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Dear B rethren

The Committee on th e  R evision  o f th e  Church O rder subm its th e  fo llow ing  
re p o r t  to  you.

The Committee have been working on a re v is io n  o f th e  f i r s t  a r t i c l e s  o f  th e  
Church O rder. Also due to  the  i l l n e s s  o f th e  R ev .S cholten  n o t as much has been 
ach ieved  as we wished to  produce.

The main reaso n , however, why n o t more ta n g ib le  r e s u l t s  a re  p re se n te d  i s ,  
t h a t  w ith in  th e  Committee th e re  i s  a d if f e re n c e  o f op in ion  about th e  q u es tio n  
how f a r  th e  re v is io n  s h a l l  go.

The answer to  th a t  q u estio n  a lso  w i l l  determ ine th e  "sneed" w ith  which 
a re v is io n  can be p re sen te d  to  th e  Churches.

I f  i t  i s  j u s t  a re v is io n  which concerns c e r ta in  o u td a ted  ex p re ss io n s  an d /o r 
i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  th en  th e re  would be no o b je c tio n  to  su b m ittin g  a re v ise d  t r a n s ­
la t io n  and a re v is io n  o f th e  Church O rder i t s e l f  by s ta g e s . To t h i s  Bynod we 
could  have p re sen te d  a d r a f t - r e v i s io n  o f some te n  a r t i c l e s .

I f ,  however, as some members understand  th e  m andate, th e  r e v is io n  should  
be a g en era l re v is io n  and i f  th e  Committee were to  come w ith  p ro p o sa ls  re g a rd ­
ing changing o f th e  Church O rder even th e re  where a lso  in  th e  p a s t  no propo­
s a l  fo r  a change has been re c e iv e d , in  o th e r  w ords, i f  th e  Committee has some 
" a u th o r ity "  o f i t s  own, then  i t  would appear to  be most p r a c t i c a l  to  w a it w ith  
p re s e n ta t io n  o f a re p o r t  u n t i l  a com plete d r a f t  could be subm itted  , and th a t  
f o r  th e  obvious reason  th a t ,  i f  a change should have been made in  an a r t c i l e  
in  th e  beg inn ing  o f th e  Church O rder, l a t e r  co n c lu sio n s  m ight ren d e r i t  n ece s­
sa ry  to  a lso  change again  some p re v io u s ly  re v ise d  a r t i c l e .

I t  i s  fo r  th a t  reason  th a t  th e  Committee on R evision  o f th e  Church Order 
come to  you w ith  th e  re q u e s t

I .  To co n tinue  th e  Committee;
I I .  To fu r th e r  d e fin e  th e  mandate and th e  a u th o r i ty  o f  th e  Committee.
We must s t a t e  t h a t  th e  Rev. G cholten d id  n o t c o -o p e ra te  in  th e  com position 

o f t h i s  r e p o r t ,  b u t on th e  ground o f d isc u ss io n s  and correspondence w ith  him 
reg a rd in g  th e  above, we a re  a lso  convinced th a t  he h e a r t i l y  ag rees w ith  our 
re q u e s t.

The Committee
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