald  
S ch eu ers , R ev. R aym ond Sikkem a and Mr. Harry Van Gurp, representing  
the United R eform ed C hurches in North A m erica (URCNA), and Dr. Jack  
D eJon g , Mr. Gerard J. N ordem an, R ev. John V anW oudenberg and Dr. Art 
Witten o f the C anadian R eform ed C hurches (C anR C ).
Dr. K loosterm an o p en ed  the m eeting with a brief m editation on Luke 1: 39  - 
4 6  and prayer.
M otions to appoint Dr. K loosterm an a s  chairm an and R ev. Sikkem a a s  
recorder o f the m inutes o f this m eeting w ere  adopted . Mr. N ordem an w a s  
appointed  to prepare the p ress  r e le a se .
An a g en d a  and tim etable w ere  adopted . T he a g en d a  included a 
presentation  o f a  sum m ary o f the labors o f the URC com m ittee, a 
presentation  o f a  sum m ary o f the labors o f the C anR C  com m ittee, 
d iscu ssio n  and adoption o f a  m odus operandi and its im plem entation, and  
the adoption of m inutes and p ress  r e le a se . It w a s  d ecid ed  to m ake the m ost 
u se  o f available tim e by m eeting in the even in g  a s  w ell.
Dr. Kloosterm an shared  with the m eeting the m andate that the com m ittee  
had received  from the Fourth S ynod  of the URCNA, E scond ido  2001:

a ) That the current Church O rders of the tw o federations be  
eva lu ated  in the light of the Scriptural and con fession a l 
principles and patterns of church governm ent of the Dort CO.

b) That the CO com m ittee work togeth er with a C anadian  
R eform ed CO com m ittee to d evelop  su itab le and ag reea b le  
adaptation^] of the Church Order of Dort, retaining and  
maintaining its principles, structure and e ssen tia l provisions.

He then exp lained  how  the com m ittee had w orked with this m andate and the 
resulting proposa ls fo r a  church order, having taken into consideration  the 
Scrip tures-based  foundational principles for R eform ed church governm ent. 
Dr. D eJong in a sim ilar fashion  g a v e  an overview  of the activities o f the 
C anR C  com m ittee and the m andate this com m ittee had received  from 
S ynod  N eerlandia 2001:

1. To work c lo se ly  with the com m ittee re church order appointed  
by the URCNA synod .

2. To eva lu a te  the d ifferences b etw een  the current church orders 
of the federations in the light of the Scriptural and con fession a l 
principles and patterns of church governm ent of the Church 
Order of Dort.

3. To p rop ose a com m on church order in the line o f the Church 
Order of Dort
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4 . To k eep  the C om m ittee for the Prom otion o f E cclesiastica l Unity 
updated on the progress.

5 . To provide the C PEU with a  report in sufficient tim e for them  to 
produce the com p reh en sive  report for Synod  in a tim ely  
fash ion .

It b eca m e  c lear  that the resp ective  m an d ates are very similar in that the  
differen ces b etw een  the current church orders o f the fed eration s are to be  
evalu ated  in the light o f the Scriptural and  co n fessio n a l principles, and to 
p rop ose  a com m on church order m aintaining the principles, structure and 
e ssen tia l provisions o f the Church Order o f Dort. Both com m ittees had d on e  
ex ten s iv e  work in m apping the various church orders, including the Church 
Order o f Dort, to facilitate this evaluation . To clarify term inology u sed , it is 
understood that w h en  sp eak in g  o f the Church Order o f Dort w e  refer to the  
original Church Order o f 16 1 8  and the ad opted  version  by the CRC in 1914  
in its English translation (1920 ).
It w a s  a g reed  to work a s  o n e  com m ittee to d eve lop  a draft for a com m on  
church order with a  s in g le  s e t  o f m inutes and p ress  r e le a se s . H ow ever, the  
m eeting a ls o  recogn ized  that in this p ro cess  the o cca sio n a l n eed  for o n e  of 
the su b -com m ittees  to confer privately might arise.
W hile both com m ittees had prepared a  draft proposal for a com m on church  
order, the m eeting ad opted  a  motion to u se  the Church Order a s  adopted  by 
the CRC in 1914  a s  a  starting point, and to com pare it to the prop osa ls from  
both su b -com m ittees. T he resp ective  m an d ates u sed  w ords that this be “a  
com m on church order maintaining the principles, structure and e ssen tia l 
provisions of the Church Order o f Dort”. This, how ever, w a s  not interpreted  
to m ean  a slav ish  following of ea ch  article, its wording and se q u e n c e  in the  
church order.
The first item in this effort w a s  a d iscu ssion  on the n eed  for, and p lace of an 
introduction in a church order. The C anRC  introduction, a s  recom m ended  by 
G eneral Synod Lincoln 1992, provides an overview  of the history of this 
church order. In the URCNA church order the introduction fo c u se s  more on a 
declaration of beliefs and the biblical basis for a church order. The URC  
church order a lso  includes a section  ‘Foundational Principles o f Reform ed  
Church G overnm ent’. The URC com m ittee considers th ese  foundational 
principles to be fundam ental. While specific wording could be revised or 
improved on, the principles a s  b ased  on Holy Scriptures m ust remain.
Although adopted  by an earlier Synod, the final status of th e se  Principles 
am ong the churches has yet to be estab lished . They currently read a s  follows:

FOUNDATIONAL PRINCIPLES OF REFORM ED CHURCH GOVERNM ENT

1. T he church is the p o s s e s s io n  of Christ, w ho is the M ediator of the 
N ew  C ovenant

A cts 20:28; E p h esian s 5 :25-27

2. A s M ediator of the N ew  C ovenant, Christ is the H ead of the church.
E p h esian s 1:22-23; 5:23-24; C o lo ss ia n s  1:18
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3. B e c a u se  the church is Christ’s  p o s s e s s io n  and He is its H ead, the 
principles governing the church are not a  m atter of human  
preference, but of divine revelation.

M atthew 28:18-20; C o lo ss ia n s  1:18

4. T he universal church p o s s e s s e s  a  spiritual unity in Christ and in the 
Holy Scriptures.

M atthew 16:18; E p h esian s 2:20; 1 Timothy 3:15; II John 9

5. T he Lord g a v e  no perm anent universal, national or regional o ffices  
to His church. T he office of elder (p resb yter/ep isk op os) is clearly 
local in authority and function; thus R eform ed church governm ent is 
Presbyterian, s in c e  the church is govern ed  by e lders, not by 
broader a sse m b lie s .

A cts 14:23; 20 :17 ,28; Titus 1:5

6. In its subjection to its H eaven ly  H ead, the local church is govern ed  
by Christ from h eaven , by m ea n s of His Word and Spirit, with the  
k eys of the kingdom w hich He h as given  it for that purpose; and it is 
not su b ject to rule by s is ter  ch u rch es w ho, with it, are  subject to the  
o n e  Christ

M atthew 16:19; A cts 20 :28-32; Titus 1:5

7. F ederative relationships do  not belong to the e s s e n c e  or being o f  
the church; rather, they  serv e  the w ellbeing o f the church. H ow ever, 
e v e n  though the ch u rch es stand distinctly next to o n e  another, they  
d o  not thereby stand  d iscon n ected ly  a lon gsid e  o n e  another. 
E ntrance into and departure from a federative relationship is strictly 
a  voluntary matter.

A cts 15:1-35; R om an s 15: 25-27; C o lo ss ia n s  4-16;
Titus 1:5; R evelation  1 :1 1 ,2 0

8. T he e x e r c ise  o f a  federative relationship is p o ss ib le  only on the  
b a sis  o f unity in faith and in co n fess io n .

1 C orinthians 10:14-22; G alatians 1:6-9; E p h esia n s 4 :16 -17

9. M em ber ch u rch es m eet togeth er in consultation to guard a ga in st  
hum an im perfections and to benefit from the w isdom  o f a  multitude 
o f co u n se lo rs in the broader a sse m b lie s . T he d ec is ion  o f su ch  
a ss e m b lie s  d erives their authority from their conform ity to the Word 
o f God

Proverbs 11:14; A cts 15:1-35; 1 C orinthians 13:9-10;
II Timothy 3 :16-17

10. In order to m anifest our spiritual unity, local ch u rch es should  s e e k
the broad est p o ss ib le  con tacts with other like-m inded ch u rch es for 
their mutual edification and a s  an effective w itn ess  to the world. 

John 17:21-23; E p h esia n s 4:1-6
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11. T he church is m andated  to ex erc ise  its ministry o f reconciliation by 
proclaiming the g o sp e l to the e n d s  of the earth.

M atthew 28:19-20; A cts 1:8; II Corinthians 5:18-21

12. Christ ca res  for His church through the office-bearers w hom  He 
c h o o s e s .

A cts 6:2-3; I Timothy 3:1,8; 5:17

13. T he Scriptures en co u ra g e  a thorough theological training for the  
m inisters o f the Word.

I Timothy 2:14-16; 3:14; 4:1-5

14. Being the ch o sen  and red eem ed  p eop le  of G od, the church, under 
the supervision  of the e lders, is called to w orship Him according to 
the Scriptural principles governing w orship.

Leviticus 10:1-3; D euteronom y 12:29-32; P salm  95:1 ,2 ,6;
P salm  100:4; John 4:24; I P eter 2:9

15. S in ce  the church is the pillar and ground o f the truth, it is called  
through the teach ing  ministry to build up the p eop le  of God in faith.

D euteronom y 11:19; E p h esian s 4:11-16; I Timothy 4:6;
II Timothy 2:2; 3 :16-17

16. Christian discipline, arising from G od’s  love for His peop le, is 
ex erc ised  in the church to correct and strengthen  the p eop le  of 
G od, to maintain the unity and the purity of the church of Christ, and  
thereby bring honor and glory to G od’s  nam e.

I Timothy 5:20; Titus 1:13; H ebrew s 12:7-11

17. T he e x e r c ise  of Christian discipline is first o f all a  personal duty of 
every  child of God, but w hen  discipline by the church b e c o m e s  
n ecessary , it m ust be ex erc ised  by the e ld ers of the church, the 
bearers o f the k eys of the kingdom .

Matthew 18:15-20; Acts 20:28; I Corinthians 5:13; I P eter5:1-3

After an ex ten s iv e  d iscu ssio n  the m eeting reached  a c o n se n s u s  that the 
introduction of the proposed  com m on church order should  include: 1) a 
historical background, 2 ) the Scriptural and con fession a l b asis, 3) 
foundational principles, and 4) h ead in gs of the four sec t io n s  o f the church 
order. Rev. S c h e u e r s  will prepare a draft introduction for d iscu ssio n  at a 
future m eeting.

Much tim e w a s  sp en t d iscu ssin g  the principle of ‘jurisdiction’. This is an area  
w here both federations h ave distinct v iew s colored by tradition a s  well a s  
recent e x p er ie n c es . T he authority of the e ld ers and minister is 
unquestionably  o n e  given  to the church by the Lord. But w hat authority do  
broader a sse m b lie s  have in the ch u rch es?  L anguage that is mutually
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a ccep ta b le  m ust b e found before articles that involve jurisdiction can  be  
form ulated. T h e se  articles m ust avoid lan gu age  su ch  a s  ‘jurisdiction o v er ’, 
but should  co n v ey  w ords and thoughts o f ‘original authority’, ‘derived  
authority’, and ‘d e leg a ted  authority’. T he resp ective  com m ittees will g ive  
m ore thought to this su b ject before it is d ea lt with again  at a  future m eeting. 
A greem en t w a s  reach ed  on wording o f Art. 1 T h e  purpose o f the church  
order’, and Art. 2  T h e  three o ff ices’. At this point it w a s  d ecid ed  to d ea l with 
su b se q u e n t articles w ithout num bering them . Their proper s e q u e n c e  within 
the church order will b e determ ined later. A greem en t w a s  reach ed  on part o f 
the articles dealing with the duties and the lawful calling o f the m inisters of 
the W ord. A lso  provisional a g reem en t w a s  reach ed  on articles dealing with 
m inisters being bound to a  particular church, and m inisters com ing without a  
congregation  from another federation . T he n eed  today for an article dealing  
with ‘E xceptional Gifts’ (Dort Article 8 ) received  m uch d iscu ss io n . T he  
individual com m ittees will a lso  con sid er  this article before it is dea lt with 
again  at a  future m eeting . Provisional a g reem en t w a s  reach ed  on articles  
dealing with provisions for the care o f the m inister and the retirem ent o f the  
minister.
T he last hour o f the se c o n d  day  w a s  u sed  to review  the a g en d a  for the next 
m eeting. In the m ean  tim e the resp ective  com m ittees will carefully study the  
various church orders, and be prepared to d is c u ss  the is s u e s  o f jurisdiction, 
exceptional gifts, and the n eed  for regional sy n o d s . T he next m eeting will 
take p lace D.V. February 13 and 14, 2 0 0 3  at the URC o f Dutton, Ml, this 
being the m ore central location.
Appreciation w a s  e x p ressed  to the Dutton URC for its hospitality and the  
exceptional help its secretary  w a s  ab le  to g ive to the com m ittee. Dr. 
K loosterm an, in his c losing remarks, sta ted  his thankfu lness to the Lord for 
the brotherly m anner in w hich the com m ittee could proceed  with its work. He 
w ish ed  that the ch u rch es of both federations would h ave s e e n  and heard the  
fraternity and cam araderie s o  presen t in the d iscu ss io n s  and deliberations. 
To God a lon e be the praise and glory.

P ress  R e le a se  o f the  
m eeting of the com bined  com m ittees o f the 

C anadian R eform ed and United R eform ed C hurches  
to p rop ose a com m on church order 

held February 13-14 , 2 0 0 3  
at the Trinity United R eform ed Church of Grand R apids, Ml

P resen t w ere: Dr. N elson  K loosterm an, Rev. William P o ls, Rev. R onald  
S ch eu ers , Rev. R aym ond Sikkem a and Mr. Harry Van Gurp, representing  
the United R eform ed C hurches in North A m erica (URCNA), and Dr. Jack  
D eJong, Mr. Gerard J. N ordem an, Rev. John V anW oudenberg and Dr. Art 
W itten of the C anadian R eform ed C hurches (C anR C ).
Dr. K loosterm an o p en ed  the m eeting with reading Isaiah 12 and prayer. He 
ex ten d ed  a word o f w e lco m e  and acquainted  the com m ittee m em b ers with 
the beautiful facilities o f the Trinity URC.
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T he m inutes o f the m eeting o f D ecem b er  11-12, 2 0 0 2  w ere  review ed and  
adopted  with so m e  m odifications.
A motion to re-appoint Dr. K loosterm an a s  chairm an, Rev. S ikkem a a s  
recorder o f the m inutes, and Mr. N ordem an to prepare the P r e ss  R e le a se  for 
this and su b seq u e n t m eetin gs carried.
An a g en d a  and tim etable for the two d a y s  w ere  adopted .
T he C om m on Church Order articles provisionally adopted  at the previous 
m eeting w ere carefully review ed and refined w here n ecessary . C om pleted are 
the articles with the following headings: T he T hree Offices, D uties o f the 
Minister, T he Calling of Ordained Men within the Federation, Bound to a 
Particular Church, Bound for Life, T he Support and Emeritation o f the Minister. 
The article dealing with "Ordained Men without a C ongregation Entering the 
Federation” w a s  for the m ost part com pleted , including the requirem ent o f an 
exam ination by c la ssis , but still requires a  d iscu ssion  on w hich a ssem b ly  
would declare su ch  m en eligible for call. A final review  and appropriate 
numbering will be d on e at the com pletion of the w hole Church Order.
O n ce again , a  v igorous d iscu ssio n  took p lace regarding jurisdiction; how  
d o e s  a "broader” a ssem b ly  relate to a  “narrower” assem b ly . Both 
com m ittees had brought prop osa ls to the table. It w a s  d ecid ed  to adopt a 
sim ple sta tem en t a s  follow s: "The broader a sse m b lie s  shall ex erc ise  
jurisdiction only and exclu sively  relating to m atters properly before th em .” 
W ording sp ecific  to d elegation  and the binding character o f d ec is io n s  will be  
form ulated later in article for that purpose.
A s requested  at the previous m eeting, the Rev. S ch eu ers  p resen ted  a  
proposed  introduction to the Church Order. Again, an ex ten s iv e  d iscu ssion  
took p lace regarding the ex a ct wording of the four com p on en ts o f this 
introduction: 1) Biblical and C on fessional B asis, 2 ) Historical Background, 3) 
Foundational Principles and 4) Broad D ivisions. T he C om m ittee d ecid ed  to 
include in the P r e ss  R e le a se  the full wording o f the adopted  Introduction. T he  
first se n te n c e  in the proposed  Foundational Principles will se rv e  to clarify the  
sta tu s o f the Foundational Principles in relation to our Church Order.

Introduction

Biblical and Confessional Basis
W e R eform ed b elievers maintain that the standard for personal, 

public, and ecc le s ia s tica l life is G od’s  Word, the inspired, infallible, and  
inerrant book o f Holy Scripture. A s a federation o f ch u rch es w e  d eclare  our 
com p lete  subjection  and o b ed ien ce  to that Word o f G od. W e a lso  d eclare  
that w e  are co n fessio n a l churches, in that w e  b elieve  and are fully 
persu ad ed  that the T hree Form s o f Unity, the B elgic C on fession , the  
H eidelberg C atech ism , and the C an on s o f Dort, sum m arize and do  fully 
a g ree  with the Word o f G od. T herefore, w e  unitedly su b scrib e  to th e s e  
R eform ed C o n fess io n s .

Both the Word o f G od and th e s e  R eform ed C o n fe ss io n s  dem and  
that in our ecc le s ia s tica l structure and rule w e  op en ly  ack n ow led ge  J e s u s  
Christ to b e the su p rem e and only H ead o f the church. Christ e x e r c is e s  His
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h eadsh ip  in the ch u rches by His Word and Spirit through the ordained  
offices, for the sa k e  of purity o f doctrine, h o lin ess  o f life, and order in the  
ch u rch es. T he ch u rch es of our federation, although distinct, willingly display  
their unity and accountability, both to ea ch  other and esp ec ia lly  to Christ, by 
m ea n s o f our com m on C o n fe ss io n s  and this Church Order.

Historical Background
Our Church Order h as its roots in the continental European  

background of the Protestant Reform ation. T he R eform ed ch urches desired  
to be faithful to G od’s  Word in practice and life a s  well a s  in doctrine. 
T herefore, a s  early a s  the m id-sixteenth century, and ev en  in the midst of 
persecution, the R eform ed churches s e t  down the foundation of the Church 
Order at various sy n o d s beginning in 1563, including th o se  in W ezel, the 
N etherlands (1568), and in Em den, G erm any (1571). For the m ost part, the 
d ec is io n s  of the a sse m b lie s  in this period leaned  heavily on the church orders 
already in p lace and used  by the R eform ed churches in F rance and G en eva .

T he Church Order adopted  at E m den w a s  revised  at the S y n o d s of 
D ordrecht (1 5 7 4  and 1578), Middelburg (1581 ), and the H ague (1586 ), 
before being adopted  by the w ell-know n Synod  o f D ordrecht (1 6 1 8 -1 6 1 9 ). 
Our Church Order follow s the principles and structure o f the Church Order of 
Dordrecht.

Foundational Principles
T he following list o f foundational principles, though not exh au stive , 

provides a  clear Biblical foundation for, and so u rce  o f our Church Order.
1. T he church is the p o s s e s s io n  o f Christ, w h o  is the M ediator o f the  

N ew  C ovenant.
A cts 20:28; E p h esia n s 5 :25-27

2 . A s M ediator o f the N ew  C ovenant, Christ is the H ead o f the church.
E p h esia n s 1:22-23; 5:23-24; C o lo ss ia n s  1:18

3. B e c a u se  the church is Christ’s  p o s s e s s io n  and He is its H ead, the  
principles governing the church are determ ined not by hum an  
preference, but by Biblical teach ing .

M atthew 28:18-20; C o lo ss ia n s  1:18, II Timothy 3:16, 17

4 . T he catholic or universal church p o s s e s s e s  a  spiritual unity in Christ 
and in the Holy Scriptures.

M atthew 16:18; E p h esia n s 2:20; I Timothy 3:15; II John 9 5

5. T he Lord g a v e  no perm anent universal, national or regional offices to 
His church. T he offices o f minister, elder and d eacon  are local in 
authority and function. Therefore, a  broader a ssem b ly  governs the 
church only by w ay o f delegation, and ex ists only w hen it is in se s s io n .

A cts 14:23; 20 :17 ,28; E p h esia n s 4:11-16; Titus 1:5
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6. In its subjection to its H eaven ly  H ead, the church is govern ed  by 
Christ from h eaven  by m ea n s of His Word and Spirit with the keys  
of the kingdom , w hich He h as g iven  to the local church for that 
purpose. T herefore, no church m ay lord it over  another church, nor 
m ay o n e  office bearer lord it over  another office bearer.

Matthew 16:19; 23:8; John 20:22, 23; A cts 20:28-32; Titus 1:5

7. Although ch u rch es ex ist in certain c ircum stan ces without formal 
federative relationships, the w ell-being of the church requires that 
su ch  relationships be entered  w h erever  p ossib le . Entering into or 
rem aining in su ch  relationships should be voluntary; there is 
h ow ever a spiritual obligation to s e e k  and maintain the federative  
unity o f the ch u rch es by formal bonds of fellow ship  and  
cooperation .

A cts 11:22, 27-30; 15:22-35; R om ans 15:25-27; 1
Corinthians 16:1-3; C o lossian s 4:16; 1 T hessa lon ians 4:9-10;
R evelation  1:11, 20

8. T he ex e r c ise  of a  federative relationship is p oss ib le  only on the  
b a sis  o f unity in faith and in co n fessio n .

I C orinthians 10:14-22; G alatians 1:6-9; E p h esia n s 4 :16 -17

9. M em ber ch u rch es m eet togeth er  in consultation to guard aga in st  
hum an im perfections and to benefit from the w isdom  o f m any  
co u n se lo rs  in the broader a sse m b lie s . T he d e c is io n s  o f su ch  
a ss e m b lie s  derive their authority from their conform ity to the Word 
o f God

P roverbs 11:14; A cts 15:1-35; I C orinthians 13:9-10;
II Timothy 3 :16-17

10. In order to m anifest our spiritual unity, ch u rch es should  s e e k  
con tact with other faithful, co n fession a lly  R eform ed ch u rch es for 
their mutual edification and a s  an effective w itn ess  to the world.

John 17:21-23; E p h esia n s 4:1-6

11. T he church is m andated  to e x e r c ise  its ministry o f reconciliation by 
proclaiming the g o sp e l to the e n d s  o f the earth.

M atthew 28:19-20; A cts 1:8; II C orinthians 5:18-21

12. Christ ca re s  for and go v ern s His church through the office bearers, 
w hom  H e c h o o s e s  through the congregation .

A cts 1:23-26; 6:2-3; 14:23; I Timothy 3:1,8; 5 :17

13. T he Scriptures require that m inisters, e ld ers and d e a c o n s  be  
thoroughly equipped  for the su itab le d isch arge o f their resp ective  
o ffices.

I Timothy 3:2-9; 4:16; II Timothy 2:14-16; 3:14; 4:1-5
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14. B eing the ch o se n  and red eem ed  p eop le  o f G od, the church, under 
the supervision  o f the C onsistory, is called  to w orship Him 
accord ing to the Scriptural principles governing w orship.

Leviticus 10:1-3; D euteronom y 12:29-32; P sa lm  95:1 ,2 ,6;
P salm  100:4; John 4:24;
I P eter  2:9

15. S in ce  the church is the pillar and ground o f  the truth, it is called  
through its teach ing  ministry to build up the p eop le  o f God in faith.

D euteronom y 11:19; E p h esia n s 4:11-16; I Timothy 4:6; II
Timothy 2:2; 3 :16 -17

16. Christian discipline, arising from G od’s  love for His p eop le, is 
ex erc ised  in the church to correct and strengthen  the p eop le  o f 
G od, to maintain the unity and the purity o f the church o f Christ, and 
thereby to bring honor and glory to G od’s  nam e.

I Timothy 5:20; Titus 1:13; H ebrew s 12:7-11

17. T he e x e r c ise  o f Christian discip line is first o f all a  personal duty of 
every  church m em ber, but w hen  official d iscip line by th e  church 
b e c o m e s  n ecessary , it m ust b e ex erc ised  by the C onsistory o f the  
church, to w hom  the keys o f the kingdom  are entrusted .

M atthew 18:15-20; John 20:22-23; A cts 20:28; I
C orinthians 5:13; I P eter  5:1-3

Broad Divisions
S in ce  w e  d esire  to honor the ap osto lic  com m and that in the  

ch u rch es all things are to be d on e  d ecen tly  and in good  order (I C orinthians 
14:40), w e  order our ecc les ia s tica l relations and activities under the  
following divisions:
V. O ffices (Articles 1 - )
VI. A ssem b lie s  (Articles - )
VII. W orship and C erem on ies (Articles - )
VIII. D iscipline (Articles - )

W e again d iscu ssed  at so m e  length the question w h o se  responsibility it is to 
declare a man a candidate for the ministry. W e agreed  that, a s  in the 
deposition of a  minister, in this matter the c la ss is  is a lso  to b e involved. The 
student m ust sustain  a c lassica l exam ination. W e a lso  d iscu ssed  the n ecess ity  
for, and procedure of consistorial involvem ent in the preparation and nurturing 
of a  man for the ministry. W e agreed  that each  com m ittee, starting with article 
4 of Dort, writes a  proposal for d iscu ssion  at our next m eeting.

T he com m ittee took so m e  tim e to review  the n eed  for an article dealing with 
admitting m en to the ministry w ho h ave not pursued the regular co u rse  of 
study (old Dort article 8). This article could b e helpful in tim es o f calam ity or 
d istress . H ow ever, with a v iew  to past a b u se  o f this article in so m e
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R eform ed ch urches, and the potential for a b u se  of su ch  an article in the  
future of the united ch urches, it w a s  agreed  by both com m ittees that the  
ch u rch es will be better served  by omitting su ch  an article.

T he is su e  of the role o f regional synod  and the role o f the regional synodical 
d ep u ties received  so m e  attention. Information w a s  ex ch a n g ed  and a  better 
understanding ga ined  by this d iscu ssio n . More tim e is n eed ed  to co m e  to a  
final agreem en t. A lso  the m ethod o f d elegation  to broader a sse m b lie s  
received  attention. T he su g g estio n  w a s  a ccep ted  for both com m ittees to  
prepare su itable adaptations of articles regarding the broader a sse m b lie s ,  
including c la s s e s ,  regional and gen era l sy n o d s , working from Articles 41 , 44 , 
45, 47 , 4 9  and 50  of Dort.

T he next m eeting will take p lace D.V. A ugust 5-7, 2 0 0 3  in Burlington, ON, 
C anada. In the m ean  tim e both com m ittees will continue to study the  
rem aining articles. Any p roposa ls should  be shared  with other com m ittee  
m em bers at lea st o n e  month prior to the next m eeting . T he P r e ss  R e le a se  
w a s  p resen ted  and approved. Rev. John V anW oudenberg c lo sed  the  
m eeting with a brief m editation on John 12:1-8. He led in prayer o f 
thanksgiving and praise to G od, our H eaven ly  Father, for another m eeting  
that could be conducted  in brotherly harmony.

For the C om m ittee  
Gerard J. N ordem an

P r e ss  R e le a se  of the  
m eeting of the com bined  com m ittees o f the  

C anadian R eform ed and United R eform ed C hurches  
to p rop ose a com m on church order 

held A ugust 05 -07 , 2 0 0 3  
at the E b en ezer  C anadian R eform ed Church at 

Burlington, ON

P resen t w ere: Dr. N elson  K loosterm an, Rev. William P ols, R ev. Ronald  
S ch eu ers , Rev. R aym ond Sikkem a and Mr. Harry Van Gurp, representing  
the United R eform ed C hurches in North A m erica (URCNA), and Dr. Gijsbert 
N ed erveen , Mr. Gerard J. N ordem an, Rev. John V anW oudenberg and Dr.
Art Witten o f the C anadian R eform ed C hurches (C anR C ). Dr. Jack  D eJong  
of the C anRC , du e to rea so n s  of health, a ttended  the m eeting on a limited 
b asis.
On behalf o f the C anadian R eform ed C hurches Br. N ordem an w elcom ed  the 
com m ittee m em bers and introduced Dr. N ed erveen  w ho will serv e  the 
C anR C  com m ittee a s  an advisor on an interim b asis.
Dr. Kloosterm an op en ed  the m eeting with Scripture reading and prayer.
He w elcom ed  in particular Dr. N ed erveen . It w a s  a g reed  that Dr. N ed erveen  
w ould fully participate in the work of the com m ittee. An a g en d a  and
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tim etable for the next three d a y s  w ere  circulated and ad op ted . T he m inutes 
of the February 13-14 , 2 0 0 3  m eeting w ere  rev iew ed . It w a s  a g reed  to add to 
th e s e  m inutes the third consideration  that w a s  u sed  to not include an article 
regarding ‘exceptional g ifts’ (Dort Art. 8 ) in the proposed  church order. T h e se  
con sid eration s are: 1) in sta n ces o f a b u se  o f this article in the past, 
esp ec ia lly  in the ex p er ien ce  o f the URCNA, 2 ) potential a b u se  in the future, 
and 3) the ch u rch es’ requirem ent that every  m inister b e thoroughly trained  
for the ministry, a  training that at presen t is readily available.
A review  o f the articles thus far adopted  resulted in a few  m odifications.

T he consideration  that the function o f a  minister ex ten d s beyond  the  
local congregation  and is available for call am ong all the ch u rch es o f the  
federation s u g g e s ts  that declaring a m an eligib le for call is not the task  o f a 
con sistory  but m ore appropriately that o f a  c la s s is . This principle will be  
included in the appropriate article.

It w a s  agreed  that, w hen  a vacan t church w ish e s  to call a  minister 
for the se c o n d  tim e during the sa m e  vacancy, c la ssica l approval is required.

T he Dort provision for ‘recent converts w ish ing to en ter the ministry’ 
is ad eq u ate ly  covered  in the proposed  article h ead ed  “An Ordained Minister 
W ithout a C ongregation  Entering the F ederation”, w h ere  a requirem ent for 
"an ad eq u a te  period o f consistorial su pervision” is stipulated.

An ex ten d ed  d iscu ssio n  took p lace  on the division and alignm ent of 
ch urches, c la s s e s  and sy n o d s . A  c o n s e n s u s  w a s  reach ed  that am ong the  
ch u rch es of the federation , four a ss e m b lie s  shall b e recognized: the  
consistory, the c la ss is , the regional syn od , and the gen era l syn od . T he term s 
“c la s s is” and “sy n o d ” d esig n a te  either ecc le s ia s tica l a sse m b lie s  or 
ecc le s ia s tica l regions. A s a sse m b lie s , c la s s e s  and sy n o d s  ex ist only for the  
duration of their m eetin gs. T h e se  a ss e m b lie s  are deliberative in nature.

Appropriate articles w ere  form ulated prescribing that th o se  
d e leg a ted  to the broader a ss e m b lie s  shall be is su ed  proper credentia ls by 
their d elegatin g  body, thereby receiving authorization to d ea l with all the  
m atters properly placed  before them; and that in all a s se m b lie s  only  
ecc les ia s tica l m atters shall be transacted , and only in an ecc lesia s tica l  
m anner. T he broader a sse m b lie s  shall ex erc ise  jurisdiction exclu sively  
relating to m atters properly before them . All m atters m ust originate with a 
consistory  and m ust first be con sid ered  by a c la s s is  and a regional synod  
before they m ay be con sid ered  by a general syn od . Only th o se  m atters shall 
be con sidered  in the broader a ss e m b lie s  that could not be settled  in the 
narrower a sse m b lie s , or that pertain to the ch u rch es in com m on. Each  
broader a ssem b ly  shall approve for publication a p ress  r e le a se  regarding its 
p roceed in gs.

R egarding d elegation  to broader a sse m b lie s  a  c o n se n s u s  w a s  
reached  that c la s s is  shall c h o o se  the d e le g a te s  to both the regional synod  
and the general syn od  proportional to the num ber of c la s s e s  participating. 
This would en su re  a better distribution of d e le g a te s  from am ong the  
ch u rch es. T he ex a c t formula still n e e d s  to be determ ined.
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A g reem en ts  w ere  a ls o  rea ch ed  on th e  p rop osed  w ording of 
artic les relating to th e  sp ec ific  function and  m ake-up  o f a  c la s s is  and that 
a c la s s is  shall b e held ev ery  four m onths, u n le s s  th e  co n v en in g  church, in 
con su lta tion  with the neighboring church, c o n c lu d e s  that no m atters have  
b een  s e n t  in by th e  ch u rch es  that w ould w arrant th e  co n v en in g  o f a 
c la s s is .  C an cella tion  o f a  c la s s is  shall not be perm itted to o ccu r  tw ice in 
s u c c e s s io n .

D ecis io n s regarding ‘church visitors’ include the understanding that 
c la s s is  shall appoint a  num ber of its m ost exp erienced  and com p eten t  
m inisters and e ld ers to visit all the ch u rch es of the c la s s is , and that at ea ch  
church visit at lea st o n e  o f the visitors shall be a minister. A  description of 
the sp ecific  task  and function of the church visitors w a s  a g reed  upon.

A greem en ts w ere a ls o  reach ed  on the m atters pertaining to 
arch ives, cou n selors, regional syn od  and d ep u ties  o f regional syn od . A  
regional syn od , con sisting  o f three or m ore c la s s e s  in a region, shall 
ordinarily m eet o n c e  per year. This syn od  shall dea l only with su ch  m atters 
a s  are p laced  on its a g en d a  by the m em ber c la s s e s ,  and with a p p ea ls  from  
con sisto r ies  or church m em b ers w h o  h ave previously p ro cessed  their 
a p p ea ls  through their consistory  and c la s s is .

R eports to the ch u rch es and sy n o d s  o f the tw o fed eration s will b e co m p o sed  
by ea ch  sub -com m ittee  and com pared  to en su re  that in the a r e a s  o f 
accom p lish m en ts and recom m en d ation s they  are in full agreem en t.

T he next m eeting will take p lace D.V. N ovem ber 4, 5, and 6, 2 0 0 3 .

At the c lo s e  o f the m eeting  Dr. Jack  D eJon g  inform ed the m eetin g  that 
b e c a u s e  o f his health he can  no longer function effective ly  a s  an active  
m em b er o f the com m ittee . T his m a k es  it n e c e s s a r y  for him to resign  from  
the C om m ittee for the Prom otion o f E cc lesia stica l Unity a s  well a s  the su b 
com m ittee  for the church order. It is with profound regret that the  
com m ittee  took  note o f this d ec is io n . Br. D eJon g  w a s  thanked for his 
outstand ing  contribution, not only in this com m ittee , but a ls o  for his 
com m itted  efforts in the w h o le  unity p r o c e ss . All the brothers w ish ed  him 
w ell. Dr. K loosterm an led in d ev o tio n s  and com m itted  Dr. D eJon g  in the  
care o f our Faithful Father.

T he p ress  r e le a se  w a s  read and approved for publication.
In his c losing rem arks Dr. K loosterm an e x p ressed  his thankfu lness to the  
Lord for the brotherly m anner in w hich the com m ittee could proceed  with its 
work. A con sid erab le am ount of work could be accom p lish ed .
After Scripture reading and closing prayer by Rev. Sikkem a, the m eeting  
w a s adjourned.

For the com m ittee  
Gerard J. N ordem an
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THE REPORT OF 
THE THEOLOGICAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE 

OF THE
CANADIAN REFORMED CHURCHES

To T he C om m ittee for Promotion of E cclesiastica l Unity 
Reporting to the G eneral Synod  of the  
C anadian R eform ed C hurches  
M eeting in C hatham , Ontario 
On February 10, 2 0 0 4

E steem ed  Brothers,

Herewith w e  subm it to you a report outlining our m andate and its 
execu tion .

I. MANDATE

T he G eneral Synod  of N eerlandia 2001  m ad e the following
decision:

"to g ive  the C om m ittee re: Theological Education  the  
following m andate:

1 .4 .1 . To work c lo se ly  with the com m ittee re: theological 
education  appointed  by the URCNA synod;

1 .4 .2 . To ev a lu a te  the current situation a s  to theological 
education  within the C anR C  and URCNA;

1.4 .3 . To d ev e lo p  a  proposal concern ing theological 
education  within the n ew  federation keeping in 
mind that:
1 .4 .3 .1 . T he new  federation should retain at 

lea st o n e  federational theological 
sch oo l at w hich the board of 
governors, the professors and  
teaching staff are appointed by synod;

1 .4 .3 .2 . Attention should  be g iven  a s  to w hat 
to do  in the c a s e  of an aspiring 
candidate to the ministry w ho d o e s  
not h ave ad eq u a te  instruction in 
significant co u r se s  in R eform ed  
Doctrine, in R eform ed Church Polity, 
or in R eform ed Church History.

1 .4 .4 . To k eep  the CPEU updated on the progress;
1 .4 .5 . To provide the CPEU with a report in sufficient 

tim e for them  to produce the com p reh en sive  
report for S ynod  in a tim ely fash ion .”

(ACTS G S  2 0 0 1 , Art. 95)
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2. URC COMMITTEE MANDATE

Our C om m ittee a lso  d ecid ed  to inform you of the m andate of the 
C om m ittee for T heological Education for M inisters of the United R eform ed  
C hurches. It reads a s  follows:

"that this com m ittee work togeth er with the C anadian R eform ed  
C om m ittee to draft proposals for theological education  to our 
resp ective  sy n o d s in preparation for an eventual plan o f union.” 
(Article XLV)

3. APPOINTMENTS

T he G eneral Synod  of N eerlandia 2001 a lso  m ade the following  
appointm ents:

"4.4. T heological Education C om m ittee: Cl. Stam , W. 
Sm outer, C. V anDam  (convener); J. V issch er.”

(ACTS, G S 2 0 0 1 , Art. 98 )

4. MEETINGS

Your C om m ittee m et on  S ep t. 6, 2 0 0 1 , Jan . 30 , 2 0 0 2 , S ep t. 4 , 2 0 0 2  
and S ep t. 5, 2 0 0 3 , at the T heological C o lleg e  building in Hamilton, Ontario. 
T h e se  m eetin gs w ere  chaired by Prof. Dr. C. van Dam a s  convener. T he  
R ev. J. V issch er  w a s  appointed  secretary.

5. FURTHER APPOINTMENTS

Br. W. Sm outer informed the C om m ittee that d u e  to a  large num ber 
o f com m itm ents h e w ould not b e ab le  to serv e . T he rem aining m em bers  
d isc u sse d  and review ed the situation. It w a s  d ec id ed  to a sk  Prof. Dr. N.H. 
G ootjes and Mr. K.J. Veldkam p, a form er governor, to au gm en t the ranks of 
the C om m ittee. It w a s  the opinion o f the existing m em b ers that the w orkload  
warranted th e s e  additional appointm ents and that th e s e  brothers would  
strengthen  the ability o f the C om m ittee to do  its work.

Authorization for this action is partly b a sed  on the ruling o f Synod  
19 8 3  that “the C om m ittees shall h ave  the right, in c a s e  a v a ca n cy  occurs, in 
order to fulfill their m andate to bring their m em bersh ip  up to its original 
strength” (A cts, Art. 175). T he C om m ittee rea lizes that it h a s  g o n e  beyond  
this provision by adding o n e  extra person; how ever, se e in g  the nature, 
s c o p e  and im portance o f our work, a s  w ell a s  the qualifications o f the  
brothers, viz. in educational and legal m atters, w e  trust that the ch u rch es will 
support this co u rse  o f action.
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After a careful review  o f the m andate, the C om m ittee d ec id ed  it 
shou ld  b e c o m e  acq u a in ted  with th o se  institutions that currently train m ost 
o f the s tu d en ts  entering into the URCNA, nam ely  M id-Am erica T h eo log ica l 
Sem in ary  in Dyer, IN, and W estm in ster  T h eo log ica l Sem in ary  in 
E scon d id o , CA.

To carry out th e s e  ta sk s it w a s  d ecid ed  to appoint Prof. N.H. 
G ootjes and the Rev.CI. Stam  to visit the form er sem inary, and Prof. C. van  
Dam and the Rev.J. V issch er  to visit the latter. R eports o f th e s e  visits h ave  
b een  ap p en d ed . It should  be noted that the R ev. Stam  w a s  unable to visit 
Mid-America and that the R ev.J. V issch er  took his p lace.

It w a s  a lso  d ec id ed  to invite the URCNA C om m ittee to visit the  
T heological C o llege  in Hamilton, ON, at their earliest co n v en ien ce .

7. QUESTIONS POSED

On Feb. 14, 2 0 0 3 , w e  received  a letter from our “counterpart” 
C om m ittee in the URCNA asking a num ber o f q u estio n s about “a 
synodically-controlled sem inary” -  its n e c e ss ity  and benefit. Our C om m ittee  
responded  with a paper entitled: “W hy Do T he C anadian R eform ed  
C hurches H ave Their Own S em inary?” This paper h a s  b een  ap p en d ed .

From the C om m ittee o f the URCNA w e  received  a  sta tem en t on  
this sa m e  matter. This too h a s  b een  ap p en d ed .

8. NO JOINT MEETING

Much to our regret w e  h ave to report that thus far there h a s  not 
b een  a joint m eeting of our resp ective  com m ittees. Various attem pts have  
b een  m ade and currently another is being d is c u sse d  and m ay take p lace  
before G eneral Synod  2 0 0 4 . Should that happen  w e will se n d  you a  
supplem entary report.

T he inability to m eet thus far can  be ascribed  to a num ber of 
different factors. It took so m e  tim e for both com m ittees to work out and  
d evelop  their resp ective  m an d ates. It s o  h ap p en s that a lm ost all o f the 
a p p o in tees on both com m ittees have very busy sc h e d u le s . Then too, there  
is the fact that C om m ittee m em bers are spread  throughout North A m erica.

In sp ite  o f th e s e  factors, be assu red  that there h as b een  written and  
verbal con tact during the last years and that so o n  w e  hope to have face-to -  
fa c e  contact on a com m ittee level.

9. UNFINISHED MANDATE

From the a b o v e  you will have gathered  that our C om m ittee is not 
ab le  a s  yet to supply you with a “proposal concern ing theological education  
within the new  federation .”
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10. FUTURE MANDATE

It w ould b e presum ptuous for this C om m ittee to su g g e s t  to your 
a sse m b ly  w hat to d o  about our continued ex isten ce ; how ever, w e  do  trust 
that you will g ive  ser io u s consideration  to continuing our m andate with the  
h op e that w e  will b e ab le  to  serv e  the next G eneral Synod , and the  
ch u rch es, with a  finalized report.

11. CLOSING
W e w ish  you the b le ss in g s  o f the Lord in all o f your deliberations 

and d ec is io n s .

T he C om m ittee,

N.H. G ootjes  
Cl. Stam
C. van Dam
K.J. V eldkam p
J. V issch er

S ep tem b er  5, 2 0 0 3

APPENDICES

Appendix # 1 -

Report of the Visit Made to Westminster Theological Seminary from 
Feb. 8 -  12, 2002 by Prof. Dr. C. Van Dam and the Rev. Dr. J. Visscher

Introduction

On Thursday, Feb. 7, 2 0 0 2 , tw o m em bers o f the T heological 
Education C om m ittee, nam ely C. Van Dam  and J. V isscher, traveled to 
E scondido, California, in order to visit W estm inster T heological Sem inary. 
Prof. Van Dam  left from Toronto and Rev. V issch er  left from V ancouver. W e  
m et in Los A n g e les , stayed  over  night in that city and continued on to 
E scond ido  the next morning.

W e arrived in E scond ido  the following day and toured the Sem inary. 
It is located  on a very im pressive and hilltop site . A num ber of modern  
buildings grace  that site, nam ely a library and office com plex, a  student 
union and c lassroom  building and a recently com pleted  ch apel. T he library 
conta ins about 6 0 ,0 0 0  vo lu m es and is part o f a  consortium  of theological 
co lleg e  libraries in southern California. T he faculty is co m p o sed  of 12 full
tim e professors (a s  well a s  15 part-time p rofessors) and a stu d en t body of 
186  in 2 0 0 0 -2 0 0 1 .
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At 12:00  noon w e  m et for lunch with th e  R ev s . S tev en  D onovan  
and Phil V os. T ogether they  pastor o n e  o f the largest URC C hurches, the  
E scon d id o  URC. O ver lunch a w id e range o f top ics w a s  d is c u sse d . W e  
b egan  by getting acquainted  and e x ch a n g ed  d eta ils  ab ou t our resp ective  
ch u rch es and fed eration s. From there w e  m oved  on to various is s u e s  in 
the relations b etw een  our resp ec tiv e  chu rch es: coven an t, justification, law  
and g o sp e l, sem in ary  training, and  the E scon d id o  Overture that w en t to the  
URC Synod .

All in all, it w a s  a very useful e x e r c ise  in building bridges, sharing  
information and clearing-up m isunderstandings. Our im pression  w a s  that if 
th e s e  tw o brothers are representative o f the URC, there is g o o d  h op e for 
p rogress in the on goin g  m erger d is c u ss io n s  with the URC.

Meeting With the Representatives of Westminster Seminary

At 3 :00  p.m . w e  m et togeth er  with Dr. Robert Godfrey, P resident o f 
W TS and Dr. Darryl Hart, D ean  o f S tu d en ts (both are a lso  p rofessors in 
church history). W e e x p r e sse d  appreciation for their w illin gn ess to m eet with 
us. T hey in turn received  u s m ost cordially. W e then started with brief 
introductions of w ho w e  are, introduced our C hurches and the C o llege  and  
exp la ined  the m andate o f our C om m ittee.

W e a lso  u sed  the opportunity to p resen t Dr. G odfrey and Dr. Hart 
with a copy of the following publications for their sem inary library: the current 
H andbook  o f the T heological C ollege; C. Van Dam , ed ., The Liberation: 
Causes and Consequences  (1 9 9 5 ) and C. Van Dam , ed ., The Challenge o f  
Church Union (1993).

Some Historical Information

In particular, w e  informed them  about the m ission  of the T heological 
C ollege  and w hy it is a  federational sch oo l. T he brothers from W TS then  
exp lained  its origin and w hy it is an in d ependent institution. T he background  
of W TS-CA is found in its n a m esa k e  in Philadelphia. W TS-Phila w a s  
estab lish ed  in 1929  in the m idst o f the M odernist C ontroversy in the 
Presbyterian Church in the U SA. At that tim e Princeton T heological 
Sem inary w a s  the pre-em inent sem inary of the northern Presbyterian  
Church but had b een  re-organized  to allow  for theological liberalism. Prof.
J. G resham  M achen left Princeton and co n sc io u sly  organized  an  
in d ependent sem inary to prevent future liberalism from destroying the 
church. W TS-C A  w a s  started in 1980  a s  a  branch of W TS-Phila but b eca m e  
an in d ependent institution in 1984 .

A s an in dependent sem inary, W TS-C A  se r v e s  a broad constituency  
of P resbyterian and R eform ed chu rch es. It is a lso  o n e  o f the tw o sem in aries  
that su p p lies  m ost o f the m inisters to the URC, along with Mid-America in 
Dyer, IN. A nother fact o f note is that it is a lso  o n e  of the main training
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sc h o o ls  for the Korean Presbyterian ch u rch es. W TS California h o p e s  to 
continue to train stu d en ts for the URC but then a s  an in d ependent sem inary.

Independent or Federational

W hen a sk ed  if it w ould con sid er  becom ing a federational sem inary, 
the a n sw er  w a s  g iven  that this w a s  not very likely g iven  its p ast history, its 
broad con stitu en cy  and its presen t Board o f T ru stees. Currently, it offers 
c o u r se s  in the church governm ent o f W estm inster, a s  w ell a s  the church  
polity o f Dordt. C o u rses  are a lso  g iven  in the T hree Form s o f Unity, a s  well 
a s  the W estm inster S tandards, in order to equip stu d en ts from both 
Presbyterian and R eform ed backgrounds.

Reformed Commitment

Dr. Godfrey assu red  us that W TS is com m itted to being a strong 
R eform ed sem inary which is sen sitive  to the n e e d s  o f the churches. A s such  it 
h as a s  its basis both the W estm inster Standards a s  well a s  the T hree Forms 
o f Unity. W hen the question  w a s  a sk ed  w hether W TS would b e willing to m ake 
ch a n g es  in its curriculum to accom m od ate  p ossib le  d em an d s from a new  
united church, their resp o n se  w a s  positive. In addition, w e  w ere informed that 
W TS w ish es  to cooperate fully with other institutions, including a federational 
school, which in the future would a lso  train m inisters for su ch  a  church.

Relations with MID-AMERICA

A s for its relationship to M id-America R eform ed Sem inary (MID- 
AMERICA), w e  w ere  informed that there is at presen t no formal working 
relationship with that institution. On a personal level, there is a  good  working 
relationship b etw een  Dr. G odfrey and a num ber of m em bers of the Mid- 
A m erica faculty. It should be noted that th e s e  tw o institutions are 
geographically  d istant from ea ch  other and that W TS m ay well serv e  a w ider 
spectrum  of R eform ed and P resbyterian churches.

Churches

With resp ect to the ch u rch es that W TS se r v e s , there are no formal 
a g reem en ts . At o n e  tim e there w a s  su ch  an agreem en t with the R C U S but 
this w a s  term inated b e c a u se  of d isa g reem en t over  the interpretation of 
G e n e s is  1. T he O PC  h as in the past se n t an official delegation  and W TS  
con tin u es to train m en for the ministry in that church.

The Board of Trustees

T he sem inary is govern ed  by a Board of T rustees w hich co n s is ts  of 
18 m em b ers w ho serv e  three year  term s. Every year  o n e  third of the Board 
retires. M em bers on the board can be re-appointed. This Board is a  self-
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perpetuating body o f which no m ore than one-third to on e-h a lf are m inisters. 
All m inisters and e ld ers serving a s  tru stees  m ust b e m em b ers of 
co n fession a lly  R eform ed ch u rch es. T h ey  are ch o se n  on the b a sis  o f 
geograph ica l and “denom inational” con sid eration s s o  that the Board 
so m ew h a t reflects the student body and ch u rch es that are serv ed . A  
significant num ber o f tru stees are from the O rthodox Presbyterian Church 
and the URCNA.

The Faculty

With regard to the faculty, the p ro fessors are bound by their 
ecc le s ia s tica l v o w s and sub scrib e  to the co n fe s s io n s  w h en  becom ing a  
m em ber o f the faculty. It w a s  a lso  pointed out that subscription h a s  a  
different history in the P resbyterian ch u rch es than it d o e s  in the ch u rch es  
originating from the E uropean continent. In P resbyterianism , p ro fessors and  
m inisters m ay a sk  for “ex cep tio n s” from points o f doctrine that they  d isa g ree  
with a s  sp e lled  out in the W estm inster S tandards. W hen n ew  faculty  
m em b ers are appointed , they  are a sk ed  about w hat excep tion s, if any, they  
maintain.

Should  a p ro fessor’s  teach ing  g ive  c a u s e  for concern , a  com m ittee  
m ay be appointed  by the Sem inary to investigate the matter. If a  church  
discip lines a  faculty m em ber, W TS w ould ab ide by its d ecis ion  u n le ss  su ch  
d ecision  w ould be contravention o f Scripture or co n fess io n .

In order to prom ote good  harm ony am on g  the faculty, a  faculty  
lunch is regularly held w here current theological is s u e s  are  d isc u sse d  
together. In addition, the Board of T ru stees d is c u s s e s  a  co n fessio n a l topic  
togeth er with the faculty o n c e  a year.

A s for the recruitment o f new  faculty m em bers, W TS fo c u s e s  on  
con fession a lly  R eform ed m en. It esp ec ia lly  w an ts m en w ho love the church  
and are com m itted to R eform ed scholarsh ip .

Students

A s for students entering W TS, they n eed  a  positive reference from 
their church, but there is no specific  requirem ent that they adhere to the 
c la ssic  Reform ed co n fessio n s . S ee in g  that the faculty is Reform ed, W TS d o e s  
not s e e  a n eed  to dem and that students entering the sem inary b e Reform ed. 
The overw helm ing majority is Reform ed. At the sa m e  time, W TS s e e s  an  
opportunity here to act a s  a  “m issionary institution” and their teaching h as had 
a positive im pact on baptist and evangelica l students. In this connection , the 
Korean Presbyterian C hurches, which have b een  ravaged by P entecostalism , 
have received  considerab le a ss is ta n c e  from W TS.

Accreditation

W e a ls o  d isc u sse d  sem inary  accreditation and w ere  informed that 
this is a  very difficult p ro cess , consum ing a  con sid erab le  am ount o f tim e and
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m oney. W TS is accred ited  by ATS. This is important for W TS b e c a u se  it 
allow s stu d en ts to apply for federal student loans. T hey could well 
understand that the T heological C o llege  h as b een  hesitant to start on this 
p ro cess , esp ec ia lly  b e c a u se  this sch oo l d o e s  not n eed  it for accrediting  
stu d en ts for the purpose of governm ent loans. It h as b een  their, and it still is 
Ham ilton’s , ex p er ien ce  that in practice stu d en ts from an institution not 
accred ited  by ATS w ho w ish to pursue graduate stu d ies  are usually  ab le  to 
do s o  without insurm ountable difficulty.

Questions Addressed to Us

Q u estion s w ere  a lso  ask ed  o f u s a s  rep resen ta tives o f the  
C anadian R eform ed C hurches. In r e sp o n se  to the query w hether w e  w ould  
have objections ag a in st two “denom inational” sem in aries , w e  indicated that 
our m andate sp ec ified  that there should  be o n e  federational sch o o l. W e  
w ould not object to tw o if there w a s  o n e  for ea ch  country to w hich stu d en ts  
in the resp ective  countries w ould then b e ex p ected  to g o . Q u estio n s w ere  
a lso  raised in the a r e a s  o f coven an t and justification. Clarification w a s  g iven .

In particular it w a s  sta ted  that a s  C anadian R eform ed C hurches w e  
are not in favour o f binding extra -con fession a l s ta tem en ts . A s w ell, there  
ap p ears to be an information gap  b etw een  W TS and w hat the C anadian  
R eform ed C hurches stand  for. G eographical d istan ce  h a s  som eth in g  to do  
with this.

Conclusion

Our overall im pression is a  very positive o n e . W e w ere  w ell- 
received  and w ere ab le  to have a frank and op en  d iscu ssio n  a s  brothers 
w ho s e e k  the w ell being of the C hurches.

Breakfast with Prof. Dr. R.S. Clark and Prof. Dr. M.S. Horton

Early the next morning, Saturday, F eb . 9, w e  had a breakfast 
m eeting with Dr. M ichael S cott Horton, a ss o c ia te  p rofessor of A p ologetics  
and Historical T heo logy  and Dr. Robert S cott Clark, a ss o c ia te  p rofessor of 
Church History. After so m e  w ords of introduction, w e  p roceed ed  to deal with 
a w ide range of theological m atters and historic personalities. W e fo cu sed  
on m atters o f justification, sanctification, faith and works, coven an t o f works 
and s o  forth

It should be sta ted  that in our e x c h a n g e  w e  tried to p lace the 
C anR C  position on a num ber of is su e s  within the fram ework of the influence  
of A. K uyperon  the R eform ed C hurches in the N etherlands, the ev en ts  of 
the Liberation, a s  well a s  the post-w ar immigration to C anada. In 
connection  with the latter, it w a s  s tr e sse d  that it w a s  never  the intention of 
the im migrants to start a  new  R eform ed church but rather to join th em se lv e s  
to an already existing R eform ed church. W hen that b eca m e  im possib le  in 
connection  with the CRC and PRC, it w a s  d ecid ed  to institute the CanRC.



51

T he presen t d esire  for unity on the part o f the C anR C  with the URC is to be  
s e e n  a s  a  continuation of that original intent.

It w a s  a lso  s tr e sse d  that in the future it w ould b e beneficial if the  
lines o f com m unication betw een  p eop le  like o u rse lv e s  could b e kept op en  
for the sa k e  of our resp ective  federations. Invitations w ere  ex ten d ed  to both 
professors to visit the T heological C o llege  in Hamilton and to m eet with both 
p ast and presen t m em bers of the faculty.

On the w hole, the e x c h a n g e  w a s  o p en , frank, friendly and  
productive. Hopefully, a  num ber of caricatures w ere  rem oved, 
m isunderstandings cleared  up and a b a sis  w a s  laid for continued  
com m unication in the future.

Sunday in the Escondido URC

On Sunday, Feb. 10, 2 0 0 2 , w e  attended  the 11:00 a .m . and 6:00  
p.m. w orship ser v ic e s  in the E scond ido  URC. T he liturgy in th e s e  serv ice s  
w a s  very sim ilar to ours, ex cep t for silen t prayer offered at the start.
Rev.P.J. V os preached  in both serv ice s , first on LD 12 o f the H eidelberg  
C atech ism  in the morning and then on Luke 23: 34  in the even in g . Both 
w ere faithful to the Word, c lear and edifying.

For lunch w e  w ere  invited to the S p oelstra  resid en ce , togeth er with 
br. and sr. S . How erzyl. This proved to b e a m ost hosp itab le and informative 
visit. After the even in g  serv ice  w e  w ere  invited to the resid en ce  o f br. and sr.
H. D en B oer in C arlsbad. O n ce  again  the hospitality w a s  great and the fact 
that br. d e  B oer is a  very active  and leading m em ber o f the E scond ido  
Church proved to b e very helpful in sharing information.

Another Breakfast

T he next morning w e  w ere  up early again  in order to have breakfast 
with the Rev. Phil J. V os. He had invited u s over  S u nday even in g , but 
b e c a u se  o f the d e  B oer invite, w e  d ecid ed  to m eet togeth er the next morning. 
It can  be said  that this seco n d  m eal together w a s  a  tim e of solidification. W e  
w ere ab le  to build on recently estab lish ed  ties, and w e  w ere a lso  ab le  to  
ex ch a n g e  ev en  m ore ideas, insights and data. A bove all, it w a s  s tr e sse d  that 
c lo ser  tie s  n eed  to b e forged b etw een  not just betw een  the sem in aries in 
E scond ido  and Hamilton, but a lso  betw een  both federations.

Homeward Bound

After breakfast w e  visited  the Sem inary o n c e  again  in order to  
obtain so m e  additional information that Dr. Clark had m entioned . W e a lso  
took  another look a t the Sem inary library. After that w e  drove back to Los 
A n g e le s  and early the next morning, F eb . 12, 2 0 0 2 , w e  h ea d ed  hom e.

R espectfu lly  Subm itted,
C. van Dam , J. V issch er
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Appendix #2

REPORT OF THE VISIT MADE TO MID AMERICA THEOLOGICAL 
SEMINARY IN DYER, INDIANA FROM MAY 28 -31, 2002, BY PROF. DR. 
N.H. GOOTJES AND THE REV. DR. J. VISSCHER

Introduction

On W ed nesday , May 2 9  and Thursday, May 30, 2 0 0 2 , two  
m em bers of the T heological Education C om m ittee, nam ely N.H. G ootjes and  
J. V issch er  visited Mid A m erica T heological Sem inary in Dyer, Indiana. The  
purpose of this visit w a s  to fam iliarize the C om m ittee via its two  
represen ta tives with this Sem inary.

T he travel arrangem ents for this visit w ere  su ch  that the Rev. J. 
V issch er  left V ancouver on May 28 , 2 0 0 2 . Prof. N.H. G ootjes left the  
following day from Toronto. W e m et at O ’Hare Airport in C h icago  and  
traveled to Dyer, Indiana together. W e arrived at the Sem inary shortly before  
2:00  p.m.

O n ce there w e  w ere m et by Prof. Dr. N. Kloosterm an w ho sh ow ed  
us around the still new, beautiful and sp a c io u s  building. Unlike W TS-CA, the 
physical plant o f Mid-America T heological Sem inary (henceforth MID- 
AMERICA) co n s is ts  o f o n e  large building. In it are h ou sed  the library, the  
c la ssro o m s, faculty offices and lounge, bookstore and adm inistrative 
facilities. Architecturally, a  large bell tow er d istin gu ish es the building. 
U ndoubtedly su ch  a  s in g le  structure m a k es for ready a c c e s s  and se r v e s  
w ell particularly during the colder m onths o f the year.

Meeting with the Faculty

A little after 2 :00  p.m . w e  m et with the entire faculty o f MID- 
AMERICA, nam ely,

R ev. J. Mark B each , A sso c ia te  P ro fessor  o f Ministerial S tu d ies  
Dr. N .D. K loosterm an, P ro fessor  o f E thics and N ew  T estam ent 
Rev. Alan D. S trange, A ssistan t P ro fessor  o f Church History 
Rev. Mark D. VanderHart, A sso c ia te  P ro fessor  o f Old T estam ent 

S tu d ies and Ministerial A pprenticeship Program  Director 
Dr. C.P. V en em a, P rofessor  o f Doctrinal S tu d ies, D ean  of 

Faculty and P resident

A s President, Prof. Dr. C.P. V en em a o p en ed  the m eeting with the  
reading o f Scripture, prayer, and a word o f w e lco m e. Prof. Dr. N.H. G ootjes  
resp on d ed  and p resen ted  ea ch  faculty m em ber with a  cop y  o f the  
publication A lw ays Obedient, ed ited  by J. G eertsem a .

Thereafter, Prof G ootjes w a s  g iven  the floor to introduce the  
m andate o f our T heolog ica l Education C om m ittee to the faculty. Mention 
w a s  m ad e o f the fact that a  visit had already b een  m ad e to W TS-C A  and
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that our URC counterpart com m ittee had b een  invited to visit the T heological 
C ollege  in Hamilton, Ontario.

Prof. G ootjes then p roceed ed  to a sk  a num ber of q u estion s, from 
w hich the following highlights have b een  gleaned:

Church Links

MID-AMERICA h as no direct or official relationship with any church  
federation, although it identifies itself m ost c lo se ly  with the United R eform ed  
C hurches. T he largest part o f the stu d en t body c o m e s  from th e se  churches. 
In addition, it a lso  h as stu d en ts from the O rthodox Presbyterian Church, the  
R eform ed Church in the United S ta tes , the Christian R eform ed Church, the  
O rthodox Christian R eform ed Church and the Presbyterian Church in 
A m erica.

It w ould not be inaccurate to sta te  that the URC, the O PC  and the  
R C U S are the ch urches from w hich MID-AMERICA draw s m ost o f its 
stu d en ts. A sked  about how  relations are m aintained with the ch urches, the  
reply w a s  that the principal link is through the co n fe s s io n s  of the church. 
A lso, all o f the Faculty m em b ers are ordained m inisters (B each  -CRC, 
K loosterm an- URC, S trange, OPC , VanderHart- URC, V en em a -C R C ). A  
faculty m em ber n e e d s  to have at lea st five y ea rs  o f pastoral ex p er ien ce .

It w a s  stated  that the Faculty is a s  resp on sib le  to the ch u rch es a s  
the ch u rch es dem an d . Any q u estio n s  raised by the ch u rch es are w eigh ed  
with care and an sw ered  promptly. T he p ro fessors preach in local ch urches. 
T hey con sid er  th e m se lv e s  to  b e in a  very c lo s e  relationship with the  
supporting chu rch es.

A s for the stu d en ts, they  are involved in various form s o f pastoral 
work in the local ch u rch es. T hey are a ls o  ex p ected  to b e com m itted to a  
local church, s in c e  “floating” is strongly d iscou raged .

T he p ro fessors m ake it a  point to attend m eetin g s o f the various 
c la s s e s ,  presbyteries, a ss e m b lie s  and sy n o d s .

It should  b e noted too  that MID-AMERICA is on the list o f “approved  
sem in a ries” o f both the R C U S and OPC .

Board of Trustees

In term s o f g o vern an ce , MID-AMERICA functions under a  Board of 
T ru stees co m p o sed  o f 18 m em bers. T h e se  m em b ers se r v e  three years  
term s and o n e  third retire every  year. R ep la cem en ts on  the Board are  
se le c te d  by the Board itself.

In connection  with this set-u p , com m en ts w ere  m ad e that the set-u p  
o f MID-AMERICA h a s  m ore in com m on with a  Kuyperian m odel. This h a s  
referen ce to the fact that the T heological Faculty o f the F ree U niversity in 
A m sterdam  w a s  not a  church sch oo l, w hile the T heologica l S ch o o l in 
K am pen w a s  church run. (Prof. G ootjes pointed out that this com parison  
w a s  not com pletely  accu rate  se e in g  that m em b ers to the T heological Faculty  
in A m sterdam  w ere  nom inated by the ch u rches). In an y  c a s e , no
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m echan ism  ex is ts  at presen t w hereby ch u rch es can  e lec t to the Board of 
T ru stees o f MID-AMERICA.

T here is a lso  a certain co-relation b etw een  the stu d en ts and the  
tru stees. S ee in g  that m ost o f the stu d en ts are from the URC, m ost o f the 
tru stees co m e from that sa m e  church. A s well, there are 3 tru stees from the  
O PC  and severa l from the R C U S.

Confessional Subscription

All T ru stees and Faculty m em bers sign  a Form of Subscription  
w hich is very similar to the o n e  that c o m e s  from Dordtrecht. It h as b een  
modified for sem inary p urposes, and differs slightly a s  it is applied to 
T ru stees and Faculty. It should  a lso  be noted that th e s e  Form s include not 
only the T hree Form s of Unity, but a lso  the W estm inster C on fession  o f Faith. 
T he C atech ism s of W estm inster are not included.

Confessional Adherence

Not only d o e s  ea ch  faculty m em ber sign  the Form of Subscription, 
but in addition the co n fe s s io n s  form an integral part in all the a r e a s  of 
teach ing . T hey are elaborated  on in d ogm atics and practical theology. T here  
is a  cou rse  on C atech ism  P reaching a s  part o f the curriculum.

A s for the W estm inster C on fession  o f Faith, it is b lended  in with the  
T hree Form s o f Unity. T he Faculty is convinced  that th e s e  co n fe s s io n s  are  
all mutually supportive o f o n e  another. It is aw are o f d ifferen ces b etw een  the  
T hree Form s o f Unity and the W estm inster C on fession  o f Faith, but d o e s  not 
v iew  th e s e  d ifferen ces a s  major.

With regard to their subscription to the co n fe ss io n s , it should  be  
noted that faculty m em b ers are q u estion ed  before their appointm ent by both 
the Board and the Faculty. O n e m em ber o f the Faculty informed u s that his 
consistory  interview s him on an annual b asis, and that m em b ers o f the  
consistory  are allow ed to sit in on all o f h is c la s s e s .

In addition, Board m em b ers visit the lectures on a  regular b a sis  and  
report back to the Board. T hey  a lso  m eet with the p rofessors.

Students and the Confessions

S e e in g  that a lm ost all o f the stu d en ts co m e from con servative  
R eform ed and Presbyterian ch u rch es they  are not strangers to the  
R eform ed co n fe s s io n s . Still, stu d en ts are not a sk ed  w hether or not they  
a g ree  with the c o n fe s s io n s  a s  a  requirem ent for enrolling, but rather w hether  
they  are ready to com ply with them  and to b e instructed in them .

In the p ast there w a s  a  stu d en t o f R eform ed B aptist persu asion  
w ho w a s  required to sit under the instruction, e v e n  if h e  d is sen ted  from  
parts o f it.
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MID-AMERICA is pursuing accreditation, although not with the 
A m erican T heological S ch o o ls  (ATS), but with an organization called  
Transnational A ssocia tion  of Christian C o lleg es  and S ch o o ls  (TRACS). The 
reason  for this cou rse  of action s e e m s  to be related m ostly to governm ent  
recognition with an e y e  to stu d en t loan s and charitable tax sta tu s, both in 
the U S and C anada. T he Faculty m em bers agreed  that the p ro cess  leading  
to accreditation is not w ithout its difficulties and ch a llen g es .

Relations with Westminster Theological Seminary in California

T here is no official relationship with W T S -C A ev en  though both 
institutions train m ost o f the stu d en ts w ho later m inister in the URC. 
D ifferences betw een  them  have to do  with history and geography. MID- 
AMERICA con sid ers itself to be m ore intimately linked with the history o f the  
URC, a s  well a s  being m ore rooted in continental Calvinism .

From a con fession a l p erspective th e s e  two institutions are c lo se . 
T hey can be v iew ed  a s  s ister  institutions ev en  though there is little 
interaction betw een  them . It should  a lso  be m entioned that w hile W TS-C A  
offers a  num ber of d eg ree  granting program s, MID-AMERICA offers only  
o n e  and that h as to do  with ministerial training.

Prime Focus

Throughout the d iscu ss io n s  and interactions it b eca m e clear that 
MID-AMERICA s e e s  itself primarily a s  a  ministerial training sch oo l. T he only  
program that they offer fo c u s e s  on this. T hey do  not a ccep t fem ale students. 
T hey do  not have sep ara te  d eg ree  granting program s in m issions, counseling  
or ev a n g e lism . Everything is geared  tow ards ministry in the local church.

Atmosphere

Your represen ta tives w ere  w ell-received  and a very friendly 
a tm osp h ere  ex isted  throughout the d iscu ss io n s . N o o ffen ce  w a s  taken at 
ev en  the m ost probing q u estion s.

MID-AMERICA and Future Merger

A s for w hat the future holds and how  MID-AMERICA s e e s  itself in a 
p ossib le  m erger b etw een  the C anR C  and URC, it w a s  m ade clear that MID- 
AMERICA is ser iou s about rem aining c lo se ly  a ligned to the ch u rch es that it 
se r v e s  currently, particularly the URC, and h as no intentions of becom ing a 
“denom inational sem inary” of the URC.

T he su g g estio n  w a s  m ade that perhaps a m erged church could  
“adopt” MID-AMERICA and req u est representation on the Board, a s  well a s  
entering into other arrangem ents. S ee in g  that the other Faculty m em bers
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did not react to this su g g estio n , it is hard to g a u g e  w hether this h a s  real 
support or is ev en  feas ib le .

Exception w a s  taken by them  to the word “in d ependent” a s  in 
"independent sem inary” s in c e  it is their v iew  that severa l ch u rch es already  
“govern ” the sem inary through their representing governors.

Fellowship

After the m eeting w a s  c lo sed , w e  w ere  invited to join the Faculty for 
dinner at a  local restaurant. Unfortunately Prof. K loosterm an could not join 
us s in ce  he w a s  com m itted e lsew h ere . T he food  w a s  delic iou s and the  
fellow ship  w a s  warm .

Meeting in Oak Glen United Reformed Church

That s a m e  even in g  a public m eeting had b een  organ ized  by the  
Rev. Todd Joling, pastor o f o n e  o f the local URC ch u rch es. This m eeting  
w a s  held in the O ak Glen URC w hich at the m om ent d o e s  not h ave  a full
tim e minister (Prof. VanderHart s e r v e s  a s  a s s o c ia te  pastor in this church).

T he following s p e e c h e s  w ere  held: R ev. Joling on “A Brief R eview  
of Our E cum enical P h a s e s  and Current R elationship”, Prof. VanderHart on  
“A Brief History o f the C anadian and A m erican R eform ed C h u rch es”, Rev. 
V issch er  on “A V iew  of the Sim ilarities and D ifferences o f the C anR C  and  
the URC”, and Prof. G ootjes on “A P rogress R eport on T hree C om m ittees: 
Church Order, T heological Education and S on g  B ook .”

S o m ew h ere  around 4 0  -50  p eop le  w ere  in a tten d an ce. W e w ere  
told that the short notice of the m eeting, a s  w ell a s  num erous sch o o l 
graduations, effected  the turnout. B e that a s  it may, any num ber o f pertinent 
q u estio n s w ere a sk ed  and an sw ered .

Following the s p e e c h e s  and question  period, a  tim e of fellow ship  
w a s  held. T here w e  circulated am ong the p eop le  and w ere ask ed  quite a 
num ber o f additional q u estion s. On the w hole, w e  m ay inform you that there  
w a s much appreciation for w hat w a s  said  and that w e  w ere  received  m ost 
cordially. Hopefully, this extra effort (beyond  our im m ediate task) will a lso  
e n h a n ce  the p ro cess  known a s  “P h a se  2 .”

Homeward Bound

T he next day Prof. G ootjes w a s  transported back to O’Hare Airport 
and flew  back to Toronto. Rev. V issch er  departed  early the next morning for 
Vancouver.

All in all, a  profitable time w a s  had and it will hopefully result in a 
better understanding on our part o f the w orkings of MID-AMERICA in 
preparation for further d iscu ss io n s  on m atters of theological education .

Humbly Subm itted,
N.H. G ootjes, J. V issch er
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Appendix #3

WHY DO THE CANADIAN REFORMED CHURCHES 
HAVE THEIR OWN SEMINARY?

In answ ering this q uestion , the following will be consid ered .

A. E xegetica l A rgum ents for the C hurch’s  R esponsib ility  to
Train their M inisters
1. “Entrust to  R eliable Men w ho will a ls o  b e Qualified to 

T each O thers”
2 . T he Church is “the Pillar and Foundation o f the Truth”
3. T he Task o f the Church is to P reach  the G osp el
4 . C on clu sion s

B. Historical N o tes  on the R ole o f the Church in the
Training for the Ministry
1. T he M edieval and Reform ation Eras
2 . N ineteenth  Century Holland
3. North A m erican D evelop m en ts
4 . C on clu sion s

A. Exegetical Arguments for the Church’s Responsibility to Train 
their Ministers

W h o se  responsibility is the training for m inisters o f the W ord? T he  
church’s  or an organization which is independent of the church it s e e k s  to  
serv e  and over  w hich the church h as no direct supervision  or responsibility?

In exam ining w hat the Bible h as to sa y  on the topic, w e  will n eed  to 
start with 2 Timothy 2:2. In the history of the R eform ed ch u rch es in The 
N etherlands, this h as b een  a key p a s s a g e  for arguing that it is the church’s  
task  to take care of the training of m inisters. This is a lso  the only Scripture 
that is specifically  m entioned in the official accou n t o f the d iscu ss io n s  that 
led to the d ecis ion  o f the 1891 Synod  of the ch u rch es of the S e c e s s io n  to 
maintain the principle that the church is called  to maintain their ow n training 
for the ministry o f the W ord.1

A s a historical note, it should  a lso  be m entioned that the Rev. J.
Kok d isc u sse d  m any biblical p a s s a g e s  on the topic at hand in his notable 
a d d ress  delivered on a sp ec ia l day held for the T h eo lo g isch e  H o g esch o o l in 
Kam pen, T he N etherlands, on July 4, 1909 . This sp e e c h  w a s  su b seq u en tly  
published in exp an d ed  form a s  De Opleiding to t den d ienst des Woords: 
“vo o rd e  kerk, d o o rd e  ke rk ' ( The Training fo r the M in istry o f the Word: “By  
the Church and fo r the Church’’) 2

For the presen t purpose, let us con sid er  2 Timothy 2:2 and 1 
Timothy 3:15, follow ed by a brief look at the task  of the church. Finally, so m e  
con clu sion s will be drawn.
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1. “Entrust to Reliable Men who will also be Qualified to Teach
Others”

2 Timothy 2:2

You then, m y son, be strong in the grace that is  in Christ Jesus. A nd  the 
th ings you have heard  me say in the presence o f m any w itnesses entrust to 
reliab le men who w ill also be qualified to teach others. (NIV)

T he a p o stle  Paul is ad d ressin g  Timothy a s  his ow n spiritual so n . 
Paul a lso  called Timothy "my fellow  worker” (R om  16:21), “G od’s  fellow  
worker in spread ing the g o sp e l o f Christ” (1 T h e ss  3:2), and “servan t 
(d iakonos) o f J e s u s  Christ” (1 Tim 4:6). Timothy had received  the laying on  
of hands by the e ld ers (1 Tim 4 :14 ) and w a s  exhorted  to preach the Word (1 
Tim 4:11-13). He did the work of an ev a n g e lis t (2  Tim 4:5). C learly he had an  
important position of leadership  in the church at E p h esu s .3 To him the  
ap ostle , for exam p le , g a v e  instructions about the office o f e ld er  (1 Tim 3:1-7; 
5 :17-19) and entrusted  the gen era l care o f the congregation  (cf. e .g .,  1 Tim 
4:11-14; 2  Tim 2:14-19).

A key concern  for the a p ostle , w ho w a s  facing certain death  (2 Tim 
4:6, 18), w a s  that the g o sp e l be sa fegu ard ed  (2 Tim 1:13-14; cf. 3 :14-17)  
and proclaim ed in truth (2 Tim 4:1-5). In this gen era l context, h e m an d ates  
Timothy a s  a  c lo s e  a ss o c ia te  of the a p o stle  (“my so n ” - 2  Tim 2:1), to entrust 
to reliable m en the g o sp e l he h a s  heard s o  that they  m ay b e qualified to  
teach  others a lso  (2 Tim 2:2).

It is notable w hen  o n e  co n sid ers 2  Timothy 2:2  that the a p o stle  
sp ec ifie s  that w hat n e e d s  to be entrusted  to o thers is that w hich Timothy 
heard from Paul “in the p re se n c e  o f m any w itn e s s e s .” A lthough the  
w itn e s se s  m ay refer to th o se  p resen t at Timothy’s  ordination w h en  the  
a p o stle  exhorted  Timothy to bring sou n d  teach ing  (1 Tim 1:14), the  
reference to w itn e s se s  probably g o e s  beyond  that. It includes all th o se  w ho  
have w itn essed  the public preaching and teach ing  ministry o f the a p o stle  
Paul.4 T he phrase “in the p re se n c e  o f m any w itn e s se s” thus e m p h a s iz e s  that 
w hat is to be handed dow n is not se c r e t  or eso ter ic  but can  b e testified a s  
the g o sp e l by the m any w ho h ave  heard the a p o stle  preach and teach . T he  
full g o sp e l is to be p a sse d  on.

It is a lso  to be noted that the ta sk  o f entrusting the g o sp e l to others  
is g iven  to a man like Timothy w h o  had received  the laying on o f han d s and  
held office in the church. T he principle a p p ea rs to b e that th o se  holding 
office in the church m ust train office bearers for the church. Office bearers 
ordained by the church work on behalf o f the church.5

H ere w e  have a key ap osto lic  m andate for the transmitting o f the  
g o sp e l from o n e  generation  to the other with the e x p r e ss  purpose that the  
teach ing  of this g o sp e l be continued in the future. T h o se  w ho preach the  
Word m ust train others to do  the sa m e . “This, then, m ay b e con sid ered  a s  
the earliest trace of the form ation o f a  theo log ica l school, - a  sch o o l which  
h as for its object not m erely the instruction o f the ignorant, but the protection  
and m ain tenance of a  definite body o f doctrine.”6
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A s further background to the a b ove , it o n e  can  note that behind the 
relationship that the ap ostle  Paul had with Timothy, there w a s  ultimately the 
teach ing  relationship that the Lord J e s u s  had with his d isc ip les. In the 
g o sp e ls , the Lord is often a d d ressed  a s  tea ch er  (e .g . Matt 8:19; 12:38;
22:16 , 24 , 36 ) and he refers to h im self a s  the o n e  Teacher, ("you h ave o n e  
Teacher, the Christ” Matt 23 :10 ). T he re sp o n se  to o n e  significant teach ing  
ev en t w a s  that "the crow ds w ere  a m a zed  at his teach ing , b e c a u se  he taught 
a s  o n e  w ho had authority, and not a s  their tea ch ers  of the law” (Matt 7:28- 
29). His teach ing relationship with his d isc ip les a lso  m eant that they w ere  
a lw ays "with him” (Mk 3:14; A cts 1:21). It is a lso  apparent that this teaching  
p ro cess  did not stop  with the a sc e n s io n  of our Lord; rather am ong the 
com m an d s given  to the d isc ip les w a s  that they, in turn, would n eed  to teach  
th o se  w hom  they discip led  and baptized (M atthew 28 :20  "teaching them  to 
o b ey  everything I have com m anded  you ”).

T he a p o stle  Paul took along on his m issionary journeys severa l 
young m en w hom  he left behind to work in con gregation s. This hap p en ed  to 
Timothy w ho w a s  with Paul (1 T h e ss  1:1; Rom  16:21) but w h o  a lso  stayed  
behind in E p h esu s to g ive further instruction for congregational life (1 Tim 
1 :4, 18), Titus (Titus 1 :5) and Epaphroditus (Phil 2:25). This w a s  an early  
form of theological education , from m inister to minister.

2. The Church is “the Pillar and Foundation of the Truth”

1 Timothy 3:15

Although I hope to com e to you  soon, I am writing you  these instructions so 
that, i f  I am  delayed, you w ill know  how  people  ought to conduct them selves  
in  G od ’s household, which is the church o f the liv ing God, the p illa r and  
foundation o f the truth. (1 Tim 3 :14 -15  NIV)

It is important to notice that the church is called  “the pillar and  
foundation o f the truth.” T he im m ediate context o f qualifications for 
o v e r se e r s  and d e a c o n s  (1 Tim 3:1-13), a s  w ell a s  behaving properly in 
G od’s  h ou sehold , the church (1 Tim 3:14) s u g g e s ts  that certain kinds of 
behaviour can b e ex p ec ted  by virtue o f the fact that the church is “the pillar 
and foundation o f the truth.” T h o se  w h o  are m em b ers are to live up to the  
idea ls o f w hat the church sta n d s for. T h ey  m ust live accord ing to the truth o f 
the g o sp e l.7

H ow ever, the fact that the church is here called  “the pillar and  
foundation o f the truth” carries a  major implication for our topic a s  w ell.
W hile the p rec ise  m eaning o f the G reek term s translated by “the pillar and  
foundation o f the truth” can  b e d eb a ted ,8 it is c lear that this characterization  
ind icates that central to the ta sk  o f the church is to uphold, maintain and  
support the truth w hich is the g o sp e l (1 Tim 2:4; 4:3; John 17:17).9 “T he  
church is fundam ental to the g o sp e l ministry.”10 To the church the g o sp e l h as  
b een  entrusted  (John 17:8, 14). Calvin put it thus: “By th e s e  w ords [of 1 Tim 
3:15], Paul m ea n s that the church is the faithful k eep er  o f G od’s  truth in
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order that it m ay not perish in the world. For by its ministry and labour God 
willed to have the preaching of his Word kept pure and to sh o w  him self the 
Father of a  family w hile he fe e d s  us with spiritual food and provides 
everything that m ak es for our sa lvation .”1 11 W hen Calvin com m en ts on the 
m eaning of the church a s  pillar o f truth in his com m entary, he n o tes "In 
c o n se q u e n c e , this com m endation  ap p lies to the ministry o f the Word; for if it 
is rem oved, G od’s  truth will fall.”12 If the a b o v e  is the c a se , then training 
pastors and tea ch ers  b e lo n g s to the task  o f the church a s  the pillar and  
foundation of the truth and it is not properly the responsibility o f an 
organization in dependent of the church.

3. The Task of the Church is to Preach the Gospel

Christ to w hom  all authority in h eaven  and on earth h a s  b een  given  
(Matt 2 8 :18 ) g iv e s  offices to his church (Eph 4:11-13) and through his Spirit 
ca lls and eq u ip s them  to serv e  (cf. A cts 20 :28). T he office o f m inister is 
therefore a gift o f Christ to his church. T hus w hen  a m inister is ordained  
according to the c la ssica l R eform ed ordination form, he n e e d s  to an sw er  
positively the question: "Do you fee l in your heart that God him self, through  
his congregation , h as called  you to this holy ministry?”

T here are two b asic  e lem en ts  that n eed  to be noticed here. First, 
the Lord ca lls to office and therefore determ in es how  that serv ice  is to be  
ex ecu ted . S eco n d , the office is given  to the church and functions within the  
context o f the church.

T he proclam ation of the g o sp e l b e lo n g s  to the very heart and kernel 
of being church (cf. Matt 28:19-20; Rom 10:14). If the church h a s the task  to  
proclaim the g o sp e l through the office of preacher g iven  to her (Eph 4:11), 
then it follow s that the church h as the first responsibility to s e e  to it that the  
g o sp e l can  continue to be proclaim ed by training future m inisters o f the  
Word. This is not a  duty that can  be readily g iven  to another organization. 
T he proclam ation of the g o sp e l b e lo n g s to the very reason  w hy the church  
ex is ts . W ithout preaching there is no church!

How can the church pray for m ore labourers in the harvest (cf. Matt 
9 :37-38) without at the sa m e  tim e taking responsibility that g ood  labourers 
are available, in s o  far a s  sh e  is ab le?
To a sk  the question  is to a n sw er  it. A s w e  s e e  in 2  Timothy 2:2  “And the  
things you h ave heard m e sa y  in the p resen ce  o f m any w itn e s se s  entrust to 
reliable m en w h o  will a lso  be qualified to teach  o th ers.”

4. Conclusions

On the b a sis  o f the ab ove, three (som ew h at overlapping) 
con clu sion s can  be drawn.

1. T he ap osto lic  injunction to Timothy, “the th ings you have heard  me say in
the presence o f m any w itnesses entrust to reliable men who will also be 
qualified to teach others." (2 Tim 2:2), indicates that th o se  ordained by the
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church should  work to supply the church with future preachers. T hey will 
have to en su re  that th e s e  m inisters are ab le  to preach and teach .

2. T he church a s  "the p illa r and foundation o f the truth”(1 Tim 3:15) indicates 
that to her the g o sp e l h as b een  entrusted  and therefore to her falls the 
responsibility to proclaim and maintain that g o sp e l, a lso  by training faithful 
pastors and teach ers .

3. S in ce  the office o f preacher h as b een  g iven  to the church, it is the task  of 
the church to preach the g o sp e l. This responsibility a lso  m ea n s that the 
church h as to s e e  to it that this proclam ation can continue. B e s id e s  praying 
for future labourers, the church m ust therefore a lso  provide training s o  that 
su ch  labourers can  be properly prepared and se n t out.

B. Historical Notes on the Role of the Church in the Training for
the Ministry.

In order to put the w hole is su e  of responsibility for theological 
education  into our presen t day p erspective, it m ay b e usefu l to h ave a brief 
historical overview .13

1. The Medieval and Reformation Eras

T he sp ec ific  form w hich the training for the ministry a ssu m e d  often  
d ep en d ed  to a great ex ten t on the historical c ircum stan ces. At so m e  time 
during the patristic period, local o v e r se e r s  b eca m e  regional b ish op s. This 
led to th e s e  b ish op s estab lish ing  sc h o o ls  w here future m inisters could be  
ed u ca ted . To g ive  an exam ple, the Council o f O range 5 2 9  determ ined that 
b ish op s and presbyters had to op en  their h o u se s  for young m en to train 
them  a s  fathers, to  instruct them  in the Holy Scriptures and to ed u ca te  them  
s o  they  could a s s u m e  their office. A ccording to this church decision , 
theological training o f future m inisters w a s  entrusted  to m inisters with 
regional or local authority. S u ch  sem in aries  w ere  founded  in sev era l p la ce s  
in Italy, in England, Gaul and S p a in .14

During the later Middle A g es , universities ca m e  into e x is te n c e  and  
this ch a n g ed  the m anner o f education . Originally the universities co n sisted  
o f groups o f p eop le  d evo ted  to study w h o  w ere  m ore or le s s  self-sufficient. 
T h e se  stu d en ts  se le c te d  and supported  tea ch ers  o f their ch o ice . Gradually, 
how ever, the universities organ ized  th e m se lv e s  into formal sch o o ls , 
govern ed  and funded by the cities. R ather than being supported by their 
stu dents, the p rofessors w ere  in the em ploy  o f the city and paid by them . At 
the sa m e  tim e, th e s e  p ro fessors w ere  subject to the jurisdiction o f the  
church.15

W hen the Reform ation o f the church took p lace during the sixteenth  
century, the training for the ministry had to be reestab lish ed . In agreem en t  
with the custom  o f that tim e w hen  the governm ent determ ined the public 
religion o f their nations, this w a s  d o n e  by the governm ent. Calvin urged the
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city council o f G en ev a  to estab lish  a  sem inary, a s  it w a s  the right o f the  
church to h ave  an institute for theologica l training. Similarly, in the P alatinate  
it w a s  the E lector Frederick w ho had ch a n g ed  the Collegium  Sapientiae  into 
a  theo logica l sch o o l, and had p laced  it under the supervision  o f the church  
council. T he city o f Leiden in the N etherlands, a s  a  reward for their 
fa ithfu lness, received  a  university from P rince William o f O range, w hich w a s  
first o f all intended for estab lish ing  a training for the ministry.16

From the major ecc le s ia s tica l a sse m b lie s  held in sev en teen th  
century Holland, it is clear that the ch u rch es a lw ays insisted  that the  
p ro fessors o f th eo logy  b e subject to the teach ing  o f the church, ev en  though  
they  w ere  appointed  by the govern m en t to the universities. T he Synod  of 
D ordrecht o f 1 6 1 8 -1 6 1 9  determ ined that from now  on “the theological 
p ro fessors m ust ap pear at syn od  and there g ive  an  accou n t o f their teach ing  
and subm it th e m se lv e s  to the judgm ent o f sy n o d .”17

T h e se  ex a m p le s  d a te  from tim es different from our ow n. T hen the  
estab lish ed  church w a s  c lo se ly  con n ected  with the sta te  and  lived under its 
patronage. A s a  result, theo log ica l education  w a s  a lso  s e e n  a s  being the  
responsibility o f the governm ent. Flowever, the church did w hat it could to 
e x e r c ise  their responsibility o ver  th o se  w h o  taught future m inisters.

Two c h a n g e s  took p lace  in the n ineteenth  century. W e will fo cu s  on  
w hat hap p en ed  in T he N etherlands.

2. Nineteenth Century Holland

T he first c h a n g e  con cern ed  the public un iversities. T he Dutch  
Parliam ent ad op ted  a law in 1 8 7 6  w hich transform ed the university  
d ep artm en ts o f th eo lo g y  into th o se  of religion, a  shift in e m p h a s is  from  
revelation  to piety. T he th eo log ica l p ro fesso rs w ere  appoin ted  by the 
university. H ow ever, the national church, the N ed erlan d s H ervorm de Kerk 
rece ived  the right to appoint o n e  p ro fessor  at e a c h  o f the un iversities w ho  
w ould tea ch  the doctrine o f the church a s  an addition to the scholarly  
training g iven  at the u n iversities.18 H ow ever, s in c e  that tim e, th eo log ica l 
ed u cation  in the N eth erlan d s ta k es  p lace  in the con tex t o f the separation  
o f church and s ta te . A s a result, m any parts o f th eo logy  w ere  taught from a 
(usually  liberal) scholarly  p ersp ective , w ithout con sid eration  o f the life o f 
the church.

T he s e c o n d  c h a n g e  w hich  im pacted  on th eo lo g ica l ed u ca tion  w a s  
the e sta b lish in g  o f th eo lo g ica l sem in a r ie s  o u ts id e  o f the control o f the  
govern m en t. T he S e c e s s io n ,  a  reform ation m o v em en t beginn ing  in 18 3 4  
within the tolerant national church, prom pted a b a sic  recon sid eration  of 
the w ay  in w hich the training for the ministry sh ou ld  be org a n ized . T here  
w a s  a d e sp e r a te  sh o r ta g e  o f m in isters within th e s e  ch u rch es, for during 
the early y ea rs , th ere w ere  on ly  s e v e n  m in isters working within the  
s e c e d e d  ch u rch es . H ow ever, within a y ea r  after the S e c e s s io n  had  
b eg a n , the num ber o f co n g reg a tio n s  grew  to ab ou t sev en ty . T he few  
m inisters did w h at th ey  cou ld , by, for in sta n ce , p reach ing  th ree  to four 
tim es on th e  S u n d a y s . W orship s e r v ic e s  w ere  a ls o  o rg a n ized  during the
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w ee k , s o  that s o m e  m in isters p reach ed  a n y w h ere  b e tw een  15  and  2 0  
t im es  in a  w e e k .19 It w a s  o b v io u s  to all that so m eth in g  n e e d e d  to b e  d o n e  
ab ou t th e  lack  o f m in isters.

T he ch u rch es d ec id ed  that they  should  organ ize  the training for the  
ministry. T he provincial Synod  o f  G roningen o f 18 3 9  appointed  Hendrik D e  
C ock  to teach  m en w h o  w ere  su itab le and willing to b eco m e  m inisters. In the  
province o f Friesland, Rev. T.F. D e Haan w a s  appointed  for the sa m e  task . 
W hen D e C ock  had p a ss e d  aw ay, D e H aan a ccep ted  the req u est to teach  
the stu d en ts from both provinces. T he ch u rch es determ ined w ho w ould  
teach , and through th e s e  m inisters they  took care o f the theolog ica l training, 
h ow ever primitive this m ay have b een  during th o se  early y ea rs .20

It w a s  so o n  felt that this w ay  o f training future m inisters w a s  
insufficient, and that there should  b e o n e  theologica l sch o o l for the w h ole  
church. Rev. D e Haan w a s  charged  to draw up a  proposal for a theological 
sch o o l for all S e c e s s io n  ch u rch es. His proposal o f appointing tw o m inisters 
a s  full tim e tea ch ers  w a s  bettered by the d ec is ion  o f Synod  18 4 9  to appoint 
three m inisters.21 W hen the sem inary  w a s  officially o p en ed  in 1854 , four 
m inisters w ere  charged  to b e “tea ch ers  o f the theo logica l sc h o o l.”22 T he  
sem inary  o f the S e c e s s io n  ch u rch es can  be characterized  a s  a  church  
sch oo l, for m inisters appointed  by the gen era l syn od  o f th e s e  ch u rch es took  
charge of the theo log ica l training o f its m inisters.

Within the S ta te  Church, another reformation m ovem ent, called  
Doleantie, took p lace in 1 886 . Prior to that, in 1880 , Dr. A. Kuyper, o n e  of 
the lead ers o f the Doleantie, had already esta b lish ed  a university.23 This 
university began  with three departm ents, including a departm ent o f theology. 
W hen the ch u rches from the S e c e s s io n  and from the D oleantie d is c u sse d  
unification, theolog ica l education  w a s  a  major point o f d iscu ssion .

T he ch u rch es o f the S e c e s s io n  em p h a sized  that the ch u rch es  
th e m se lv e s  should  maintain a  T heological S ch oo l for the training o f future 
m inisters. In 1891 , o n e  y ear  before the union, the S ynod  o f the S e c e s s io n  
ch u rch es adopted  the proposal o f Friesland by w hich the Synod  m aintained  
the principle that the church is called  to h ave its ow n institution for the  
education  o f its m inisters, a t lea s t a s  far a s  their theological training is 
co n cern ed .24

T he G eneral Synod  o f the D oleantie  ch u rch es o f 1891 w a s  satisfied  
with the sta tem en t m ad e by the Synod  o f the S e c e s s io n  ch u rch es  
concern ing the training for the ministry. H ow ever, it d ec id ed  to qualify it by 
declaring that the purpose o f this sta tem en t is not: 1. to  d estroy  the  
traditional reform ed principle o f free study; nor 2 . to ch a n g e  the R eform ed  
m anner o f e cc les ia s tica l exam ination  o f future ministers; nor 3. to take  
anything aw ay  from the d em and  for scholarly  study w hich had a lw ays b een  
d em an d ed  by the R eform ed churches; nor 4 . to  d en y  that the united 
ch u rch es at a  later d a te  h ave  to ju d ge the regulation o f this is su e .25 In this 
d ecision , both the n eed  for an church sem inary  and the n eed  for scholarly  
study w ere em p h a sized  within the R eform ed ch u rch es in w hich S e c e s s io n  
and D oleantie ca m e  together.
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It took a  w hile before the relationship b etw een  the united ch u rch es  
and the theo log ica l departm ent at the F ree U niversity w a s  official. A. Kuyper 
posited  that a  fundam ental d ifference ex isted  b etw een  a  sem inary  and the  
theo log ica l departm ent o f a  university. E ven a s  late a s  1 9 1 2  h e m aintained a  
fundam ental distinction b etw een  a sem inary and a  university. In his opinion, 
a sem inary trains future m inisters for the chu rch es, but the T heological 
D epartm ent o f the Free U niversity should  not d em ea n  itself to  b eco m e  a  
training institution for future m inisters. It h a s to d o  that, too, but its first task  
is to  p resen t th eo logy  in a scholarly w ay.26

N ev erth e less , the R eform ed C hurches did su p erv ise  the theological 
teach ing  at the F ree University. T he d ep u ties appointed  to maintain the  
con tact b etw een  the R eform ed C hurches and the T heologica l D epartm ent of 
the F ree U niversity sta ted  that it w a s  their m andate to evaluate:

- the approp ria ten ess o f the education  a s  training for the ministry
- to b e on guard aga in st deviation from the R eform ed C on fession
- to ev a lu a te  w hether there w ere  w e a k n e s s e s  in the education
- to provide the faculty with an evaluation concern ing an upcom ing  

appointm ents
- to m ake known to the faculty com m en ts or w ish e s  concern ing the  

theo log ica l stu d en ts and their conduct
- to m ake su re  that no o n e  rece iv e s  a  doctor’s  d e g r e e  in th eo logy  

without having su b scrib ed  to the Form agreed  to for that p u rp ose .27
In conclusion , the following can  b e noted . W hen the R eform ed  

Church b eca m e  in d ependent from the sta te , it m aintained the rule that the  
church itself should  take care of the theological training o f its m inisters.
W hen the ch u rches of the S e c e s s io n  and the D oleantie ca m e  together, they  
ack n ow led ged , in word and d eed , the principle o f the ch u rch es maintaining 
a theological training for preparing m inisters of the Word. K am pen w a s  
m aintained. A lso, the important p lace o f the ch u rch es in theological 
education  w a s  ack n ow led ged  by granting the R eform ed C hurches the 
authority to su p erv ise  the theological training at the Free University.

3. North American Developments

T he tw o related principles that m inisters teach  m inisters, and that 
the church tak es care of this training w ere applied by the R eform ed  
ch u rch es on this continent. To limit o u rse lv e s  to the s is ter  church of the 
S e c e s s io n  churches, the Christian R eform ed Church m aintained from the 
beginning the principle that the church is resp on sib le  for teach ing its future 
m inisters. At the February C la ss is  o f 1861 , the question  w a s  d isc u sse d  
w hether the ch u rch es should  not op en  the w ay to training of young m en to 
the ministry. T he July C la ss is  o f 1863  entrusted  that task  to Rev. W. H. Van 
L eeuw en . Later, another minister, D. J. Van der Werp, trained stu d en ts in 
addition to the work in his congregation . T he first m inister w ho w a s  se t  
a s id e  for the training of the ministry w a s  Rev. G. Boer, w ho w a s  appointed  in 
18 8 6  to teach  stu d en ts for the ministry.28
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W hen after World War II, th e  C anadian R eform ed C hurches w ere  
estab lish ed , the m atter of the training for the ministry w a s  on the a g en d a  of 
the very first G eneral S ynod  o f H om ew ood-C arm an (1 9 5 4 ) w hich appointed  
d ep u ties "to be diligent concern ing the w h o le  m atter o f the training” (Art 88). 
Every su b se q u e n t gen era l syn od  d ea lt with this matter. G eneral Synod  
O rangeville (1 9 6 8 ) esta b lish ed  the T heolog ica l C o llege  and appointed  the  
first p rofessors. Synod  a ls o  d ecid ed  that:

to b e adm itted to the ecc le s ia s tica l exam inations can d id a tes shall 
subm it proof that they  h ave com pleted  their s tu d ies  at our own  
T heolog ica l C o llege . C an d idates w h o  took their theological training 
at other institutions shall presen t a  Certificate is su ed  by the Staff o f 
the T heologica l C o llege  o f the C anadian R eform ed C hurches  
stating that they  h ave follow ed and/or com p lem en ted  a cou rse  o f 
s tu d ies  conform ing with the training provided by the T heological 
C ollege  o f the C anadian R eform ed C hurches. (Art 171)

It can  b e noted that although Synod  clearly ex p ected  future m inisters to be  
trained at the sch o o l o f the churches, it n ev er th e le ss  left the door op en  for 
the possibility that a  stu d en t study e lsew h ere . In that c a s e , it w a s  up to the  
C ollege  to ev a lu a te  su ch  education  and p ossib ly  req u est additional training 
at the T heological C o llege . In practice this h a s  m eant an extra year  o f study  
at the T heological C o llege  prior to being adm itted to the C lassica l 
exam ination .

4. Conclusions

On the b a sis  o f the a b o v e , the following can  b e concluded:

1. From the earliest records available, it is ev id en t that the training o f future 
m inisters had an official ecc les ia s tica l character. H ow ever, historical 
circum stan ces did not a lw ays allow  the ch u rch es to a s s u m e  their 
responsibility for this training s in c e  the civil govern m en t at tim es con sid ered  
this training to be their task.

2. T he ch u rch es o f the S e c e s s io n  con sid ered  that the ch u rch es had the 
biblical duty to train future m inisters th em se lv e s . This could not be left up to 
the civil authorities. This conviction led to the eventual estab lish m en t of the 
T h eo lo g isch e  H ogesch oo l in K am pen. E ven with the Union o f 1892 , the 
principle that the ch u rch es w ere resp on sib le  w a s  m aintained. Not only w a s  
the T h eo lo g isch e  H o g esch o o l in K am pen m aintained, but theological 
professors w ho w ere involved in training stu d en ts for the ministry at the Free 
University w ere  p laced  under the supervision  of the R eform ed C hurches. 3

3. This heritage h as had c o n se q u e n c e s  for North A m erica. It led to the 
estab lish ing  of Calvin T heological Sem inary in Grand R apids in the 
nineteenth  century and the T heological C o llege  of the C anadian R eform ed  
C hurches in the tw entieth century.
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The Theological Education Com m ittee o f the D eputies fo r Ecclesiastica l 
U nity o f  the Canadian Reform ed Churches

A p ril 2003

Appendix #4

Theological education in the United Reformed Churches

History, including recent history in R eform ed denom inations, h a s  sh ow n  that 
den om in ation a l (i.e . sy n o d ica l) su p erv ision  prov id es no g u a ra n tee  that a  
sem inary  s o  controlled, can  remain firmly loyal to the Scriptures and  to the  
R eform ed co n fe s s io n s . In fact, sem in aries  s o  controlled m ay very w ell be  
s u b j e c t  to  th e  “p o l i t i c a l” f o r c e s  th a t  c a n  a p p e a r  in th e  life  o f  a n y  
denom ination . S em in aries that are free o f su ch  control are “free” to remain 
loyal to the co n fe s s io n s . Of cou rse , no institution is free o f its ow n history, its 
o w n  r e a s o n s  for s ta r tin g , its su p p o r t b a s e  a m o n g  G o d ’s  p e o p le  (th e  
church!), and the “political” fo rces  that op erate  within and without, e tc . This 
is to sa y  that no official structure will b e ab le to gu aran tee , in and o f itself, 
sou n d  training and, indirectly, sou n d  leadersh ip  for the ch urches.

T he URCNA church order articles that are relevant to theological education  
are A rticles 3 - 7 .  Article 3 in particular s p e a k s  to  this: “C om p eten t m en  
sh o u ld  b e urged to stu d y  for th e  m inistry o f th e  W ord. A  m an w h o  is a  
m em ber of a  church o f the federation and w h o  a sp ires to the ministry m ust 
ev id en ce  g o d lin ess  to his Consistory, which shall a s s u m e  supervision  o f all 
a sp e c ts  o f his training, including his licensure to exhort, and a ssu r e  that he 
r e c e iv e s  a  thoroughly reform ed th eo log ica l ed u ca tion . T he council o f his 
church should  en su re  that his financial n e e d s  are m et.”

T he URCNA approach a s s u m e s  that a  R eform ed theological education  can  
be obtained. A m ong existing R eform ed sem in aries , w e  note that severa l are  
staffed by m en a ) w ho are ordained office-bearers o f the URC, and b) w ho  
are su p erv ised  by boards o f tru stees  that maintain high a ca d em ic  standards  
and ex anim o  subscrip tion  to the R eform ed c r e e d s  o f the URCNA. Such  
faculty m em bers w ho are ordained m inisters in the URCNA are subject not 
only to their institutions’ oversight through the boards of tru stees, but they  
a re  a ls o  su b je c t  to  th e  su p e r v is io n  (o v e r s ig h t  an d  d is c ip lin e )  o f  their  
r e sp e c t iv e  c o n s is to r ie s . T h u s s o m e  church  o v e r s ig h t now  e x is t s  in the  
theological education  currently available.

Article 3 o f the URCNA church order sp e a k s  o f the con sisto r ies’ responsibility  
to urge stu d en ts  to  s e e k  a reform ed th eo log ica l ed u cation . Minimally this 
w ou ld  en ta il d irec tin g  a s tu d e n t  to  s tu d y  a t s u c h  in s titu tio n s  th at a re  
R efo rm ed  in c h a r a c te r  and  h a v e  d e m o n s tr a te d  th at th e y  ca n  p rov id e  
ad eq u ate  training. Therefore, a  great deal o f responsibility lies with the local 
con sistories to monitor and eva lu ate  the education  being received  by such
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stu dents. Indeed, it is entirely up to the consistory to s e e  to it that a  Reform ed  
education  is obtained. At the sa m e  time, the c la s s is  p lays an important role 
by provid ing c o n c u r r e n c e  to  th e  d ec la ra tio n  th at a  m an is d e c la r e d  a  
candidate for the ministry, having b een  properly exam ined  by the c la ss is .

T he U RC NA  church order d o e s  not provide for an official sem inary, o n e  
controlled by the denom ination’s  a sse m b lie s . T here d o e s  not ap p ear to be 
a n y  d e s ir e  a m o n g  th e  U nited  R eform ed  c o n g r e g a t io n s  to  e s ta b lis h  an  
officially- controlled sem inary. T he current arrangem ent s e e m s  to be serving  
the URCNA well.

Standing Committee for the Book of Praise
June 1 0 ,2 0 0 3
C/O Rev. C. Bosch, Sec.,
505 Enfield Rd.,
Burlington, ON. L7T2X5

The Committee for the Promotion of Ecclesiastical Unity,
C/O Rev. W. den Hollander,
154 Regent Street 
Richmond Hill. ON L4C 9N9

Esteemed Brothers;

G reetings! E n clo sed  p le a se  find our report to your com m ittee a s  m andated  
by Synod  N eerlandia, (A cts, Art. 73 , C onsid . 4 .7 ). W e trust you will include it 
in your report to Synod  C hatham , 2 0 0 4 .

O ver the p ast tw o y ea rs  our com m ittee h a s  had tw o fruitful m eetin g s with 
our URC counterparts. T h e se  m eetin gs w ere  held in a  brotherly a tm osp h ere  
o f mutual trust. T he results o f th e s e  m eeting are  docu m en ted  in our report.

W e would like to draw the attention o f your com m ittee to the fact that a sid e  
from the P sa lm s and H ym ns and the Church Order d iscu ssion s, there m ay be  
a rea s  that are not covered  in our present d iscu ss io n s  with the URC. T h ese  
include the wording o f the E cum enical C reeds and the T hree Form s o f Unity 
a s  well a s  the Liturgical Form s and prayers. W e mention this a s  it ap p ears that 
at so m e  time m ore direction will n eed  to b e given  re: th e se  matters.

On behalf o f the SC BP, and with 
G reetings in our Lord,
On behalf o f the S C B P
C. B osch , s e c .
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Standing Committee for the Publication of the Book of Praise 
do  110 West 27th Street, Hamilton ON, L9C 5A1

Report to the Committee for the Promotion of Ecclesiastical Unity 
( C PE U ) Regarding the United Reformed Churches

E steem ed  Brothers:

In connection  with m oving to P h a se  2 in our relationship with the URCNA, 
Synod  N eerlandia 2001 directed the C om m ittee, "to deal with the matter of 
the so n g b o o k .” (Acts, Art. 73, 5 .5 ) Synod  con sid ered  that the C om m ittee  
should

work c lo se ly  with com m ittees appointed  by the URC Synod . T h ese  
com m ittees should report at regular intervals to the CPEU , which, in 
turn will produce a s in g le  com p reh en sive  report, jointly with the  
C om m ittee for E cum enical R elations and Church Unity of the URC. 
(Acts, Art. 73, C on sid .4 .7 )

In keeping with this m andate the C om m ittee p resen ts the following report.

1.0 Introduction:

T he C om m ittee held two joint m eetin g s with the United R eform ed  
C h u rch es’ P sa lter Hymnal C om m ittee, the first on March 15-16 , 
2 0 0 2  in the C ornerstone URC o f London, ON and the se c o n d  on  
March 21 and 22 , 2 0 0 3  in the A n caster C anadian R eform ed  
Church. T he URC com m ittee c o n s is ts  o f nine m em b ers from  
various p la ces  both in C an ad a  and the USA.
T h e se  m eetin gs w ere  held in a brotherly (and sisterly!) a tm osp h ere  
and w ere excellen t, productive m eetin gs in w hich a  num ber o f 
things w ere accom p lish ed .
T he P r e ss  R e le a s e s  of th e s e  m eetin g s w ere  published in both 
Clarion and Christian R enew al and the M inutes w ere  ex ch a n g ed .

2.0 March 15, 16, 2002 Meeting:

At this m eeting, chaired by Rev. E. Knott of the URC, Rev. G .Ph. van  
Popta presen ted  a report on the history of the A nglo-G enevan  
P salter of the C anadian R eform ed C hurches. Rev. D. Vander 
M eulen presen ted  a report on the history o f the URC P salter Hymnal 
C om m ittee and the m andates given that com m ittee by URC S yn od s.

It w a s  noted that w hile the URC com m ittee w a s  m andated  ". . .  to 
con sid er  for in c lu sion ...” the 150  P sa lm s in metrical se ttin g s from 
the A n glo-G enevan  Psalter, our com m ittee w a s  m andated  "...to  
in c lu d e ....” them . A positive and profitable d iscu ssio n  took p lace re. 
our resp ective  m andates, history, and procedures.
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A s a result o f the d iscu ss io n s  the following w a s  decided:

a. That our com m ittee form ulate Principles for S on g  S election  
for d iscu ssio n  and approval by both com m ittees. Following 
su ch  approval th e se  will be subm itted to the ch u rch es of 
ea ch  federation.

b. That tw o m em bers of the URC com m ittee form ulate a 
preface to th e s e  Principles for presentation  and approval at 
the next m eeting.

c. That M inutes of ea ch  com m ittee’s  m eetin gs would be 
ex ch a n g ed .

2.1. Mar. 21, 22, 2003 Meeting:
This m eeting, chaired by Rev. G .Ph. van Popta, heard progress  
reports o f the work d on e  by the resp ective  com m ittees s in ce  March. 
2 0 0 3 .

T he URC com m ittee recom m ended  a su g g e s te d  "Preface” to the 
"Principles and G uidelines for the S election  of M usic in the C hurch.” 
It a lso  scrutinized the "Principles and G uidelines” for so n g  se lection  
a s  proposed  by our com m ittee. It will a sk  the URC Synod  (2 0 0 4 ) to 
relieve the com m ittee of its responsibility for the prose section  o f the 
planned new  URC P salter Hymnal. P reviously the com m ittee  
d ecid ed  to follow the d ivisions of the A p o stle s’ C reed (Triune God, 
church, salvation , e tc .) in com piling hym ns d eem ed  su itable fo r a  
new  son gb ook .

Our com m ittee reported on its activities. B e s id e s  dealing with 
copyright is su e s  it form ulated a s e t  o f Principles and G uidelines to 
govern the se lection  of hym ns for a com bined  son gb ook . It a lso  
an a lyzed  so m e  hym ns from the P sa lter Hymnal, (1 9 7 6  edition).

After ex ten s iv e  d iscu ssion , the "Preface, Principles and G uidelines” 
w ere unanim ously adopted  a s  follows:

PRINCIPLES AND GUIDELINES 
FOR THE SELECTION OF MUSIC IN THE CHURCH

INTRODUCTION

T he C anadian R eform ed C hurches and United R eform ed C hurches entered  
into "Phase Two” of ecu m en ica l relations, effective January 1, 2 0 0 2 , with the 
goal o f eventual federative unity. T he sy n o d s  of th o se  tw o federations  
m andated  their resp ective  com m ittees to labor togeth er to recom m end to 
the ch u rches a com m on so n g b o o k  that would be faithful to the Scriptures 
and our R eform ed co n fe ss io n s .
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PREFACE

T he Bible is filled with referen ces to singing. From the very beginning G od's 
p eop le  have responded  to His grace , alm ighty pow er and p resen ce  with 
so n g . T he s o n g s  of the Church are, essen tia lly , prayers to G od. T hey are 
filled with praise and thanksgiving, sorrow  for sin and petition for 
fo rg iv en ess, and prayers for in tercession  in behalf o f o thers in Christ. T hey  
a lso  include instruction and exhortation. T hus the s o n g s  of the Church 
e x p r e ss  the entire spectrum  of the Christian’s  ex p er ien ce . W hile every  
believer m ay find personal ex p ress io n  of praise, thanksgiving, petitions, and  
repen tan ce in so n g , and w hile w e  en co u ra g e  the fam ilies o f our ch u rch es to  
m ake u se  of the so n g b o o k  in fam ily d evotions, the principle purpose for 
w hich this so n g b o o k  is being d ev e lo p ed  is for congregational sing ing . T he  
P sa lm s and hym ns are being se le c te d  with the prayer that they  m ay ex p r e ss  
and enrich our congregational w orship of G od.

P salm  66:2  - "Sing out the honor o f His nam e; m ake His praise g lorious.” 
E p h esian s 5:19 - .  .Speak ing  to o n e  another in p sa lm s and hym ns and  
spiritual so n g s , singing and making m elody in your heart to the Lord.”

PRINCIPLES:

THE SO N G  OF THE CHURCH IS TO BE SUITABLE FOR THE CHURCH’S  
W O RSH IP TO THE GLORY OF GOD

1. T he s o n g s  o f the Church are to b e scriptural

In content, form, and spirit the C hurch’s  s o n g s  m ust ex p r e ss  the  
truth o f the Holy Scriptures. A ugustine, referring to the singing of 
P sa lm s, said , "No o n e  can  sing anything worthy o f G od w hich he  
h as not received  from Him . . .  then w e  are a ssu red  that God puts 
the w ords in our m outh.”

2. T he s o n g s  of the Church are to be a sacrifice o f praise[1]

S inging is an important e lem en t o f the con gregation ’s  r e sp o n se  to 
G od’s  redeem ing work in Christ J e s u s  and the Word proclaim ed in 
the w orship serv ice .

John Calvin wrote, "Singing h as great strength and pow er to m ove  
and to s e t  on fire the hearts o f m en that they m ay call upon God  
and praise Him with a m ore v eh em en t and m ore ardent zea l. This 
singing should  not be light or frivolous, but it ought to have w eight  
and m ajesty.”

3. T he s o n g s  of the Church are to be aesth etica lly  p leasing

T he so n g s  for w orship are to be a beautiful blend of G od-honoring  
poetry and m u sic .[2]
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1. T he s o n g s  of the Church m ust be thoroughly  
Biblical. T hey are to represen t the full range of 
the revelation o f G od, Father, S on  and Holy 
Spirit.[3]

2. T he Book of P sa lm s is foundational for the 
C hurch’s  so n g s . T herefore, all o f th e s e  P sa lm s, 
in their entirety, ought to be included in the 
C hurch’s  so n g b o o k

3. W hen P sa lm s or other portions of Scripture are 
s e t  to m usic, the w ords m ust be faithful to the 
conten t and form of the inspired text.[4]

4. In the c a s e  of s o n g s  other than the versification  
of Scripture, the w ords m ust faithfully e x p ress  
the teach ing of Scripture [5] a s  sum m arized  by 
our R eform ed co n fe ss io n s .

5. T he s o n g s  of the Church m ust be intelligible [6] 
and edifying to the body of Christ.[7]

6. T he s o n g s  of the Church m ust reflect and  
p reserve the lan gu age of the Church o f all a g e s  
rather than accom m odating  current secu lar  
tren d s.[8]

7. In conten t and form, the s o n g s  of the Church 
m ust be free from artificiality and sentim entality.

8. T he m usic of the so n g  should suit the text.

9. T he m usic o f the Church should  be ex p ress iv e  of 
the R eform ed tradition. W here p ossib le , u se  is 
to be m ade o f m usic d eve lop ed  in the tradition of 
this rich heritage (e .g ., the G en evan  psalm  tu n es  
and the Scottish  Psalter).

10. T he m usic o f the Church should  not be 
borrowed from m usic that su g g e s ts  p la ce s  and  
o c c a s io n s  other than the Church and the 
w orship of G od .[9]



11. T he m elo d ies  and harm onies o f church m usic  
m ust b e su itab le for congregational singing, 
avoiding com plicated  rhythms, e x c e s s iv e  
syncopation , and a  w ide range o f pitch.

H ebrew s 13:15  
P salm  92: 1-4  
P salm  147:1  
2  Timothy 3:16  
P roverbs 30:6  
1 C orinthians 14:15  
C o lo ss ia n s  3:16  
R om an s 12:2a  
E p h esia n s 5:18-21

3.0 Future Direction:

At the March 21 -  22 , 2 0 0 3  m eeting o f our com m ittee and that o f 
the URC a  d iscu ss io n  took p lace re: the co u rse  to take tow ards the  
goa l o f a  com m on reform ed son gb ook . W e note the following:

3.1 T he URC P salter Hymnal C om m ittee will p rop ose  
to its next syn od  that initially both the B ook of 
P raise a s  w ell a s  a  P sa lter Hymnal be  
recom m ended  for u se  in the ch urches.

3 .2  W hile the P sa lter Hymnal C om m ittee is m andated  
to produce a com p lete  P sa lter it is not bound to 
include the 150  A n glo-G enevan  p sa lm s. Our 
com m ittee h ow ever is bound by its m andate to 
include them .

T he com bined  com m ittees d ecid ed  to:

3 .3  continue to work together, using the Principles and  
G uidelines to scrutinize and recom m end suitable  
hym ns.

3 .4  be gracious, op en  and am en ab le  to ea ch  other’s  
point of view, remaining cogn izan t o f ea ch  other’s  
m an d ates w hile striving tow ards unanimity.

3 .5  concentrate our efforts on the hym ns

3 .6  u se  the d ivisions of the A p o stle s’ C reed ( cf. #  2 .1 . 
a b o v e) a s  a  gen era l gu ide to organizing the 
hym ns.
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maintain c lo s e  contact b etw een  our com m ittees, 
reporting to e a c h  other on our progress re: hym ns 
every  other month starting May, 1, 2 0 0 3 .

3 .8  hold our next com bined  m eeting in J en ison , Ml, in 
March, 2 0 0 4 .

In addition to this our com m ittee decided:

3 .9  In our contact with the URC P salter Hymnal 
C om m ittee w e  will restrict our d iscu ssio n  to the  
psalm  and hymn se c t io n s  o f the proposed  
com bined  so n g  book.

R espectfu lly  Subm itted;
R ev. D .G.J A gem a
Rev. C. B osch  ( secretary)
Prof. Dr. N.H G ootjes
C. J. N ob els ( treasurer)
C. V anH alen-Faber
G. Ph. van Popta (chairm an)


