
R eport o f  th e  Committee on the  
T ra n s la t io n  o f the  H eidelberg  Catechism , 
ap p o in ted  by Synod o f New W estm inster, 1971

Esteemed Brethren,
Synod o f  New W estm in s te r, 1971, a p p o in te d  two d e p u t ie s  w ith  th e  m andate

1. to revise the text of the Heidelberg Catechism
a. by replacing difficult and anachronistic words and expressions as far as 

proper equivalents can be derived from today's English?
b. by recasting sentences, which are too complicated, into positive and 

independent sentences, which form a direct answer to the question, 
in close adherence to the original German text?

2. to report to the next Synod, and to send copies of a draft text of the 
Heidelberg Catechism to the Churches ■ at such a time, that it can be 
examined and judged by the Churches before Synod convenes. (Acts, art. 8 3)

When one o f th e se  d e p u tie s , th e  re v . H.A. S te l ,  passed  away b e fo re  th e  work 
had been com pleted, th e  rem ain ing  deputy asked and re c e iv e d  th e  co o p era tio n  o f two 
o th e r  m in is te r s ,  n l .  p ro f . d r . J . F aber, and th e  re v . J . Geertsem a.

I t  should  be p o in ted  o u t, however, th a t  the  re v . G eertsem a rev isw edonly  th e  
f i r s t  d r a f t  o f the  r e v is io n .  D istance  . p rev en ted  re g u la r  d is c u ss io n  between him 
and the  o th e r  committee members, and in  o rd e r to  ex p ed ia te  m a tte rs  as  much as  pos­
s ib le  i t  was decided  to  le av e  the  f i n a l  d e c is io n  to  th e  o th e r  two members.

In  p re p a r in g  t h i s  r e v is io n  we made use  o f  th e  o r ig i n a l  German and L a t in  t e x t s  
o f  th e  H e id e lb e rg  C atech ism  a s  p r in te d  by J .  N. B akhuizen van den B rin k ,
De N ed erlan d sch e  B e l i jd e n is g e s c h r i f te n ;  V e rg e lijk e n d e  T e k s te n . Amsterdams U i t ­
g e v e rsm a a ts c h a p p ij H o llan d , 19^0, 
and o f  th e  fo llo w in g  new t r a n s l a t i o n s :

1 . De H e id e lb e rg se  C atechism us en de L i tu r g is c h e  F o rm u lie ren  in  hedendaags N e d e r la n d s ,
z o a ls  v a s tg e s t e ld  doo r de G en era le  Synode van de G ereform eerde K erken in  N eder­
la n d  t e  H attem , 1972. G roningen: De V uurbaak.

2 . The H e id e lb e rg  C atech ism , A New P r o v is io n a l  T r a n s l a t i o n , p re p a re d  by a  Committee 
o f  The C h r is t i a n  Reformed Churchy Board o f  P u b l ic a t io n s  o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed C hurch, 1973-

3. The H e id e lb e rg  C atech ism , hQQth A n n iv e rsa ry  E d i t io n , t r a n s l a t e d  by A lle n  0 . M il le r
and M. Eugene O ste rh av en . P h i la d e lp h ia :  U n ited  Church P re s s ,  1 9 6 2 .
The School o f  F a ith ?  The C atech ism s o f  th e  Reformed C hurch , t r a n s l a t e d  and e d i te d  
by Thomas F . T o rra n c e . London: James C la rk e , 1959»



Recommendations:

-  2 -

A lthough we s in c e r e ly  hope t h a t  th e  ch u rch es  w i l l  be a b le  to  s tu d y  t h i s  
d r a f t - r e v i s i o n  and subm it t h e i r  comments, we r e a l i z e  t h a t  th e r e  may n o t be 
s u f f i c i e n t  tim e f o r  a  th o ro u g h  ex am in a tio n  b e fo re  Synod convenes.

We th e r e f o r e  w ish to  recommend to  Synod th a t

1 . Synod a p p o in t a  com m ittee to  e v a lu a te  t h i s  d r a f t - r e v i s i o n .

2. Synod do n o t ,  how ever, d ev o te  a  d e t a i l e d  d is c u s s io n  to  th e  m a tte r ,  b u t send  
t h i s  p ro o f ,  a f t e r  i t  has e v a lu a te d  and , whe^e n e c e s s a ry , r e v is e d  i t ,  to  th e  
ch u rch es  f o r  f u r t h e r  ex am in a tio n  and comment,

3. Synod recommend t h a t  t h i s  r e v is io n  be t e s t e d  in  C atech ism  c l a s s e s .

I f  Synod sh o u ld  make t h i s  recom m endation, i t  d ec id e  t h a t  th e  d r a f t  be p r in t e d  
in  th e  A c ts , p r e f e r a b ly  in  a  form  t h a t  makes i t  e a s i e r  f o r  th e  s tu d e n ts  to  
memorize th e  q u e s tio n s  and an sw ers. We a re  th in k in g  o f  a  s e t - u p  com parable 
to  t h a t  u sed  in  th e  r e v ,  S c h p l t e n 's  The H e id e lb e rg  C atech ism  w ith  e x p la n a to ry  
q u e s t io n s  and an sw ers.
The u n d e rs ig n e d  a re  w i l l in g  to  p re p a re  th e  d r a f t  f o r  p u b l ic a t io n  a lo n g  th e se  
l i n e s .
They su g g e s t t h a t ,  f o r  ivhe tim e b e in g , th e  p r o o f te x t s  g iv e n  in  o u r p r e s e n t  
v e r s io n  be u sed ,
The p r i n t e r  o f  th e  A cts m ight be ask ed  'to  p u b lis h  t h i s  p a r t  o f  th e  A cts  in  
a  s e p a ra te  e d i t i o n ,  p o s s ib ly  w ith  th e  f u l l  w ording o f  one o r  two o f  th e  
p r o o f te x ts  o f  each  answ er p r in te d  on th e  l e f t  page.

5. Synod a p p o in t new d e p u t ie s  to  whom th e  ch u rch es  can send  t h e i r  comments.

6 . T hese d e p u t ie s  re c e iv e  th e  m andate to  p r e s e n t  th e  n e x t Synod w ith  a  r e v is e d  
d r a f t  o f  th e  new t r a n s l a t i o n ,  to  draw up a  p ro p o sa l ab o u t th e  p r o o f te x t s  to  
be u sed  in  th e  d e f i n i t i v e  e d i t i o n ,  and to  send c o p ie s  o f  t h e i r  d r a f t  and p ro ­
p o s a l to  th e  ch u rch es  a t  such a  tim e t h a t  i t  can be exam ined by th e  ch u rch es  
b e fo re  Synod convenes.

M arch, 197^-

F.. i f . , O o ste rh o ff, convener.
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