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REPORT OF THE DEPUTIES FOR CONTACT WITH THE

CHRISTIAN REFORMED CONTACT COMMITTEE.

To the General Synod o f the 
Canadian Reformed Churches, 
convened at O rangeville , Ontario, 
on November 7? 1968.

Esteemed Brethren:

The D eputies, appointed by Synod Edmonton, 1965 (A cts, 
Art. 177), submit the fo llo w in g  report fo r  your con sid eration .

I .  INTRODUCTION

In the course o f the years 1966 to 1968 your Deputies 
prepared a ’prelim inary report* which was forwarded to the Churches. 
In th is  report we gave a chronological account o f our a c t iv i t i e s  up 
to a certa in  date, and o f the r e su lts  o f our d iscu ssio n s w ith the 
Contact Committee o f the C hristian Reformed Church (h erea fter  men­
tioned  as "C.C."). By doing so we wanted to g ive the Churches an 
id ea  o f the procedure follow ed in  the ex erc ise  o f  our con tact.

The main reason fo r  th is  prelim inary report was the fa c t  
th at the C.C. had the opportunity to go to th e ir  own Synod, to re­
commend cer ta in  d ec isio n s  and to rece iv e  a new and more p rec ise  
mandate.

Since we have come now to an ' i n i t i a l  con clu sion ’ o f our 
d iscu ssio n s concerning the is su e s  mentioned in  our mandate o f Synod 
1965, we are able to submit to your assembly a d e f in ite  rep ort. As 
w il l  be made c lea r  in  the report i t s e l f ,  th is  does not imply that 
d iscu ssio n s have come to an end. There are s t i l l  severa l is su e s  
which need fu rth er  consideration  and d iscu ssio n .

The C.C. has submitted to the C hristian Reformed Synod 
1968 certa in  questions and recommendations which w i l l  be mentioned 
in  th is  report. At the moment we are not able y e t to inform Synod 
about the d ec isio n s o f Synod 1968 o f the C hristian  Reformed Church. 
However we request Synod to accept an appendix to th is  report which 
w il l  be prepared as soon as the d ec isio n s o f the C hristian Reformed 
Synod are a v a ila b le  and which w il l  be forwarded to Synod Orange­
v i l l e ,  1968, a t our e a r l ie s t  convenience.
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I I .  MANDATE

Our mandate was co n c ise ly  stated  in  the Acts o f  Synod 
Edmonton, 1965, Art. 177:

"A. De Synode h e e ft  kennis genomen:
1. Van de b r ie f  van de Contact Commissie van de C hristian  

Reformed Church, d .d . 13 maart 1965, waarin ze ons be­
r ic h t , dat de Synode van de C hristian Reformed Church 1964



-  2 -

een sp ec ia le  contact commissie h ee ft benoemd "to commu­
n ica te  with the Canadian Reformed Churches w ith a view to 
e sta b lish  a c lo se r  re la tio n sh ip  w ith these churches", en 
het verzoek doet een commissie te  benoemen om de vraag te  
bespreken, hoe een nauwere r e la t ie  tussen  hun en onze 
Kerken to t stand kan worden gebracht.

2. Van het v o o rste l van de Kerk te  Edmonton overeenkomstig 
het verzoek van de Synode van de C hristian Reformed Church 
een commissie te  benoemen met bepaalde in s tr u c t ie s  aan­
gaande de zaken, d ie  haars in z ien s  besproken dienen te  
worden.

3. Van het v o o r ste l van de P a r tic u lier e  Synode van de Kerken 
in  Ontario 1965, deputaten te  benoemen met de opdracht 
contact op te  nemen met het "Special Contact Committee", 
benoemd door de Synode 1964 van de C hristian Reformed 
Church, om met d it  Committee te  spreken over d ie  dingen, 
d ie  in  het verleden eenheid naar het Woord des Heren in  
de weg hebben gestaan; en over wat thans eenwording in  de 
weg s ta a t , met a ls  d oel, dat de belemmeringen voor 
s c h r if tu u r lijk e  eenheid worden weggenomen.

4 . Van het sch rijven  van de Kerk te  Barrhead, 20 September 
1965, waarin ze de Synode verzoekt overeenkom stig h et 
v o o rste l van de Kerk te  Edmonton te  b e s lu ite n .

B. De Synode overweegt?
1. Het i s  de Zoon van God, d ie  door zijn Geest en Woord Zich 

een gemeente vergadert, beschermt en onderhoudt in  de 
enigheid des g e lo o fs . Het i s  de roeping van a l l e  g e lo ­
vigen met Christus te  vergaderen, door met elkaar de een­
heid der Kerk in  de enigheid des g e lo o fs  en der kennis 
van de Zoon van God te  onderhouden in  de concrete s itu a ­
t i e  van vandaag.

2, Die s i tu a t ie  wordt voor wat de C hristian Reformed Church 
en onze Kerken b e tr e ft  bepaald door o .a . de volgende om­
standigheden?
a. De C hristian Reformed Church en onze Kerken hebben de­

ze lfd e  b e lijd e n isg e sc h r ifte n  a ls  Formulieren van Enig­
heid aanvaard? de Nederlandse G e lo o fsb e lijd en is , de 
H eidelbergse Catechismus en de Dordtse L eerregels.

b. De C hristian Reformed Church h e e ft  daarnaast aanvaard? 
De B eslu iten  van U trecht (1905/1908) en een o f f i c i ë l e  
in te r p r e ta t ie  daarvan (1962).
De Drie Punten van Kalamazoo (1924) en een o f f i c i ë l e  
in te r p r e ta tie  daarvan (1959/1960).
Onze Kerken hebben naast de Drie Formulieren van Enig­
heid geen andere verklaringen aangaande de Leer der 
Kerk aanvaard.

c . De C hristian Reformed Church onderhoudt corresponden­
t i e  met de synodaal gebonden Gereformeerde Kerken in  
Nederland. Onze Kerken onderhouden correspondentie 
met de vrijgemaakte Gereformeerde Kerken in  Nederland.

d. De C hristian Reformed Church h e e ft  een nieuwe Kerken­
ordening aanvaard. Onze Kerken hebben nog steed s de 
Kerkenorde van D ordt/ütrecht ( l6 l9 / l9 0 5 ) .
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C. De Synode b e s l u i t
V ie r  d e p u ta te n  te  benoemen met de o p d ra c h t;
1 . Met de c o n tac t-co m m iss ie  van de C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church na t e  gaan hoe hun en onze Kerken met e lk a a r  op 
h e t  fundam ent van de a p o s te le n  des Lams de een h e id  d e r  
Kerk in  de e n ig h e id  des g e lo o fs  en d e r  k en n is  van de 
Zone Gods d ien en  aan t e  gaan en t e  onderhouden

en
daarom met genoemde com m issie de c o n c re te  s i t u a t i e ,  z o a ls  
d ie  mee d o o r de on d er B 2 genoemde v e r s c h i l l e n  b ep aa ld  i s ,  
t e  to e ts e n  aan de D rie  F o rm u lie ren  van E n ig h e id .
2. De Kerken op de hoog te  t e  houden van h e tg e e n  in  de con- 
t a c t - o e f e n in g  v e rh an d e ld  i s  en een r a p p o r t  in  t e  d ien en  
b i j  de vo lgende G enerale  Synode."

When c o n s id e r in g  t h i s  m andate you r D ep u tie s  deemed i t  
n e c e s s a ry  to  have an in fo rm a tiv e  m ee tin g  w ith  th e  D e p u tie s  f o r  Con­
t a c t  w ith  th e  O rthodox P re s b y te r ia n  Church to  d is c u s s  to g e th e r  a  
co u rse  o f a c t io n .  T h e re a f te r  s e v e ra l  m ee tin g s  w ith  th e  C o n tac t 
Committee w ere a rra n g e d .

The purpose  and th e  r e s u l t  o f  th e  f i r s t  c o n ta c t-m e e tin g  
w ith  th e  C o n tac t Committee o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church was n o t 
much more th an  a  p re lim in a ry  d is c u s s io n  o f  th e  method o f  e x e r c is in g  
t h i s  c o n ta c t .  The main p o in t  th e r e f o r e  was th e  m a t te r  o f  agenda . 
S in ce  o u r m andate s t a t e s  t h a t  we had to  "exam ine th e  f a c t u a l  s i t u a ­
t i o n  on th e  fo u n d a tio n  o f  th e  T hree Forms o f  U n ity " , i t  was f e l t  
t h a t  we ough t to  speak  a ls o  abou t th e  cause  f o r  and th e  r i g h t  o f  
o u r e x is te n c e  as  C anadian Reformed C hurches. T h is  p o in t  was 
s t r e s s e d  b ecause  o u r m andate in c lu d e d  th a t  we had to  examine th e  
s i t u a t i o n  " z o a ls  d ie  MEDE doo r de o n d er B 2 genoemde v e r s c h i l l e n  
b ep aa ld  i s . "

The C.C. was o f  th e  o p in io n  th a t  th e  q u e s tio n  ab o u t th e  
r e l a t i o n  w ith  th e  ch u rch es  i n  th e  N e th e r la n d s  was i n  th e  p ro v in c e  
o f  a n o th e r  Committee o f  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church, nam ely th e  
Committee f o r  E cum enic ity  and In te r -C h u rc h  R e la t io n s .  Your Depu­
t i e s ,  on th e  o th e r  hand , m a in ta in e d  th a t  i t  would be im p o ss ib le  to  
to u ch  s o le ly  upon some d i c t r i n a l  m a tte r s  and n o t upon t h i s  im p o rt­
a n t i s s u e ,  and th a t  we o n ly  cou ld  re a c h  th e  h e a r t  o f  th e  m a t te r  in  
th e  e n t i r e  fram ework o f th e  m andate , s in c e  o u r  m ee tin g s  a r e  n o t 
a rra n g e d  w ith  th e  p u rp o se  o f ch u rch -co rre sp o n d en c e  b u t o f  u n i f i c a ­
t i o n  and u n io n .

The d is c u s s io n s  c o n ce rn in g  agenda and method r e s u l t e d  in  
th e  agreem ent t h a t  th e  m andate o f  th e  D ep u tie s  o f  th e  C anadian Re­
form ed Churches shou ld  be tak en  a s  th e  s t a r t i n g  p o in t  o f  th e  d i s ­
c u ss io n s  , and th a t  th e  f i r s t  p o in t  o f  d is c u s s io n  would be th e  one 
m entioned  u n d er C. 1 "met genoemde com m issie de c o n c re te  s i t u a t i e ,  
z o a ls  d ie  mee doo r de o n d er B 2 genoemde v e r s c h i l l e n  b ep aa ld  i s ,  te  
to e ts e n  aan de D ire  F o rm u lie ren  van E n ig h e id " . A f te r  d is c u s s io n  o f  
th e  p o in t s  B 2. a , b and c o f  th e  m andate o f  Synod 1965, i t  was
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d ec id ed  th a t  docum ents, n e c e ssa ry  f o r  a good d is c u s s io n ,  would "be 
exchanged. These docum ents w ere:

a )  W ijz ig in g en  in  de K erkenorde van D o rd t, z o a ls  deze doo r de 
C anadian Reformed Churches i s  aan g e p as t aan de Canadese 
s i t u a t i e .

b ) P h o to co p ies  o f  c e r t a in  p a r t s  o f th e  A cts o f  Synod o f  th e  
C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church 1959? I960 and 1962, co n c e rn in g  
th e  C o n clu sions o f  U tre c h t 1905/1908 and th e  Three P o in ts  
o f  Kalamazoo 1924.

c ) The New Church O rd er o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church.

At th e  end o f  th e  f i r s t  m ee tin g  a  jo in t - s ta t e m e n t  was p re ­
p a re d  and ad o p ted . T h is s ta te m e n t h as  been p u b lish e d  in  th e  Cana­
d ia n  Reformed M agazine o f  June 24, 1966, V ol. 15 , No. 2 6 5 a  t r a n s ­
l a t i o n  in  th e  Dutch lan g u ag e  appea red  in  th e  i s s u e  o f  J u ly  2 / j u ly  9, 
1966, V ol. 15 , N0327/ 28. T h is s ta te m e n t re a d s :

llAt th e  f i r s t  m e e tin g , which was h e ld  on June 1 s t ,  1966, in  th e  
Rehoboth C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church, T o ro n to , th e  Reverend John 
C. V erbrugge p re s id e d .
In  an open ing  s ta te m e n t he d e c la re d  th a t  th e  b a s ic  th in g s  on 
which we a r e  w ith o u t a  doubt one in  h e a r t  a re  much g r e a t e r  th an  
th e  th in g s  which a t  p r e s e n t  s e p a ra te  u s . When we f i r s t  see  how 
much th e r e  i s  on w hich we a re  u n i te d  in  C h r is t  we w i l l  c e r t a in l y  
have a b a s is  on w hich to  s ta n d  to  d is c u s s  th e  th in g s  w hich sep a­
r a t e  u s . I t  i s  im p o rta n t to  r i g h t l y  u n d e rs ta n d  each o th e r .  When 
we can see  each  o th e r  th ro u g h  eyes o f f a i t h  and from  o u t o f  o u r 
r e l a t io n s h ip  w ith  J e su s  C h r is t ,  o u r  v is io n  w i l l  be b e t t e r  in  
fo c u s  and we w i l l  be a b le  to  make more a c c u ra te  and more c h a r i ­
ta b le  judgm ent o f  each o th e r .
A f te r  some g e n e ra l d is c u s s io n  ab o u t th e  p u rp o se  o f  o u r coming 
to g e th e r  i t  was ag reed  to  p ro ceed  w ith  th e  o u t l in e  e x p re s se d  in  
th e  m andate g iv en  to  th e  com m ittee o f  th e  C anadian Reformed 
Churches by th e  Synod o f  th e  C anadian Reformed C hurches.
T his m andate re a d s  a s  fo llo w s :
To exam ine, to g e th e r  w ith  th e  C o n tac t Committee o f  th e  C h r is t ­
ia n  Reformed Church, how t h e i r  and o u r ch u rch es  a re  to  e n te r  
in to  and m a in ta in  to g e th e r  th e  u n i ty  o f  th e  Church in  th e  u n i ty  
o f  f a i t h  and o f  th e  knowledge o f  th e  Son o f  God on th e  fo unda­
t io n  o f  th e  a p o s t le s  o f  th e  Lamb,
and th e r e f o r e  to  exam ine, to g e th e r  w ith  th e  s a id  Committee th e  
c o n c re te  s i t u a t i o n ,  as  i t  i s  a lso  de te rm in ed  by th e  d i f f e r e n c e s  
re g a rd in g  th e  fo llo w in g  p o in t s :
1 . The C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church and o u r C hurches have adop ted  

th e  same c o n fe s s io n a l  form s a s  Forms o f  U n ity : The B e lg ic  
C o n fess io n ; The H e id e lb e rg  C atechism  and The Canons o f  D ord t.

2 . B esid es  th o se  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church has  a d o p ted : The 
C o n clusions o f  U tre c h t (1905/1908) and an o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e ­
t a t i o n  o f  them (1962); The T hree P o in ts  o f  Kalamazoo (1924) 
and an o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  them (19<S'9/ 196o ) ;
Our Churches 'have n o t adop ted  any o th e r  d e c la r a t io n  con­
c e rn in g  th e  d o c t r in e  o f  th e  Church b e s id e  th e  T hree Forms 
o f  U n ity .
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3. The C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church m a in ta in s  co rresp o n d en ce  w ith  
th e "S y n o d ic a l"  G ereform eerde Kerken in  th e  N e th e r la n d s ; th e  
C anadian Reformed Churches m a in ta in  co rresp o n d en ce  w ith  th e  
" L ib e ra te d "  G ereform eerde Kerken in  N ederland .

4 . The C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church h as  adop ted  a  New C hurch-O rder; 
o u r Churches s t i l l  ab id e  by th e  C hurch-O rder o f  D o r d t /u t r e c h t  
(1 6 18 /1905 ).

In  th e  course o f th e  d is c u ss io n  i t  was agreed upon th a t  th e  p ro ­
g re ss  o f  our work would be f a c i l i t a t e d  by m utual exchange o f 
m a te r ia ls  in  the  Ac ts  o f Synod of the  two b o d ies .
A fte r  th e  Committee members have had a chance to  study  th e se  
m a te r ia ls  they  w il l  meet again  September 15, 1966 in  th e  B ethel 
Canadian Reformed Church, W illow dale, O n ta r io ."

Consequently we p re se n t in  th i s  re p o r t  a summary o f the  
ta lk s  and the  c o n s id e ra tio n s  on th e  fo llo w in g  m a tte rs ;

I I I .  THE THREE FORMS OF UNITY (Mandate B, 2 -a )

IV. THE CONCLUSIONS OF UTRECHT (1905/1908) and THE DECISIONS 
OF LATER SYNODS ON THESE CONCLUSIONS (M andate B, 2 -b )

V. THE CONCLUSIONS OF KALAMAZOO (1924) and THE INTERPRETA­
TION THEREOF (M andate B, 2 -b )

VI. THE CHURCH ORDER OF DORDT AND THE NEW CHURCH ORDER OF THE 
CHRISTIAN REFORMED CHURCH (Mandate B, 2 -d )

V II. CORRESPONDENCE WITH CHURCHES ABROAD (M andate B, 2 -c )

-o -o -

I I I .  THE THREE FORMS OF UNITY

A. M andate.

The m andate re a d s ;  " to  exam ine w ith  th e  C o n tac t Committee 
th e  c o n c re te  s i t u a t i o n ,  as  i t  i s  a lso  de te rm in ed  by d i f f e r e n c e s  r e ­
g a rd in g  . . .  th e  fo llo w in g  p o in t ;  The C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church and 
o u r C hurches have ad o p ted  th e  same c o n fe s s io n a l  Forms o f  U n ity , n . l .  
The B e lg ic  C o n fess io n ; The H e id e lb e rg  C atechism  and The Canons o f  
D o r d t ."

B. M a te r ia l .

The Three Forms o f  U n ity  a s  th e y  a re  e d i te d  and p u b lish e d  
in  th e  'Book o f  P r a i s e '  and th e  P sa lte r /H y m n a l.

A R eport on th e  t e x t  o f  A r t i c l e  36 o f  The B e lg ic  C onfess­
io n ,  w hich re a d s  as  fo llo w s ;

"ON ART. XXXVI CONFESSION OF FAITH,.

C hecking on th e  s i t u a t i o n  co n c e rn in g  th e  " tw en ty  words" in  b o th  
th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church and th e  C anadian Reformed C hurches, 
we found th e  fo llo w in g  in fo rm a tio n ;



-  6 -

1. C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church.
In  th e  e d i t io n  p r in te d  in  th e  P s a l t e r  Hymnal th e  tw enty  

words do n o t ap p e a r in  th e  t e x t  anymore. A fo o tn o te  o f f e r s  
t h i s  e x p la n a tio n  and in fo rm a tio n s

"In  th e  o r ig in a l  t e x t  t h i s  s e n te n c e  re a d s  as  fo llo w s  ( th e  
a s t e r i s k  i s  p la c e d  a f t e r  th e  words " . . .  to  p r o te c t  th e  
sa c re d  m in is try  . . , " ) :  "T h e ir  o f f i c e  i s  n o t o n ly  to  have r e ­
g ard  unto and w atch f o r  th e  w e lfa re  o f  th e  c i v i l  s t a t e ,  h u t 
a lso  th a t  th e y  p r o te c t  th e  sa c re d  m in is t r y ,  and th u s  may r e ­
move and p re v e n t a l l  i d o l a t r y  and f a l s e  w o rsh ip , t h a t  th e  
kingdom o f a n t i c h r i s t  may be th u s  d e s tro y e d  and th e  Kingdom 
o f  C h r is t  p rom oted", ( u n d e r l in in g  o u r s ). The Synod o f  1910 
re c o g n iz in g  th e  u n b ib l ic a l  te a c h in g , c o n ta in e d  in  t h i s  sen­
te n c e ,  co n c e rn in g  freedom  o f  r e l i g io n  and co n c e rn in g  th e  d u ty  
o f  th e  s t a t e  to  su p p re ss  f a l s e  r e l i g io n ,  saw f i t  to  add an 
e x p la n a to ry  fo o tn o te .  The Synod o f  1938, a g re e in g  w ith  th e  
Synod o f  1910 as  to  th e  u n b ib l ic a l  c h a r a c te r  o f  te a c h in g  r e ­
f e r r e d  to ,  b u t re c o g n iz in g  a  c o n f l i c t  betw een th e  o b je c t io n ­
a b le  c la u s e s  in  th e  A r t i c l e  and i t s  f o o tn o te ,  d ec id ed  to  
e l im in a te  th e  fo o tn o te  and to  make th e  change in  th e  t e x t  o f  
th e  A r t i c l e  w hich ap p ea rs  above, c o rre sp o n d in g  to  th e  change 
ad o p ted  in  1905 by th e  G eneral Synod o f  th e  "G ereform eerde 
Kerken in  N ed erlan d " . (See A cts o f  Synod, 1910, pp 9,  104- 
105; a lso  A cts o f  Synod 1938, p , 1 7 ).

2. C anadian Reformed C hurches.
In  th e  (second  p r i n t  o f )  The Book o f  P r a i s e ,  P r o v is io n a l  

E d i t io n ,  th e  u n d e r l in e d  tw en ty  words ap p e a r in  th e  t e x t  i t s e l f ,  
though betw een b r a c k e ts .  A f o o tn o te  o f f e r s  t h i s  in fo rm a tio n :

"The tw en ty  words betw een b ra c k e ts  ( )  w ere d e le te d  by th e  
G eneral Synod o f  1905 o f  th e  G ereform eerde Kerken in  N eder­
la n d  as  n o t b e in g  in  harmony w ith  th e  b i b l i c a l  te a c h in g  con­
c e rn in g  th e  m andate o f  th e  governm ent. The C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed Church d id  th e  same in  1910 (See A cts o f  Synod, 1910, 
pp. 9j 1 0 4 /1 0 5 ). O th e r C hurches o f  Reformed o r ig in  in  th e  
N e th e r la n d s  m a in ta in e d  th e s e  w ords. The C anadian Reformed 
C hurches may be c o n s id e re d  to  ag ree  w ith  th e  G ereform eerde 
K erken in  N ed erlan d , a l th o u g h  up to  th e  p r e s e n t  th e y  d id  n o t 
d e a l s p e c i f i c a l l y  w ith  t h i s  i s s u e . "

3 . D if f e r e n c e .
C o n sequen tly , th e r e  i s  a  ( s m a ll)  d i f f e r e n c e .  The one Church 

has  s t i l l  th e  tw en ty  words in  th e  t e x t ,  though betw een b ra c k e ts .  
The o th e r  Church h a s  removed them from  " th e  fa c e  o f  th e  p ag e" .
The one Church s a y s : " th e y  a re  n o t in  harmony w ith  th e  b i b l i c a l  
te a c h in g " ;  th e  o th e r  s a y s : " th ey  a re  u n b ib l ic a l  te a c h in g " .  As 
f a r  a s  we know, th e  Churches in  th e  N e th e r la n d s  s t i l l  have them 
in  th e  t e x t ,  though w ith in  b r a c k e ts .  O b v io u sly , a t  th e  one s id e  
o f  th e  ocean  th e r e  was and i s  th e  uneasy  f e e l i n g  th a t  le a v in g  o u t 
t h i s  s e n te n c e  would n o t be co m p le te ly  r i g h t .  I t  m igh t be(com e) 
a  lo s s  o f  som eth ing  good. At t h i s  s id e  o f  th e  ocean th e  C h r i s t ­
ia n  Reformed Church was n o t p lag u ed  by such a  f e e l i n g .
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W hether co m p le te ly  d e le te d  o r  p r in te d  w ith in  b r a c k e ts ,  t h i s  
change in  c o n fe s s io n  d id  n o t so lv e  th e  problem . At th e  one hand 
th e r e  i s  th e  c o n v ic tio n  th a t  th e  tw en ty  words can be u n d e rs to o d  
in  a  b i b l i c a l  sense  and th a t  we m ust f e a r  to  f a l l  in to  th e  t r a p  
o f  " th e  id e a  o f  th e  n e u t r a l  s t a t e " ;  a t  th e  o th e r  hand , om issio n  
o f  th e s e  words d id /d o e s  n o t ta k e  away th e  c o n fe s s io n  th a t  th e  
m a g is t r a te  "have to  p r o te c t  th e  sa c re d  m in is t r y ,  t h a t  th e  King­
dom o f  C h r is t  may th u s  be prom oted".

We b e l ie v e  t h a t ,  w hether d e le te d  o r  n o t ,  th e  d is c u s s io n  
around th e se  tw en ty  words i s  an u n f in is h e d  b u s in e s s .  F u r th e r  
s tu d y  o f  S c r ip tu r e  and h i s to r y  ( th e  h i s t o r i c a l  m eaning o f  th e se  
tw en ty  words among o th e r  th in g s )  w i l l  be n e c e s s a ry .

We a ls o  b e l ie v e  t h a t  th e  sub 3 m entioned  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  n o t 
n e c e s s a r i ly  an o b s ta c le  betw een b o th  C h u rch es ."

C. O b se rv a tio n s .

The t e x t  o f  The Canons o f  D ord t and th e  H e id e lb e rg  C ate­
chism  d id  n o t cau se  any prob lem s. A r t ic l e  36 o f  The B e lg ic  Con­
f e s s io n  became an o b je c t  o f  d is c u s s io n .  The r e p o r t  m entioned  un d er 
’M a te r i a l ’ was fo rw arded  to  th e  C.C. and unanim ously  ad o p ted  a t  one 
o f  th e  j o i n t  m e e tin g s .

D. C o n s id e ra t io n .

We came to  th e  co n c lu s io n  th a t  th e re  a re  no b a s ic  d i f f e r ­
ences co n c e rn in g  th e  Three Forms w hich would be an o b s ta c le  f o r  
Church u n i ty .

E. Recommendation.

Synod d e c la r e ;  t h a t  — though th e re  i s  a  s l i g h t  d i f f e r ­
ence in  th e  e d itio n  o f  th e  t e x t  o f  A r t i c l e  36 o f  The B e lg ic  C onfess­
io n  — th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church and o u r  C hurches have adop ted  
th e  same T hree Forms o f  U n ity ,

and th a t  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  in  e d i t io n  i s  n o t an o b s ta c le  
f o r  u n i ty  between b o th  C hurches.

- 0 - 0 -

IV. THE CONCLUSIONS OF UTRECHT 1903/1908 and THE DECISIONS OF
SYNODS OF THE CHRISTIAN REFORMED CHURCH ON THESE CONCLUSIONS,

A. M andate.

Our m andate r e a d s ;  " to  examine . . .  th e  c o n c re te  s i t u a t i o n  
as  i t  i s  de te rm in ed  by . . .  th e  fo llo w in g  p o in t ;  B es id es  th o se  (T hree 
Forms o f  U n ity )  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church has  adop ted  'The Conc- 
c lu s io n s  o f  U tre c h t 1905 /1908’ and an o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  
them ".



B, M a te r i a l .

The fo llo w in g  m a te r ia l  was exchanged betw een D e p u tie s  and 
th e  C o n tac t Committees

1 . B e s lu i t  van de G enerale  Synode G roningen 1946 van de G e re fo r­
m eerde Kerken in  N ederland  (V rijg em aak t) b e t r e f f e n d e  '1 9 0 5 ' (A cta 
A r t.  1 13 ).

2 . R apport aan de Synode G roningen 1946 in z a k e  op de v e r k la r in g  
van 1905 b e tre k k in g  hebbende s tu k k en .

3a A cts C h r is t i a n  Reformed Synod 1962, A r t.  144 , re s  C o n clu sions 
o f  U tre c h t .

4 . Supplem ent 2 to  th e  A cts o f Synod 1962, r e  s C o n clu sions o f  
U tre c h t .

5. E ig h t q u e s tio n s  co n ce rn in g  th e  p o s i t io n  o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed Church re s  C o n c lu sio n s o f  U tre c h t .  (See r e p o r t  pp . 9- 1 3 ).

6 . "Memorandum", The C o n c lu sio n s o f  U tre c h t 1905/1908, an O b s ta c le  
t e  Reformed U n ity ?

7 . P re lim in a ry  e d i t io n  o f  q u e s tio n s  to  be su b m itte d  to  th e  C h r is t ­
ia n  Reformed Synod 1967.

8 . R epo rt o f  th e  C.C. to  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Synod 1967 (A cts 
o f  Synod pp. I 78- I 8 4 ).

9. T ra n s c r ip t io n  o f  th e  d e c is io n s  o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Synod
1967 (A cts o f  Synod, pp. 66 , 6 7 ).

10. Remarks made by th e  Canadian Reformed D e p u tie s  co n c e rn in g  th e  
e x p re s s io n  " i n i t i a l  c o n c lu s io n " , (See r e p o r t  p„ 18)

11. R epo rt o f  th e  C o n tac t Committee to  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Synod
1968 (Agenda, p p .243-248)

(12 . D ec is io n s  o f  Synod 1968 o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church a re  
n o t a v a i la b le  and w i l l  be p re s e n te d  in  th e  append ix  to  t h i s  r e p o r t ) .

C. O b se rv a tio n s .

In  th e  y e a r  1908 th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church a c c e p te d  
th e  C o n c lu sio n s o f  U tre c h t 1905, w hich C o n clusions d e a l w ith  c e r t a in  
p o in ts  o f  d o c t r in e .  At Synod i 960 o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church 
s e v e ra l  o v e r tu r e s  w ere su b m itted  in  w hich o v e r tu r e s  th e  id e a  was s e t  
f o r t h  th a t  th e s e  C o n c lu sio n s a re  o f  such a  n a tu re  t h a t  " th e y  a r e  an 
o b s ta c le  to  c lo s e r  r e l a t io n s h ip  w ith  c e r t a in  Reformed Churches t h a t  
s u b sc r ib e  to  th e  same C reeds a s  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church" (A cts 
Synod i 960 , p . 4 6 ) . At th e  same tim e a l e t t e r  was re c e iv e d  from  th e  
C h r i s t e l i j k e  G ereform eerde Kerk in  N ed erlan d , w hich l e t t e r  a l s o  lo o k s  
upon th e se  C o n clu sions a s  "an o b s ta c le  to  u n i ty " .

Synods o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church c o n s id e re d  t h i s  
l e t t e r  and th e  o v e r tu r e s ,  and in  1962 an " o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n "  
o f  th e  d e c is io n s  o f  Synod 1908 was l a i d  down in  th e  fo l lo w in g  s t a t e ­
m ents o r  recom m endations:
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1 . Synod does n o t accede to  th e  r e q u e s t  to  s e t  a s id e  th e  Con­
c lu s io n s  o f  U tre c h t .

2. Synod r e - a f f i r m s  th a t  th e  ad o p tio n  o f  th e se  C o nclu sions was 
a  d e c la r a t io n  o f  agreem ent w ith  th e se  fo rm u la tio n s ,  and ad­
v is e s  t h a t  th e y  be u n d e rs to o d  in  th e  l i g h t  o f  th e  S tudy  
Committee R ep o rt.

3 . Synod s t a t e s  t h a t  th e se  C o n clu sions s h a l l  n o t be used  as  a 
t e s t  f o r  membership o r  h o ld in g  o f f i c e  in  th e  C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed C hurch, n o r  a s  a  t e s t  f o r  a d m itt in g  m in is te r s  to  th e  
C h r is t i a n  Reformed M in is try .

4 . Synod d e c la r e s  th a t  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church a p p re ­
c i a t e s  th e  s t r i v i n g  f o r  u n i ty  w ith  o th e r  Reformed Churches 
which i s  r e f l e c t e d  in  th e s e  o v e r tu re s  and th a t  i t  encou rages 
f u r t h e r  e f f o r t s  tow ard p ro m o tin g  such u n i ty ,

5. Synod d e c la r e s  t h a t  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church i s  w i l l in g  
to  d is c u s s  d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een th em se lv es  and o th e r  Reformed 
groups in  an e f f o r t  to  c l a r i f y  o u r common Reformed C onfess­
io n  and th u s  to  remove w hateve r o b s ta c le s  may e x i s t .

6 . Synod resp o n d s to  th e  com m unication o f  th e  " C h r i s t e l i j k e  Ge­
re fo rm e erd e  Kerk in  N ederland" by in fo rm in g  them t h a t :

a .  i t  o b se rv e s  t h a t  i f  th e r e  a re  s ta te m e n ts  in  one o f  th e  
C o n c lu sio n s t h a t  seem to  le a v e  room f o r  th e  m is in te r p r e ­
t a t i o n  to  which th o se  ch u rch es  p ro p e r ly  o b je c t ,  o th e r  
s ta te m e n ts  in  t h a t  C onclu sion  c l e a r ly  f o r b id  m a in ta in in g  
such i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .

b. Synod r e f e r s  them to  recom m endations 1-5»
c. Synod a s s u re s  them " th a t  we sh a re  w ith  them a  concern

f o r  m a in ta in in g  a  f a i t h f u l  w itn e ss  to  th e  g o sp e l t h a t  w i l l  
endeavor to  f u r t h e r  th e  u n i ty  o f  C h r i s t 's  C hurch ."

7 . Synod d e c la re s  t h i s  to  be th e  answ er to  ( s e v e r a l )  o v e r tu r e s .  
(A cts Synod C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church 1962, pp. 108, 1 0 9 ).

A f te r  h a v in g  c o n s id e re d  th e s e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  to g e th e r  
w ith  some s ta te m e n ts  i n  th e  (New) Church O rder o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed Church co n c e rn in g  th e  re q u ire m e n ts  f o r  f u tu r e  m in is te r s  in  
th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church (Church O rder 1965, p . 25 sub 6 ) ,  a 
d is c u s s io n  abou t c e r t a in  i s s u e s  ensued . A f te r  th e s e  p re l im in a ry  
t a l k s  th e  fo llo w in g  q u e s tio n s  were su b m itted  to  th e  C o n tac t Commit­
te e  in  a  com bined m e e tin g . These q u e s tio n s  re a d :

"1 . Our f i r s t  q u e s tio n  was: Does th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church r e ­
q u ir e  a n y th in g  more th an  s u b s c r ip t io n  to  th e  Three Forms o f  
U n ity ?  What i s  th e  m eaning o f  fo rw a rd in g  a o f c e r t a in  d e l iv e r ­
an ces  to  a  m in is te r  o f  a n o th e r  denom ination  when he r e c e iv e s  a 
c a l l  in  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church?

In  th e  d is c u s s io n  th e  fo llo w in g  was b ro u g h t fo rw ard :
The C anadian Reformed b re th r e n  c o n fro n te d  th e  C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed D ep u tie s  w ith  th e  q u e s t io n :  "Does th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed



10  -

Church require anything more than subscrip tion  to the Three 
Forms of Unity" (C .f . New Church Order, 1965» p. 25 sub 6:
"When a congregation decides to c a l l  a m in ister  from another 
denomination, the con sistory  sh a ll include with the c a l l  l e t t e r  
a tra n scr ip t o f th ese deliverancess
a. The p o s itio n  of the C hristian Reformed Church, taken in  1867 

and 1881) regarding oath bound s o c ie t ie s .
b. The d octr in a l deliverances on common grace o f 1924 and 1959- 

1961.
c. The reso lu tio n s  o f 1928 and 1951 r e la t in g  to wordly amuse­

ments. The con sistory  sh a ll inform the p a s to r -e le c t  that 
acceptance of the ©11 im p lies h is  promise to abide by these  
deliverances in  the ex erc ise  o f h is  m in is te r ia l o f f ic e  in  
the C hristian Reformed Church").

During the d iscu ssion  of th is  question reference was made to 
remarks of the C hristian Reformed Synod i 960, Acts. p. 114:
"If we do not require submission in  the sense o f demanding to ­
ta l agreement with the Three Points; i f  we recognize and bear 
with scrup les which you may have, in  the expectation  th at we 
togeth er may come even tu ally  to a b e tter  understanding o f the  
truth; and not bar those who have cer ta in  m isgivings or d iver­
gent in terp reta tio n s" , and the observation o f Synod 1959» that 
"they (the Three P o in ts) were not intended to be a church dogma 
concerning Common Grace" (Communication to the P rotestan t Re­
formed Church, Acts o f Synod 1959> p. 111).
Furthermore, according to the Deputies o f the C hristian Reform- 
ed Church, the words "to abide by these deliveran ces in  the 
ex erc ise  o f th e ir  m in is te r ia l o ff ic e "  are not id e n t ic a l with  
"to subscribe to the Three Forms o f Unity", nor do they pre­
clude the right to appeal aga in st any o f these r e so lu t io n s , con­
firmed in  Art. 51» C.O. o f the Canadian Reformed Churches (Art. 
29 o f the New C.O. o f the C hristian Reformed Church) in  the 
e c c le s ia s t ic a l  way.
The la t t e r  can a lso  be sa id  about the observation o f Synod i 960 
(A cts. p. 114) "that you w i l l  agree not to a g ita te  aga in st o f f i ­
c ia l  in terp reta tio n s" .
Because we were not f u l ly  s a t is f ie d  with th is  answer we f e l t  
fr e e  to repeat our f i r s t  question  in  th is  form:

a. What i s  the exact purpose o f forwarding these reso lu tio n s  
(^hurch Order, Supplement, p. 25 sub 6) to p a s to r s -e le c t ,  
considering the words "that acceptance o f the c a l l  im p lies  
h is  promise to abide by th ese deliverances in  the ex erc ise  
o f h is  m in is ter ia l o f f ic e  in  the C hristian  Reformed Church"?

b. How does th is  str in gen t requirement harmonize w ith the re­
marks in  the l e t t e r  to the P rotestan t Reformed Church (Act§, 
p. 114) "If we do not require submission in  the sense o f  
demanding to ta l  agreement . . .  e tc ." ?



-  11 -

2. Synod 1962 s t a t e d  t h a t  " th e se  c o n c lu s io n s  s h a l l  n o t be u sed  as 
a  t e s t  f o r  membership o r  h o ld in g  o f f i c e  in  th e  C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed Church, n o r  a s  a  t e s t  f o r  a d m itt in g  m in is te r s  to  th e  
C h r is t i a n  Reformed C hurch". Among o th e rs  on th e  grounds " th i s  
i s  in  harmony w ith  th e  p re c e d e n t r e c e n t  Synods have e s ta b l i s h e d  
in  d e a l in g  w ith  th e  Three P o in ts  o f  1924"(A cts  1962, D ec is io n  3>
р. 108)

Y et, Synod 1965 d ec id ed  th a t  incom ing m in is te r s  m ust a b id e  by 
th e se  d e l iv e ra n c e s  in  th e  e x e rc is e  o f  t h e i r  m i n i s t e r i a l  o f f i c e  
(New C .O ., p . 2 5 ) , which can o n ly  be u n d e rs to o d  as  a  t e s t  f o r  
a d m itt in g  m in is te r s  to  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed m in is t r y .  Con­
se q u e n tly ,  th e  answ er o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed b r e th r e n ,  th a t  
r e c e n t  synods o n ly  r e f e r r e d  to  th e  Synods d e a l in g  w ith  th e  
Three P o in ts  o f 1924» canno t be c o n s id e re d  to  be s a t i s f a c t o r y .

3. Synod 1962 d ec id ed  (A cts 1962, D ec is io n  6a ,  p . 1 0 8 ): "The 
s ta te m e n t o f  th e  c o n c lu s io n s , t h a t  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  c o n fe s s io n  
o f  o u r chu rch es  th e  seed  o f  th e  co v en a n t, by v i r t u e  o f  th e  
p rom ise  o f  God, m ust be h e ld  to  be re g e n e ra te d  and s a n c t i f i e d  
in  C h r is t  . . .  i s  u n d e rs to o d  by o u r  church  in  th e  l i g h t  o f  th e  
c o n c lu s io n s  th e m se lv e s , n o t as  a  judgm ent c o n ce rn in g  th e  n a tu re  
o f th e  c h i ld ,  b u t r a th e r  a s  a  s ta te m e n t o f  th e  c h u rc h 's  p ro p e r  
app roach  in  d e a l in g  w ith  th e  covenan t c h i ld ."

By d o in g  t h i s  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church chose o u t o f  th e  
d iv e r s  p o s s ib le  e x p la n a tio n s  o n ly  one a s  r e p r e s e n t in g  t h e i r  
o f f i c i a l  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  p o s i t io n  in  t h i s  m a t te r .  (The d e c is io n  
re a d s :  " i s  u n d e rs to o d  by o u r c h u rc h e s" . )

In  t h i s  co n n ec tio n  we asked  th e  fo llo w in g  q u e s t io n s :
a . Are o th e r  e x p la n a tio n s  excluded  by t h i s  s ta te m e n t?
b . How cou ld  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church choose t h i s  i n t e r ­

p r e t a t i o n  (n o t a s  a  judgm ent co n c e rn in g  th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  
c h i l d ) ,  w hereas th e  l i t e r a l  w ording o f  U tre c h t 1905 
speaks o f  th e  (p re su p p o sed ly  re g e n e ra te d )  n a tu re  o f  th e  
c h i ld ?

с. I s  i t  n o t b e t t e r  to  a b id e  by th e  Reformed d o c t r in e  ( in  th e  
Form o f B aptism  o f  I n f a n t s )  t h a t  " th e  c h u rc h 's  p ro p e r  
app roach  in  d e a l in g  w ith  th e  covenan t c h i ld "  i s  to  s t a t e  
t h a t  ou r c h i ld r e n  a re  co n ce iv ed  and born  in  s in  and must 
be re g e n e ra te d ?

4 . Synod 1962 d ec id ed :
Not to  s e t  a s id e  th e  C onclusions o f  U tre c h t (A cts 1962, D ec is io n  
1 , p . 1 0 8 ). Synod re a f f i rm e d  th a t  th e  a d o p tio n  o f  th e s e  con­
c lu s io n s  was a  d e c la r a t io n  o f  agreem ent w ith  th e s e  fo rm u la t io n s ,  
and a d v ise d  th a t  th e y  be u n d e rs to o d  in  th e  l i g h t  o f  th e  s tu d y  
com m ittee r e p o r t  (A c ts . 1962, D e c is io n  2 , p . 1 08 ).

In  t h i s  r e s p e c t  o u r  q u e s tio n  i s  w hether th e  d e c is io n s  o f  1908 
a re  s t i l l  a  p a r t  o f  th e  Colloquium  Doctum a s  d e s c r ib e d  in  
A cts 1962, Supp, 2 , p . 141: "The d e c is io n s  o f  1908 a ls o  b e lo n g
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to  th o se  d o c t r in a l  d e c l a r a t i o n s .  F u rth e rm o re , a l l  m in is te r s  
who come to  us from  n o n - s i s t e r  chu rches a re  o n ly  a d m itte d  a f ­
t e r  a  co lloqu ium  doctum i s  h e ld  w ith  them ".

5 . Synod 1962 a d v ise d , " th a t  th e y  be u n d e rs to o d  in  th e  l i g h t  o f 
th e  s tu d y  com m ittee r e p o r t"  (A cts 1962, p . 109, sub 2 ) .  T his 
r e p o r t  s t a t e s !  "A lthough th e y  w ere fo rm u la te d  o v e r h a l f  a  cen­
tu r y  ago , i t  shou ld  n o t be f o r g o t te n  t h a t  b i b l i c a l  t r u t h  does 
n o t change . . .  The q u e s tio n  a r i s e s  w hether a  church  th a t  w ants 
to  be t r u e  to  th e  Word o f  God may p ro p e r ly  s e t  a s id e  i t s  a g re e ­
ment w ith  a  s ta te m e n t o f  b i b l i c a l  d o c t r in e  u n le s s  t h a t  s t a t e ­
ment can be shown to  be c o n tra ry  to  o r  u n su p p o rted  by th e  Word 
o f  God" (p . 1 42 ).

Our q u e s tio n  i s  th e n ! Does th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church con­
s id e r  th e  c o n c lu s io n s  o f  1908 a s  a  s ta te m e n t o f  b i b l i c a l  t r u t h  
t h a t  does n o t change?

6 . The s tu d y  com m ittee r e p o r t  say s  (on page 1 4 2 ) j "That th e  
(C h r is t i a n  Reformed) Church may n o t s e t  a s id e  such a  s ta te m e n t 
o f  b i b l i c a l  d o c t r in e  u n le s s  t h a t  s ta te m e n t can be shown to  be 
c o n tra ry  to  o r  u n su p p o rted  by th e  Word o f  God."
The G eneral Synod 1946 o f  th e  "G ereform eerde Kerken in  N eder­
la n d  (V rijg em aak t)"  sp ra k  u i t :
" a . d a t  de v e r k la r in g  d e r  g e n e ra le  synode van U tre c h t 1905 be­

t r e f f e n d e  h e t  dusgenaamde " i n f r a -  en s u p ra la p s a r is m e " , de 
dusgenaamde "eeuw ige re c h tv a a rd ig m a k in g " , de dusgenaamde 
" o n m id d e lli jk e  w edergeboo rte"  en de dusgenaamde "onder­
s t e l d e  w edergeboo rte"  v e e l s z in s  o n j u i s t  en daarom re e d s  
a l s  p a c i f ic a t ie - f o r m u le  o n d e u g d e lijk  i s .  

b . d a t  deze v e r k la r in g  doo r onze kerken  n i e t  m eer v o o r h a a r  
re k e n in g  w ord t genomen."

Our q u e s tio n  i s :  I s  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church re a d y  and
w i l l i n g  to  r e c e iv e  p ro o f  t h a t  th e s e  c o n c lu s io n s  o f  1905/1908 
in  many r e s p e c ts  "can be shown to  be c o n tra ry  to  o r  u n su p p o rt­
ed by th e  Word o f  God"?

7 . In  s tu d y in g  th e  d i f f e r e n t  docum ents fo rw arded  to  us we d i s ­
covered  th a t  th e  p o s i t io n  o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church w ith  
re g a rd  to  1924 i s  s im i la r  to  t h a t  c o n ce rn in g  1908. Of b o th  o f  
them i s  s a id :  " i t  i s  n o t a  chu rch  dogma", " th e y  c o n ta in  b i b l i ­
c a l  t r u t h "  and "we do n o t accede to  th e  re q u e s t  to  s e t  them 
a s id e " .

Our o bv ious q u e s tio n  i s :  Why th e n  a re  th e  c o n c lu s io n s  o f  1908 
o m itte d  from th e  l i s t  m entioned  in  Church O rder, Supplem ent 
page 2 5 , usb 6?

8 . We have c o n s id e re d  th e  fo llo w in g  th r e e  f a c t s :
a . Synod 1955 and 1956 a s s ig n e d  to  th e  C o nclu sions o f  1908 an 

"a lm o st c r e e d l ik e  s t a t u s ,  when th e y  made them a  t e s t  f o r  
incom ing m in is te r s "  (A cts 1962, S upp l. 2, p . 143)-
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b . Synod 1962 d ec id ed  " th a t  th e s e  c o n c lu s io n s  s h a l l  n o t be 
u sed  as  a  t e s t  f o r  membership o r  h o ld in g  o f f i c e  in  th e  
C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church, n o r  as  a  t e s t  f o r  a d m it t in g  
m in is te r s  to  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed M in is try "  (A cts 1962, 
D ec is io n  3> p . 108)

c. Synod 1949 declared "that there has been no change in  doc­
tr in a l p o s itio n  and e c c le s ia s t ic a l  conduct in  the Gerefor­
meerde Kerken in  Nederland which would warrant a change in  
our r e la t io n ."

Our q u e s tio n s  a re s
a . Did n o t th e  d e c is io n  o f  1962 im ply th e  f a c t u a l  condem nation 

o f  th e  a c t s  o f  th e  (sy n o d a a l)  G ereform eerde Kerken in  Ne­
d e r la n d , which suspended and deposed th o se  who r e fu s e d  to  
subm it to  th e  demand n o t to  te a c h  a n y th in g  th a t  was n o t in  
f u l l  agreem ent w ith  th e  d o c t r in a l  d e c la r a t io n s  on p resu p p o sed  
r e g e n e ra tio n ?

b . How must we see  th e  r e l a t i o n  between th e  d e c is io n  o f  1962 
(no t e s t  f o r  membership o f  incom ing m in is te r s )  w ith  th e  de­
c i s io n  o f  1949 (no change in  d o c t r in a l  p o s i t io n  o r  e c c le ­
s i a s t i c a l  conduct which would w a rra n t a  change in  o u r  r e ­
l a t i o n ) ,  on th e  b a s is  o f  w hich d e c is io n  th e  C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed Church s t i l l  m a in ta in s  th e  r e l a t i o n  o f  s i s t e r -  
chu rch es  w ith  th e  (sy n o d a a l)  G ereform eerde Kerken in  N eder­
la n d ?

c. I s  i t  not tru e, th erefore , that Synod 1949 gave an u n sa tis ­
fac to ry  and u n ju s tif ie d  answer to Mr, Joh. DeHaas by not 
acceding to h is  request to appoint, at l e a s t ,  a committee 
to study the matter?

-  o  -

Prom th e  answ ers g iv e n , and th e  d is c u s s io n  ab o u t th e s e
m a tte r s  i t  ap p ea red  th a t

a )  The C.C. was p u z z le d  by c e r t a in  a c t s  o f  t h e i r  own Church o f  
which i t  d id  n o t see  th e  c o n s is te n c y , Thqyprom ised to  b r in g  
t h i s  up in  a  r e p o r t  to  Synod 1967»

b ) C oncern ing  th e  m a t te r  o f  "1908" n o t b e in g  in c lu d e d  in  th e  l i s t  
o f  com m unications to  be fo rw arded  to  incom ing  m in is te r s  , th e  
C.C. ex p re sse d  th e  need f o r  more c l a r i f i c a t i o n  from  th e  s id e  o f  
Synod.

c )  C oncern ing  th e  q u e s tio n  asked  u n d er No. 5> i t  was s t a t e d  by th e  
C.C. t h a t  th e  s ta te m e n t " b ib l i c a l  t r u t h  does n o t change" i s  t r u e  
by i t s e l f ,  b u t n o t in  th e  c o n te x t o f  th e  d e c is io n  o f  Synod 1962.

d ) To th e  q u e s tio n  w h eth er th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church would be 
w i l l in g  to  r e c e iv e  p ro o f  t h a t  th e  c o n c lu s io n s  1905/1908 can be 
shown to  be c o n tra ry  to  o r  u n su p p o rted  by th e  Word o f  God, th e  
answ er was g iv en  th a t  Synod i s  bound to  r e c e iv e  such  p ro o f .
On th e  o th e r  hand , th e  D ep u tie s  o f  th e  C anadian Reformed 
C hurches were w arned n o t to  f o r c e  a  problem  upon th e  C h r is t i a n
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Reformed Church, where Synod 1962 s a id  "1905/1908 i s  n o t a t e s t  
f o r  membership o r  th e  m in is t r y " .  To w hich rem ark th e  D ep u tie s  
r e p l i e d  t h a t  t h i s  p o in t  was b ro u g h t up because  th e  " C h r i s t e l i jk e  
G ereform eerde Kerk in  N ederland" re c e iv e d  th e  answ er t h a t  "no t 
enough grounds w ere g iv e n " . The p o in t  was s t r e s s e d  th a t  t h i s  
i s s u e  m ust be co m p le te ly  c l e a r  to  p re v e n t any t r o u b le  a f t e r ­
wards in  th e  co u rse  o f  th e  c o n ta c t .

As a  r e s u l t  a "memorandum" was p re p a re d  by D e p u tie s  which 
h as  been fo rw arded  to  a l l  th e  chu rch es  and to  a l l  th e  d e le g a te s  to  
Synod 1968 o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church, w h ile  everyone had th e  
o p p o r tu n i ty  to  a c q u ire  a  copy.

The C o n tac t Committee o f  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church 
su b m itted  to  you r D ep u tie s  th e  p re lim in a ry  t e x t  o f t h e i r  r e p o r t  to  
Synod (M a te r ia l  No. 7 ) .  The f i n a l  re a d in g  o f  t h i s  r e p o r t  i s  found , 
a s  a c o n c lu s io n  o f th e  R eport o f  th e  C o n tac t Committee to  Synod 1967 
o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church, in  th e  Agenda Synod 1967» pages 
60 and 61. A f te r  h a v in g  s t a t e d ,  in  t h i s  r e p o r t ,  t h a t  " i t  sh o u ld  be 
obv ious t h a t  th e r e  i s  re a so n  f o r  some c o n fu s io n , and t h a t  th e r e  i s  
need f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n "  th e  r e p o r t  concludes?

"We come, th e r e f o r e ,  w ith  a r e q u e s t  f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n .  We ask  
th a t  Synod ex p re ss  i t s e l f  on th e  fo llo w in g  m a tte r s ;

1. Synod has decided that the Conclusions o f U trecht "shall 
not be used as a t e s t  fo r  membership or hold ing o f f ic e  in

th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church" (A cts 1962, p . 1 08 ). At th e  
same tim e Synod h as  d ec id ed  "n o t to  s e t  a s id e  th e  C o n c lu sio n s"  
(A cts 1962, p . 1 0 8 ), Are we c o r r e c t  in  assum ing  t h a t  th e y  a re  
no lo n g e r  in c lu d e d  in  a  C olloquium  Doctum w ith  m in is te r s  coming 
from  a n o th e r  d enom ination?  Or a re  th e y  s t i l l  in c lu d e d ?  They 
a re  n o t  l i s t e d  anymore among th e  d e l iv e ra n c e s  to  be in c lu d e d  
w ith  th e  l e t t e r  o f  c a l l  to  a  m in is te r  from  a n o th e r  denom ination  
(A cts 1963» p . 22)

2. In  co n n ec tio n  w ith  th e  d e c is io n  reac h ed  re g a rd in g  th e  T hree 
P o in ts  o f  1924? th a t  le d  to  th e  un ion  w ith  th e  P r o te s ta n t

Reformed C hurches, Synod s a id ,  " i f  we do n o t r e q u ir e  su b m ission  
in  th e  sen se  o f  dem anding t o t a l  agreem ent w ith  th e  Three P o in ts ;  
we re c o g n iz e  and b e a r  w ith  s c ru p le s  which you may h av e , in  th e  
e x p e c ta t io n  th a t  we to g e th e r  may come e v e n tu a l ly  to  a  b e t t e r  
u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  t r u t h ;  and n o t b a r  th o se  who have c e r t a in  
m isg iv in g s  o r  d iv e rg e n t i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s "  (A cts  i 960 , p . 114?
Cf. a ls o  A cts 1961, p . 68- 6 9 ) .  The l e t t e r  a d d re s se d  to  th e  
P r o te s ta n t  Reformed Churches (A cts  1961, p . 68 -70) c l e a r ly  
speaks o f  a  Colloquium  Doctum, and so th e  T hree P o in ts  a re  i n ­
c lu d ed  in  th e  m a tte r s  l i s t e d  by th e  Synod o f  1963, p . 22, to  
be s e n t  to  a  m in is te r  c a l le d  from  a n o th e r  d en om ination .
What a re  we to  assume a s  to  th e  e x a c t i n t e n t  o f  th e  fo rw a rd in g  
o f  th e s e  d e l iv e ra n c e s ?  (C o n c re te ly  in  t h i s  co n n e c tio n  we 
th in k  o f  th e  d e c is io n  o f  1924? b u t th e  q u e s tio n  has g e n e ra l  r e ­
fe re n c e  to  th e  e n t i r e  m a tte r  o f  fo rw a rd in g  c e r t a in  sy n o d ic a l 
d e l iv e r a n c e s ) .  I s  i t  to  a c q u a in t th e  m i n i s t e r - e l e c t  from  an -
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o th e r  denom ination  w ith  th e  n a tu re  and c o n te n t  o f  th e  d e c is io n  
ta k en  in  co n n ec tio n  w ith  d o c t r in a l  i s s u e s ,  w hich have a r i s e n  
in  th e  p a s t  in  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church; and to  d e te rm in e  
w hether h i s  coming in to  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church would 
o c c a s io n  any s e r io u s  c o n f l i c t  i n  h is  co n sc ie n c e  r e g a rd in g  th e  
p o s i t i o n  which th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church has  ta k e n  on sp e­
c i f i c  i s s u e s ,  th o se  d e a l t  w ith  in  th e se  d e l iv e ra n c e s ?  Or i s  
i t  meant to  d e te rm in e  w hether th e  m in is te r  can f u l l y  s u b sc r ib e  
to  th e  c o n te n t o f  th e  d e l iv e ra n c e s ?  In  c o n n e c tio n  w ith  th e  
Three P o in ts ,  Synod s a id  t h a t  " t o t a l  ag reem en t"  was n o t  a  r e ­
q u irem en t. Y et th e  Synod o f  1963 s t i l l  r e ta in e d  th e  e x p re s s ­
io n  "ab id e  by".

5. The p h ra se  " h is  p rom ise to  ab id e  by" f i r s t  came in to  use  
in  1956 (A cts 1956, p . 58) in  c o n n e c tio n  w ith  c a l l i n g  

m in is te r s  from  th e  G ereform eerde Kerken in  N ed erlan d . That 
whole s ta te m e n t ,  " i t  s h a l l  in fo rm  him th a t  a c c e p ta n c e  o f  th e  
c a l l  im p lie s  h i s  p rom ise  to  a b id e  by th e s e  d e l iv e ra n c e s  in  th e  
e x e rc is e  o f  h i s  m i n i s t e r i a l  o f f i c e  in  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church" was re a f f i rm e d  in  1963 (A c ts , p . 2 2 ) . However, n o t 
o n ly  was th e  o c c a s io n  f o r  d o in g  so d i f f e r e n t  from  th a t  o f 
1956, b u t betw een 1956 and 1963 s ig n i f i c a n t  m o d if ic a t io n s  r e ­
g a rd in g  b o th  1908 and 1924, r e f e r r e d  to  above, had ta k e n  p la c e .  
What i s  now th e  p r e c i s e  v a lu e  o f  th e  p h ra se  " to  ab id e  by"? 
A r t i c l e  29 o f  th e  R evised  Church O rder g overns o u r th in k in g  in  
re g a rd  to  d e c is io n s  by e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  a s s e m b lie s . Does th e  
s ta te m e n t ,  " h is  p rom ise to  ab id e  by th e se  d e l iv e ra n c e s  in  th e  
e x e rc is e  o f  th e  m i n i s t e r i a l  o f f i c e  in  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church" have a  h o ld in g  c h a r a c te r  beyond th e  p ro v is io n s  o f  
A r t ic l e  29 o f th e  Church O rder? That i s  th e  im p re ss io n  o f  th e  
C anadian Reformed b re th re n .  F o r th a t  re a so n  we a sk  Synod to  
in d i c a te  what th e  p r e c i s e  v a lu e  i s  o f  th e  p h ra s e , " to  ab id e  
by". T h is w i l l  s u r e ly  f a c i l i t a t e  o u r f u r t h e r  d is c u s s io n s .  
A ssu rance th a t  th e r e  i s  no in t e n t i o n  in  t h a t  re q u ire m e n t to  
go beyond th e  p ro v is io n s  o f  A r t i c l e  29 o f  th e  Church O rd e r, 
and th a t  th e re  i s  no in t e n t io n  to  b ind  th e  co n sc ie n ce  beyond 
th e  Word o f  God, w i l l  se rv e  to  f u r t h e r  co n tin u e d  f r u i t f u l  
d i s c u s s io n ."

The o f f i c i a l  t e x t  o f  th e  d e c is io n s  o f  Synod 1967 o f  th e  
C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church reaxls:

"C o n tac t Committee W ith The C anadian Reformed C hurches; A cts 
A r t.  100.

A. M a te r ia l :  R epo rt 15 (A cts  pp. I 78- I 8 4 )

B. O r ie n ta t io n :

In  t h i s  r e p o r t  th e  C o n tac t Committee w ith  th e  C anadian Re­
form ed C hurches a sk s  f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  co n c e rn in g  a  m a tte r  
w hich can be summarized by th r e e  q u e s tio n s  ta k en  from  th e  
Committee R ep o rt:
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1. "Are we correct in  assuming that they (the Conclusions 
of U trecht) are no longer included in  a Colloquium 
Doctum with m in isters coming from another denomination?"

2. " I s  i t  (C olloquium  Doctum) to  a c q u a in t th e  m in is te r -  
e l e c t  from  a n o th e r  denom ination  w ith  th e  n a tu re  and 
c o n te n t o f  th e  d e c is io n  ta k en  in  co n n ec tio n  w ith  doc­
t r i n a l  i s s u e s ,  w hich have a r i s e n  in  th e  p a s t  in  th e  
C h r is t ia n  Reformed Churchy and to  d e te rm in e  w h eth er 
h i s  coming in to  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church would 
o c c a s io n  any s e r io u s  c o n f l i c t  in  h i s  co n sc ie n c e  r e ­
g a rd in g  th e  p o s i t io n  which th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church has tak en  on s p e c i f i c  i s s u e s ,  th o se  d e a l t  w ith  
in  th e se  d e l iv e ra n c e s ? "

3» "Does th e  s ta te m e n t ,  'h i s  p rom ise to  ab id e  by th e se  
d e l iv e ra n c e s  in  th e  e x e rc is e  o f th e  m i n i s t e r i a l  o f f i c e  
in  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed C hurch ' have a  h o ld in g  
c h a r a c te r  beyond th e  p ro v is io n s  o f  A r t i c l e  29 o f  th e  
Church O rder?"

I t  shou ld  be remembered th a t  th e se  th r e e  q u e s tio n s  
a r i s e  in  th e  c o n te x t o f  o u r C om m ittee 's  ass ig n m en t o f 
se e k in g  c o n ta c t  w ith  th e  b re th re n  o f  th e  C anadian Re­
form ed C hurches. The answ ers w hich Synod g iv e s  to  
th e se  q u e s tio n s  shou ld  th e r e f o r e  be s p e c i f i c a l l y  d i ­
r e c te d  to  th e  is s u e s  r a i s e d  by th e  r e p r e s e n ta t iv e s  o f  
th e  C anadian Reformed C hurches, nam ely, th e  C onclu­
s io n s  o f  U tre c h t and th e  Three P o in ts  o f  1924»

C. Recommendations;
1. That Synod, in  answ er to  q u e s tio n  1 above, d e c la r e  

t h a t  th e  Committee i s  c o r r e c t  in  assum ing  th a t  th e  
C o n clu sions o f  U tre c h t a re  no lo n g e r  to  be in c lu d e d  
in  a  Colloquium  Doctum w ith  m in is te r s  coming from  an­
o th e r  d en om ination .

Ground;
In 1963 Synod adopted the fo llo w in g  ru les governing  
the admission o f m in isters from other denominations;

" (6 )  When a  c o n g re g a tio n  d e c id e s  to  c a l l  a  m in is te r  
from  a n o th e r  den o m in a tio n , th e  c o n s is to r y  s h a l l  i n ­
c lu d e  w ith  th e  c a l l  l e t t e r  a  t r a n s c r i p t  ( a v a i la b le  
from  th e  s t a t e d  c le r k  o f  Synod) o f  th e se  d e l i v e r ­
an ces  ;

(a ) The p o sitio n  o f the C hristian Reformed 
Church, taken in  1967 and 1881, regarding oath- 
bound s o c ie t ie s .
(b) The d o c t r in a l  d e l iv e ra n c e s  on common g race  
o f  1924 and 1959-1961.
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(c )  The r e s o lu t io n s  o f  1928 and 1951 r e l a t i n g  to  
w o rld ly  am usem ents. The c o n s is to ry  s h a l l  in fo rm  
th e  p a s to r - e l e c t  th a t  a c c e p ta n c e  o f  th e  c a l l  
im p lie s  h i s  p rom ise to  a b id e  by th e se  d e l iv e r ­
ances in  th e  e x e rc is e  o f  h i s  m i n i s t e r i a l  o f f i c e  
in  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church.

(7 ) B efo re  a  p a s to r - e l e c t  from  a n o th e r  denom ination  
may be i n s t a l l e d ,  th e  c o n s is to ry  must a r ra n g e  w ith  
th e  C la s s is  f o r  a "C olloquium  Doctum" to  be conducted . 
When th e  C la s s is  and th e  S y n o d ica l D ep u tie s  a re  s a t i s ­
f i e d  w ith  th e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h i s  co llo q u iu m , th e  p a s to r -  
e l e c t  i s  a d m itted  to  o u r denom ination  and may be i n ­
s t a l l e d .  C la sse s  a re  encouraged  to  conduct a  "C o llo ­
quium Doctum" w ith  m in is te r s  from  s i s t e r  c h u rc h e s ."  
(A cts o f  Synod, 1963f P« 22. Church O rder o f  th e  
C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church, Second Supplem ent, I I I ,  
p . 25)

2. That Synod i n s t r u c t  th e  Committee to  respond  to  q u e s tio n  2 
in  th e  a f f i r m a t iv e .

3. That Synod, in  answ er to  q u e s tio n  3» i n s t r u c t  th e  Committee 
to  r e p ly  to  th e  C anadian Reformed C hurches re g a rd in g  th e  
C onclu sions o f  U tre c h t and th e  Three P o in ts  o f  1924 in  th e  
same s p i r i t  t h a t  th e  Synod o f  i 960 r e p l i e d  to  th e  P r o t e s t ­
a n t Reformed Church (De Wolf Group) re g a rd in g  th e  T hree 
P o in ts  o f  1924, s ta t in g ?

a .  That th e y  (C anadian Reformed) a re  "n o t to  a g i t a t e  
a g a in s t  o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s " .

b . T hat we ( C h r is t i a n  Reformed) w i l l  " re c o g n iz e  and 
b e a r  w ith  s c ru p le s "  which th e y  (C anadian Reform ed) 
may h av e , " in  th e  e x p e c ta t io n  t h a t  we to g e th e r  may 
come e v e n tu a l ly  to  a  b e t t e r  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  
t r u t h " .

c . T hat we (C h r is t i a n  Reformed) w i l l  "n o t b a r  th o se  who 
have c e r t a in  m isg iv in g s  o r  d iv e rg e n t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s . "  
(Q u o ta tio n s  tak en  from  A cts o f  i 960 , p . 114)

4 . T hat Synod i n s t r u c t  th e  Committee to  c o n tin u e  c o n ta c t  w ith  
th e  C anadian Reformed C hurches in  th e  l i g h t  o f  th e  above 
d e c i s i o n s . "

A lthough n e i th e r  th e  C.C. n o r y o u r D ep u tie s  were f u l l y  
s a t i s f i e d  w ith  th e  way in  which th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Synod e x p re s s ­
ed i t s e l f ,  we c o n s id e re d  th a t  we would n o t e n te r  in to  a  new d is c u s s ­
io n  on th e s e  is s u e s  and ex p re sse d  a s  o u r  c o n v ic tio n  th a t  th e  p o in ts  
B, 2 a  and b were b ro u g h t to  an i n i t i a l  c o n c lu s io n . The C.C. u n d er­
s to o d  t h i s  e x p re s s io n  a s  i f  we had come to  th e  c o n c lu s io n  th a t  ’19C5/  
1908’ and 'Kalamazoo 1924’ w ere no o b s ta c le s  to  u n i ty .

In  o rd e r  to  p re v e n t m isu n d e rs ta n d in g  i t  m ust be n o te d  h e re  
t h a t  i n i t i a l  t a l k s  abou t ' 1924 ' had ta k en  p la c e  a l re a d y ,  b ecau se  we
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opened th e  d is c u s s io n  on c e r t a in  r u le s  in  th e  Supplem ent to  th e  New 
Church O rder w hich speak abou t th e  acc ep tan c e  o f  m in is te r s  coming 
from  o th e r  d en o m in a tio n s . (See New Church O rder, page 6 5 ,sub 6 , b 
and c ) .  I t  was a lm ost im p o ss ib le  to  s e p a ra te  th e se  two i s s u e s .

C o n sequen tly , we su b m itted  to  th e  C.C. th e  fo llo w in g  r e ­
m arks on th e  e x p re s s io n  " i n i t i a l  co n c lu s io n "s

"Re "INITIAL CONCLUSION",

F o r th e  sake o f  com plete h o n e s ty  and th e  p re v e n tio n  o f  
any m isu n d e rs ta n d in g  th e  C anadian Reformed D e p u tie s  want once 
more to  dw ell upon th e  m eaning o f  th e  w o rd s% " I n i t i a l  C onclu­
s io n "  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  ou r d e a l in g  w ith  1908, 1924 and r e l a t e d  
m a tte r s .

As we have s t r e s s e d  b e fo re ,  t h i s  s ta te m e n t ( ' i n i t i a l  con­
c l u s i o n ')  does n o t and canno t mean th a t  we on o u r p a r t  in  any 
way have d ec id ed  f o r  ou r Churches t h a t  th e se  is s u e s  have been 
c l a r i f i e d  in  such a  way th a t  no o b s ta c le s , f o r  u n i ty  a re  l e f t .
I t  o n ly  means t h a t  we a s  d e p u t ie s  have concluded  o u r d is c u s s ­
io n  w ith  you on th e s e  m a t te r s ,  and have le a rn e d  th e  p r e s e n t  
s ta n d  o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church re g a rd in g  them. (The 
b r e th r e n  must n o t f o r g e t  th a t  th e y  and we a r e  n o t in  a  s im i la r  
p o s i t i o n .  You cou ld  " f a l l  back" and go to  y o u r Synod ev ery  
y e a r .  The f i r s t  tim e we can do t h i s  i s  in  th e  f a l l  o f  1968 ).

F u rth e rm o re , we want once more to  e x p re s s  o u r concern  as 
to  what in  o u r o p in io n  i s  an am biguous p o s i t i o n  o f  th e  C h r is t ­
ia n  Reformed Church. At th e  one hand i t  h a s  been s a id s  1908 
i s  no lo n g e r  a  t e s t  f o r  m em bership. Y et, a t  th e  o th e r  hand we 
a re  supposed " to  ab id e  by" th e s e  (and o th e r )  d e c la r a t i o n s .  I t  
s ta n d s  to  re a so n  t h a t  we p la n  to  p a ss  t h i s  on to  o u r  Synod in  
o u r R ep o rt.

Up u n t i l  now we, as  d e p u t ie s ,  have n o t ( y e t )  d is c u s s e d  th e  
c o n te n ts  o f  th e  1924 Three P o in ts .  We h ave , hox^ever, o u r  r e ­
s e rv a t io n s  co n c e rn in g  them. We canno t a t  t h i s  moment p rom ise 
" to  a b id e  by" them , i f  i t  were o n ly  f o r  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e y  a re  
o n e -s id e d  (se e  Dr. J .  Douma ab o u t 's p re k e n  met tw ee w o o rd e n ') . 
A no ther p o s s i b i l i t y  would be t h a t  th e  C o n tac t Committee a sk  i t s  
Synod to  g iv e  a  c l e a r  e x p la n a tio n  o f  th e  i n t e n t i o n  o f  th e s e  
th r e e  words " to  a b id e  by".

We le a v e  i t  up to  th e  D e p u tie s  o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church w h eth er th e y  deem i t  a d v is a b le  to  go in to  th e  m a t te r  o f  
th e  T hree P o in ts .  We a re  p e r f e c t ly  w i l l i n g  to  do so . We h av e , 
th e n , to  do t h i s  a t  a  l a t e r  d a te  b ecau se  i t  was ag reed  upon 
th a t  we d is c u s s  th e  m a tte r  o f  co rresp o n d en ce  f i r s t . "

S p e c ia l  s t r e s s  was l a i d  on th e  rem ark co n c e rn in g  " to  ab id e  
b y " . T h is  rem ark was made a f t e r  y o u r D ep u tie s  had been in fo rm ed  by 
th e  C.C. t h a t  th e y  had d ec id ed  to  r e q u e s t  Synod to  remove th e  in c o n ­
s is te n c y  betw een th e  s a y in g  " to  a b id e  by" and " to  re c o g n iz e  and b e a r
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w ith  s c r u p le s " ,  and to  g iv e  a c l e a r  e x p la n a tio n  o f  th e  v a lu e  o f  th e  
p h ra se  " to  a b id e  by". However, Synod 1967 o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church d id  n o t g iv e  a  c l e a r - c u t  answ er to  t h i s  q u e s tio n . The Con­
t a c t  Committee p rom ised  to  approach  Synod 1968 a g a in  on t h i s  m a tte r .

The main p o in t s  o f  th e  r e p o r t  o f  th e  C o n tac t Committee a re  
n o t known a t  th e  moment, b u t w i l l  be fo rw arded  to  Synod a t  o u r 
e a r l i e s t  co n ven ience .

D. C o n s id e ra tio n s .

As a  summary we subm it th e  fo llo w in g  c o n s id e r a t io n s :

1 . The C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church has  adop ted  th e  C o n c lu sio n s o f  
U tre c h t 1905/1908.

2. The 'C h r i s t e l i j k e  G ereform eerde K erk ' in  th e  N e th e rla n d s  has 
su b m itte d  a  r e q u e s t  to  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Synod to  have th e se  
C o n c lu sio n s s e t  a s id e  b ecause  'th e y  a r e  an o b s ta c le  to  c lo s e r  r e ­
l a t io n s h ip  w ith  c e r t a in  Reformed Churches th a t  s u b sc r ib e  to  th e  
same C reeds a s  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed C h u rch '. Synod 1962 d id  n o t 
accede  to  t h a t  r e q u e s t ,  s in c e  no ev id en ce  was b ro u g h t fo rw ard  th a t  
1905/1908 ' was an o b s ta c le  to  u n i ty .

3. The C h r is t ia n  Reformed Synod, how ever, s t a t e d  t h a t  th e s e  Con­
c lu s io n s  s h a l l  n o t be used  as  "a t e s t  f o r  membership o r  f o r  h o ld in g  
o f f i c e  in  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church, n o r  a s  a t e s t  f o r  a d m itt in g  
m in is te r s  to  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed M in is t ry ."

4 . Synod d e c la re d  th a t  " th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church i s  w i l l in g
to  d is c u s s  d i f f e r e n c e s  .......... in  an e f f o r t  to  c l a r i f y  o u r common Re­
form ed C o n fessio n  and th u s  remove w hatev e r o b s ta c le s  may e x i s t . "

5 . The C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church i s  bound to  r e c e iv e  p ro o f  t h a t  
th e  C onclu sions o f  U tre c h t 1905/1908 a re  c o n tra ry  to  o r  u n su p p o rted  
by th e  Word o f  God.

A f te r  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Synod 1967 we were a b le  to  
c o n s id e r  th e  fo llo w in g :

1 . The C o n c lu sio n s o f  U tre c h t a re  no lo n g e r  to  be in c lu d e d  in  a 
Colloquium  Doctum w ith  m in is te r s  coming from  o th e r  d en o m in a tio n s .

2. The o n ly  purpose  o f  a  Colloquium  Doctum i s  " to  a c q u a in t 
m in is te r s  from  o th e r  denom in a tio n s  w ith  th e  n a tu re  and th e  c o n te n t 
o f  d e c is io n s  ta k en  in  co n n ec tio n  w ith  d o c t r in a l  i s s u e s ,  w hich have 
a r i s e n  in  th e  p a s t . "

5 . "To a b id e  by" does n o t have a  h o ld in g  c h a r a c te r  beyond a r t . 29 
o f  th e  (new) Church O rd er.

E. Recommendation.

S in ce  t h i s  m a tte r  w i l l  be ta b le d  by th e  C.C. a t  th e  f o r t h ­
coming C h r is t i a n  Reformed Synod 1968, D ep u tie s  a re  n o t a b le  to  g iv e  
any recom m endation a t  t h i s  d a te .

- 0 - 0 -
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V. THE THREE POINTS OF KALAMAZOO 1924 and THE OFFICIAL INTERPRE­
TATION THEREOF,

A. M andate.

Our m andate re a d s ;  "to  examine th e  c o n c re te  s i t u a t i o n  as  
i t  i s  d e te rm in ed  by . . .  th e  fo llo w in g  p o in t ;  B eside  th o se  (T hree 
Forms o f  U n ity )  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church has  adop ted  The Three 
P o in ts  o f  Kalamazoo 1924» and an o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  th e r e o f ."

B. M a te r ia l .

1 . E ig h t q u e s tio n s  su b m itted  to  th e  C o n tac t Committee (s e e  
e s p e c ia l ly  q u e s tio n s  1 , 2 and 7 1 see  r e p o r t  pp . 9- 1 3 )*

2 . S ix  q u e s tio n s  b ro u g h t up f o r  d is c u s s io n  on th e  Three P o in ts  
(s e e  r e p o r t  pp. 2 0 ,2 1 ).

3. A cts o f  Synod o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church 1959s A r t.  196.

4 . A cts o f Synod o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church I960 , A r t .  170.

C. O b se rv a tio n s .

I t  must a g a in  be observ ed  th a t  th e  'T h ree  P o in ts  o f  
Kalam azoo' e n te re d  in to  th e  d is c u s s io n  when we d e a l t  w ith  U tre c h t 
1905. As a  r e s u l t  we m ust r e f e r ,  p a r t l y ,  to  th e  o b s e rv a tio n s  made 
in  C h ap te r IV o f  t h i s  r e p o r t .

The q u e s tio n  was r a i s e d  w h eth er we ough t to  d is c u s s  th e  
e n t i r e  c o n te n ts  o f  'K alam azoo' o r  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  t h e i r  b in d in g  
c h a r a c te r .  Our m andate s a id  to  examine th e  o f f i c i a l  s t a t u s  o f  1924 
and th e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  th e r e o f .

The i n t r i n s i c  v a lu e  o f  th e  Three P o in ts  was d e s c r ib e d  to  
y o u r D ep u tie s  as  fo llo w s ; "As f a r  a s  th e y  have t h e i r  r o o ts  in  S c r ip t ­
u re ,  th e y  a re  g e n e ra l e x p re s s io n s " ,  and "Synod d id  n o t e x p re s s  a
dogma in  1924".

C o n sequen tly , s ix  q u e s tio n s  were p u t  b e fo re  th e  C.C. (s e e  
m a te r ia l  2 ) ;

The Supplem ent to  th e  Church O rder m e n tio n s , on page 25, 
sub 6b, th e  d e l iv e ra n c e s  on Common G race, 1961.

1 . Under B 2 o f  o u r m andate we re a d ; "De s i t u a t i e  w ordt b e p aa ld  
doo r de vo lgende o m stan d ig h e id ; De b e s lu i te n  van Kalam azoo,
1924 , en de o f f i c i ë l e  i n t e r p r e t a t i e  d a a rv a n " .
Our q u e s tio n  i s ;  Does th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church s t i l l  r e ­
q u ire  th e  p rom ise to  ab id e  by th e se  d e l iv e ra n c e s  a s  a  t e s t  f o r  
incom ing m in is te r s ?

2 . W ill th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church — in  c a se  o f  u n i f i c a t i o n  — 
i n s i s t  on th e  same b a s is  as  was p roposed  to  th e  P r o te s ta n t  
Reformed C hurch, nam ely
a )  I f  you w i l l  a g re e  th a t  th e  Three P o in ts  a re  n e i t h e r  Armi- 

n ia n  n o r P e la g ia n ; e t c .  e t c . ,  and
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b) I f  we do n o t r e q u ir e  subm ission  in  th e  sen se  o f  dem anding 
t o t a l  agreem ent w ith  th e  Three P o in ts ,  e t c . ,  e t c .  (A cts 
Synod I960 , p . 114).

3. In  view  o f t h i s  b a s is  o f  u n i f i c a t i o n  (se e  q u e s tio n  2) o u r  
q u e s tio n  i s :  What e x a c t ly  i s  th e  b o rd e r l in e  between "n o t to  
a g i t a t e  a g a in s t  o f f i c i a l  in t e r p r e t a t i o n s "  (A cts  I9 6 0 , p . 114a) 
and h av in g  " c e r t a in  m isg iv in g s  o r  d iv e rg e n t i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s "
(A cts I9 6 0 , p . 114b).

4 . A cts 1959» p . H I  s t a t e :  "They ( th e  T hree P o in ts )  w ere n o t i n ­
ten d ed  to  be a  chu rch  dogma co n c e rn in g  Common G race" , b u t 
a p p a re n t ly  th e y  a re  a  church  dogma co n c e rn in g  " th re e  t r u t h s  
t h a t  w ere je o p a rd iz e d " . We say  " a p p a re n tly "  b ecause  Synod 
s t a t e d :  "o n ly  th e  Three P o in ts  were a t  i s s u e " ,  and "Synod con­
s id e re d  i t  m andatory to  d e c la re  i t s e l f  on them ."
I s  o u r  c o n c lu s io n  j u s t i f i e d  t h a t  th e se  s ta te m e n ts  do not deny 
t h a t  th e r e  i s  a  church  dogma b e s id e s  th e  T hree Forms o f  U n ity ?

5. Synod I9 6 0 , p . 114 (second p a ra g ra p h )  s t a t e d :  "and may in  tim e 
become in a c t iv e  b ecause  th e y  have se rv e d  t h e i r  pu rp o se  and a re  
no lo n g e r  needed".
A p p a re n tly  th e se  d e l iv e ra n c e s  c o n ce rn in g  th e  Three P o in ts  d id  
WOT become in a c t iv e ,  because  Synod 1965 in c lu d e d  them in  th e  
Church O rder, p . 25, sub 6b, c , and a sk s  m in is te r s  from  o th e r  
denom inations to  a b id e  by them.
Synod, a l s o  s t a t e s :  "Synod may on o c c a s io n  be com pelled  to  make 
em ergency d e c is io n s  which se rv e  a  d e f i n i t e  p u rpose  in  a  g iv en  
h i s t o r i c  moment". On th e  same page we re a d  (p . 114) t h a t  1924 
" i s  s t i l l  n e c e s s a ry  to  m a in ta in  a t  th e  p r e s e n t  tim e" (A cts I9 6 0 ) . 
How m ust we u n d e rs ta n d  th e  above in  th e  l i g h t  o f  th e  d e c is io n  
o f  Synod 1962 (no t e s t  f o r  m em bership)?

6 . Synod 1924 ex p re ssed  th a t  "Hoeksema en Danhof in  de grondw aar­
heden g e re fo rm eerd  z i j n ,  z o a ls  ze in  de B e l i jd e n is  geform u­
le e r d  z i j n " .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  th e y  were suspended  and deposed  by 
C la sse s  on th e  ground o f  " in s u b o r d in a t ie  aan de bevoegde k e r ­
k e l i j k e  a u t o r i t e i t e n " .
Could more e la b o r a te  in fo rm a tio n  be g iv en  from  th e  o f f i c i a l  
docum ents abou t th e  p ro c e d u re s  in  1924 and th e  fo llo w in g  y e a rs ?

S in ce  most o f  th e s e  q u e s tio n s  a re  r e l a t e d  to  th e  p re v io u s  
d is c u s s io n s  abou t " th e  com m unications fo rw arded  to  f u tu r e  m in i s t e r s ,  
a s  l a i d  down in  th e  Supplem ent to  th e  Church O rd er, page 25, sub 6b 
and 6c, we r e f e r  h e re  to  C h ap te r IV o f  o u r  r e p o r t .  In  a d d i t io n  we 
q u o te  from  th e  r e p o r t  o f  th e  C.C. to  Synod 1967:

" In  re g a rd  to  th e  d is c u s s io n s  ab o u t th e  C o n clu sions o f  U tre c h t 
and th e  Three P o in ts  o f  Kalamazoo, i t  became e v id e n t t h a t  th e  
C anadian Reformed b re th re n  have d e f i n i t e  s c ru p le s  ab o u t th e s e  
d e l iv e r a n c e s .  They have a lso  r a is e d  q u e s t io n s  ab o u t t h e i r  
b in d in g  f o r c e .  C e r ta in  s ta te m e n ts  in  th e  d e c is io n s  o f  Synod 
co n fu se  them."(p. 179» A cts o f  Synod 1967).
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"They q u e s tio n  th e  wisdom o f  a d o p tin g  o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  
o f  s p e c i f i c  p o in ts  o f  d o c t r in e ,  which te n d  to  become re g a rd e d  
a s  c re e d a l  s ta te m e n ts ."  (page 179)

"B ecause o u r com m unication w ith  th e  C anadian Reformed Churches 
c o n f ro n ts  th e s e  b re th re n  w ith  c e r t a in  d e l iv e r a n c e s ,  we b e l ie v e  
i t  i s  w e ll to  l i s t e n  to  t h e i r  f e a r s  and m isg iv in g s . And we can 
say  t h a t  o u r C anadian Reformed b re th re n  show every  r e a d in e s s  
to  m eet th e  c o n f ro n ta t io n  w ith  th e se  d e l iv e r a n c e s .
Ve a r e ,  th e r e f o r e ,  r e q u ire d  to  ta k e  t h e i r  f e a r s ,  t h e i r  o b je c t ­
io n s ,  t h e i r  q u e s t io n s ,  s e r io u s ly ,  and to do o u r u tm ost to  
c l a r i f y  o u r  p o s i t io n  in  re g a rd  to  th e  d e l iv e r a n c e s  co n ce rn ed , 
w ith  a  view  to  rem oving o b s ta c le s  to  Reformed u n i ty ."  (page 180)

"There i s  one q u e s tio n  which th e  Canadian Reformed b re th r e n  
r a i s e  re p e a te d ly  . . .  t h a t  q u e s tio n  conce rn s  th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  
b in d in g  fo r c e  o f  th e s e  d e l iv e r a n c e s .  They have asked  us 
w hether th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church r e q u i r e s  s u b s c r ip t io n  to  
more th a n  th e  T hree C o n fe ss io n a l S ta n d a rd s . Our answ er w as, 
'N o1. But th en  th e y  ask  what th e  s p e c i f i c  m eaning and p u rpose  
i s  o f  fo rw a rd in g  c e r t a in  d e l iv e ra n c e s  and r e s o lu t io n s  to  a 
m in is te r  o f a n o th e r  denom ination  when he r e c e iv e s  a  c a l l  in  
th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church, and in fo rm s him " th a t  a c c e p t­
ance o f  th e  c a l l  im p lie s  h i s  p rom ise  to  a b id e  by th e s e  d e l iv e r ­
ances in  th e  e x e rc is e  o f  h i s  m i n i s t e r i a l  o f f i c e  in  th e  C h r is t ­
ia n  Reformed C hurch ."  (A cts o f  Synod, 1963, p . 2 2 j q u o te d  in  
Supplem ent to  Church O rder, p . 2 5 ) ."  (page 1 80 ).

D. C o n sid e ra tio n s .
1 . Your D ep u tie s  c o n s id e re d  i t  n o t to  be in  t h e i r  p ro v in c e  to  
e n te r  in to  a  d is c u s s io n  on th e  ’ c o n te n ts ’ o f  Kalamazoo 1924, th e  
T hree P o in ts .

2. The T hree P o in ts  w ere "n o t in te n d e d  to  be a  ch u rch  dogma con -  
e a rn in g  Common G race, b u t an e x p re s s io n  co n c e rn in g  th r e e  t r u t h s  
t h a t  were je o p a rd iz e d " .

3. These d e c is io n s  a r e  s t i l l  in c lu d e d  in  th e  Supplem ent to  th e  
Church O rd er, page 25, sub 6b, c .

4 . (Prom d e c is io n  Synod 1967) The in c lu s io n  o f  t h i s  d e c is io n  in  
th e  l e t t e r  o f  c a l l  fo rw ard ed  to  a  m in is te r  from  a n o th e r  denom ination  
i s  to  ’a c q u a in t th e  m in is te is - e le c t  from  o th e r  denom in a tio n s  w ith  th e  
n a tu re  and th e  c o n te n t o f  th e  d e c is io n  tak en  in  co n n ec tio n  w ith  
d o c t r in a l  i s s u e s ,  w hich have a r i s e n  in  th e  p a s t  in  th e  C h r is t i a n  
Reformed C hurch, and to  d e te rm in e  w h e th e r h i s  coming in to  th e  
C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church would o c c a s io n  any s e r io u s  c o n f l i c t  in  
h i s  co n sc ie n ce  re g a rd in g  th e  p o s i t io n  which th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church h as  ta k e n  on s p e c i f i c  i s s u e s ' .

5. They do .not have a  h o ld in g  c h a r a c te r  beyond th e  p ro v is io n s  o f  
a r t .  29 o f  th e  (new) Church O rder.

6. The e x p re ss io n s ’ to ab ide by ' and 'n o t to  a g i ta te  a g a in s t ' a re  
in c o n s is te n t  and in s u f f i c i e n t ly  exp la ined .
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E. Recommendation.

S ince  t h i s  m a tte r  w i l l  be ta b le d  by th e  C.C. a t  th e  f o r t h ­
coming C h r is t ia n  Reformed Synod 1968, D ep u ties  a r e  n o t a b le  to  g iv e  
any recom m endation a t  t h i s  d a te .

- o - o -

V I. THE CHURCH ORDER OF DORDT AND THE MEW CHURCH ORDER OF THE 
CHRISTIAN REFORMED CHURCH.

A. M andate.

Our mandate i n s t r u c te d  us to  "exam ine . . .  th e  c o n c re te  
s i t u a t i o n  a s  i t  i s  d e te rm in ed  by . . .  th e  fo llo w in g  p o in t ;  The 
C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church has  ad o p ted  th e  New Church O rder; ou r 
C hurches s t i l l  ab id e  by th e  Church O rder o f D ord t 1618/1905".

B. M a te r ia l .

1 . L i s t  o f changes in  th e  D ordt Church O rder by s e v e r a l  Synods o f  
th e  C anadian Reformed C hurches.

2. The New Church O rder o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church,

3. L i s t  o f  rem arks p u t b e fo re  th e  C.C, (s e e  r e p o r t )

4 . Appeal to Synod 1963 o f th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church.

C. O b se rv a tio n s .

The C.C, was in fo rm ed  abou t changes in  th e  Church O rder 
in  use  by ou r C hurches, n e c e s s i t a te d  by th e  C anadian s i t u a t i o n .

C oncern ing  th e  New Church O rder we p r e s e n t  th e  fo l lo w in g  
h i s t o r i c a l  n o te s ;

A R ev is io n  Committee a p p o in te d  by th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Synod s p e c i f i c a l l y  p e t i t i o n e d  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Synod 1963 to  
adop t a  d r a f t  a s  th e  o f f i c i a l  Church O rder, and to  keep in  mind 
th a t  p re v io u s  Synods had a lre a d y  adop ted  th e  p rop o sed  Church O rder. 
(Agenda Synod 1965, page 2 9 ). A c tu a lly , t h i s  p roposed  Church O rder 
was a n ,a lm o s t ,  l i t e r a l  t r a n s l a t i o n  o f  th e  'H e rz ie n e  K erkeno rde ' as 
adop ted  in  th e  N e th e r la n d s , by th e  'G erefo rm eerde  Kerken ( s y n o d a a l ) '.  
A ccord ing  to  th e  R ev is io n  Committee t h i s  d r a f t  was " th e  b e s t ,  and 
e x p re sse d  t r u e  reform ed  Church p o l i t y " .  The C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Synod 1963, how ever, d e c id e d  to  d e f e r  a c o n c lu s io n  on th e  grounds 
t h a t  " th e  number and w eigh t o f q u e s tio n s  r a i s e d  in  v a r io u s  o v e r tu re s  
makes a  c l e a r - c u t  d e c is io n  u n l ik e ly  a t  t h i s  t im e " , a ls o  because  
th e r e  had been " i n s u f f i c i e n t  tim e f o r  th e  chu rches to  c o n s id e r  t h i s  
p roposed  r e v is io n " .

The o v e r tu re s  d e a l t  w ith  a t  Synod 1965 c l e a r ly  i n d i c a te  
t h a t  many members, c o n s i s to r i e s  and c la s s e s  found " h ie r a r c h ic a l ,  
o v e r to n e s"  in  th e  p roposed  Church O rder.
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I t  i s  su p e r f lu o u s  to  r e f e r  to  th e  A ppeal o f  o u r C hurches 
to  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Synod and th e  p u b l ic a t io n s  c o n c e rn in g  t h i s  
p roposed  Church O rder.

When th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Synod 1966 adop ted  a  New 
Church O rder ' a  number o f  changes were made in  th e  d r a f t  . . .  w h ile  
Synod f e l t  p e rsu ad ed  to  om it a  number o f  a r t i c l e s  a l t o g e t h e r ' .  T h is 
was m ain ly  done to  d e le te  th e  'h i e r a r c h i c a l  o v e r to n e s ' from  t h i s  
p roposed  Church O rder.

When com paring th e  two Church O rd e rs , we f e l t  th e  need to  
b r in g  up c e r t a in  q u e s tio n s  which needed  c l a r i f i c a t i o n .  We i n s e r t  
in  t h i s  r e p o r t  th e  q u e s tio n s  to g e th e r  w ith  th e  answ ers g iv e n :

A r t i c l e  1 :
Q u es tio n : C anadian Reformed D ep u tie s  s t i l l  can n o t g e t  used  to  th e  
s in g u la r  "Church" in  t h i s  and o th e r  A r t i c l e s .
Answer: R eferen ce  i s  made to  th e  Commentary on th e  New R evised
Church O rder. The q u o ta t io n  c l a r i f i e s  th e  m a tte r .

A r t i c l e  11:
Q u e s tio n : I s  th e  work o f  evange lism  th e  d u ty  o f  th e  o f f i c e - b e a r e r s  
o r  o f  th e  church? I s  i t  p a r t  o f  th e  o f f i c e  o f  m in is te r ?
Answer: ( A r t ic l e  l i b )  "Every member i s  a  w itn e s s " ,  b u t th e  m in is ­
t e r  to g e th e r  w ith  th e  e ld e r s  have to  s t im u la te  t h i s .

A r t i c l e  18:
Q u e s tio n : We have some m isg iv in g s  ab o u t th e  " sy n o d ic a l r e g u la t io n s "  
when i t  co n ce rn s  th e  r e t i r e d  m in is te r .  A ccord ing  to  D e p u tie s  a  r e ­
t i r e d  m in is te r  c o n tin u e s  to  be th e  m in is te r  o f  th e  lo c a l  ch u rch  and 
i t  i s  th e  ch u rch , which he has  l a s t  been s e rv in g ,  which p ro v id e s  
f o r  him a c c o rd in g  to  h i s  needs and n o t a c c o rd in g  to  sy n o d ic a l re g u ­
l a t i o n s  o n ly .
Answer: M in is te r s  'P e n s io n  and R e l ie f  Fund' a r e  e x p la in e d .

A r t i c l e  2 5 :
Q u estio n : D ep u tie s  doubt w hether m ercy sh o u ld  be a d m in is te re d  by 
th e  Deacons to  th e  needy in  g e n e r a l . Does G a la tio n s  6 :10  r e f e r  to  
th e  o f f i c e  o f  Deacon in  th e  church  o r  to  th e  Church in  g e n e ra l?  
Answer: T h is  i s  t i e d  in  w ith  th e  one o f f i c e  o f  C h r is t .

A r t i c l e  2 7 :
What i s  m eant by " th e  church" in  t h i s  a r t i c l e  27a? D enom ination o r  
lo c a l  church?
Answer: See answ er re  A r t ic l e  1 .

A r t i c l e  52d:
Q u e s tio n : Can a  C la s s is  o r  Synod own p ro p e r ty  and s a fe g u a rd  th i s ?  
Answer: At c e r t a in  o c c a s io n s  C la s s is  has  (and HAD) to  s a fe g u a rd
p ro p e r ty ,  o f  co u rse  w ith  in c lu s io n  o f  lo c a l  r e g u la t io n s .

A r t i c l e  3 4 :
Q u es tio n : I s  i t  t r u e  t h a t  " th e  m ajo r a s se m b lie s  a re  composed o f  
o f f i c e - b e a r e r s " : a re  o n ly  o f f i c e - b e a r e r s  d e le g a te d ,  and i s  n o t  too  
much s t r e s s e d  th e  o f f i c e  in  t h i s  r e s p e c t :  a m ajo r assem bly  i s  an 
assem bly  composed o f  d e le g a te s  from  a  m inor assem bly .
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A r t i c l e  3 4 s
Answer: T h is  q u e s tio n  concerns th e  a u th o r i ty  o f  m ajo r a s s e m b lie s .
T here a r e  two d a n g e rs : a )  S uper-C hurch; b) In d ep en d en tism . Why 
m ust o f f i c e - b e a r e r s  be d e le g a te d ?  C la ,r i f i c a t io n  i s  g iv en  w ith  p a s t  
e x p e r ie n c e s  in  mind.

A r t i c l e  4 4 ?
Q u es tio n : I s  C la s s is  a  body o r  a  m eeting?
Answer: T h is  a r t i c l e  was e lu c id a te d  w ith  exam ples o f  s p e c i f i c a l l y
C anadian m a tte r s  and w ith  r e fe re n c e  to  th e  A cts 1966 r e :  s a fe g u a rd s .

A r t i c l e  4 5 :
Q u e s tio n : "The Synod i s  th e  assem bly  r e p r e s e n t in g  th e  c h u rc h e s , e t c .  
Would i t  n o t be s l i g h t l y  b e t t e r  to  r e f e r  to  Synod a s  composed o f 
d e le g a te s  from  th e  c h u rc h e s?
Answer: Synod i s  n o t a  m ee tin g  o f  combined c l a s s e s ,  b u t a  m ee tin g
o f  th e  c h u rch e s .

Article 5 0 :
Q u e s tio n : D ep u tie s  have no o p in io n  on th e  Reformed Ecum enical Synods 
Answer: No re fe re n c e  to  THE Reformed Ecum enical Synod. The Church
o rd e r  speaks in  g e n e ra l o f  ’Reformed Ecum enical S y n o d s '.

A r t ic l e  5 2 :
Q u e s tio n : D ep u tie s  a re  n o t  used  to  th e  id e a  o f  c h o ir s  in  th e  wor­
sh ip  s e r v ic e s .
Answer: Was b e t t e r  d e f in e d  because  o f  e x c e s s e s .

Article 66:
Q u es tio n : D ep u tie s  do n o t u n d e rs ta n d  why members who move to  an­
o th e r  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church a re  n o t a llow ed  to  ta k e  t h e i r  own 
m embership c e r t i f i c a t e s  w ith  them.
Answer: ( A r t ic l e  66a) There i s  th e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  c o n fe s s in g
members to  jo in  th e  ch u rch  in  th e  new p la c e  o f  re s id e n c e .  T here i s  
no id e a  o f  p rom oting  th e  denom ination  as a 'S u p e r-C h u rc h ’ .

( A r t ic l e  66b) ’as a r u l e '  Is s t ro n g e r  th a n  'o r d i n a r i l y ' .

A r t i c l e  7 2 :
Q u es tio n : Are s o c i e t i e s  un d er th e  s u p e rv is io n  o f  th e  c o n s is to r y  o r  
th e  s o c ie ty  members?
Answer: I s  c o n s id e re d  to  be o f  m inor im p o rtan ce . Sometimes too
much can be s a id  in  a  church  o rd e r .

Article 77:
Q u es tio n : I s  i t  th e  ta s k  o f  Synod to  d e te rm in e  where fo r e ig n  m iss io n  
work i s  to  be c a r r i e d  on, and to  r e g u la te  th e  manner in  w hich t h i s  
ta s k  i s  to  be perfo rm ed? Who does th e  m iss io n a ry  work: Synod o r  
th e  lo c a l  ch u rch es?
Answer: a . M is s io n a r ie s  a re  c a l le d  by lo c a l  chu rch .

b . Board m a tte r s  a re  to  be re p o r te d  to  C la s s is .
c . R e s p o n s ib i l i ty  o f  lo c a l  chu rch  i s  prom oted.
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D. C onsiderations.

1 . The Porposed  Church O rder was n o t adopted, because  o f  o b je c t ­
io n s  in  th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church a g a in s t  i t s  'h i e r a r c h i c a l  
o v e r to n e s 1.

2. We a re  happy to  s t a t e  t h a t  in  th e  f i n a l  re a d in g  o f  th e  new 
Church O rder th e  c r u c i a l  a r t i c l e s  have r e ta in e d  t h e i r  Reformed 
c h a r a c te r .

3. Although there are certa in  a r t ic le s  that r a ise  questions and 
w ell known ru les have lo s t  some o f th e ir  firm ness, there are others  
which express the idea  more c o n s is te n tly  and to the p o in t.
4 . Your D ep u tie s  have ex p re ssed  t h e i r  g r a t i tu d e  t h a t  th e  C h r is t ­
ia n  Reformed Church, a p p a re n tly ,  gave heed to  w arn ings and th e  
"A ppeal" o f  ou r Churches and has  m a in ta in e d  th e  a n t i - h i e r a r c h i c a l  
p r in c i p l e  o f  t h i s  New Church O rder.

E. Recommendation.

Synod d e c la re  t h a t  th e  New Church O rder o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  
Reformed Church, a s  ad o p ted  by Synod 1966, i s  n o t an in su rm o u n tab le  
o b s ta c le  f o r  f u r t h e r  and c lo s e r  c o n ta c t ,  and e v e n tu a l ly  u n i ty  o f  
b o th  C hurches.

- o - o -

V II . CORRESPONDENCE WITH CHURCHES AERO-hD.

A. M andate.

Our m andate re a d s ;  " to  examine . . .  th e  c o n c re te  s i t u a t i o n  
as  i t  i s  a ls o  de te rm in ed  by th e  d i f f e r e n c e  r e g a rd in g  th e  f a c t  t h a t  
th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church m a in ta in s  co rresp o n d en ce  w ith  th e  
'S y n o d a le ' G ereform eerde Kerken in  N ed erland ; th e  C anadian Reformed 
Churches m a in ta in  co rresp o n d en ce  w ith  th e  'V rijgem aak te*  G e re fo r­
m eerde Kerken in  N ederland .

B. M a te r i a l .

1 . A cts o f  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Synod 1946 (C o rresp o n d en ce);

A cts o f  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Synod 1949 (C orrespondence and
E cum enicity ;' Appeal b r .  J .  DeHaas, L e th b rid g e ; d is c o n t in u a t io n  o f  
o f co rre sp o n d en ce );

2 . Remarks o f  D ep u tie s  r e ;  C orrespondence ( s e e  r e p o r t ) ;

3. M inutes o f  d is c u s s io n  on th e s e  rem arks (s e e  r e p o r t ) .

C. O b s e rv a tio n s .

D uring  th e  d is c u s s io n s  on t h i s  i s s u e  th e  C o n tac t Committee 
p o in te d  o u t ,  a t  s e v e ra l o c c a s io n s , t h a t  we (a s  D e p u tie s )  w ere d e a l ­
in g  w ith  th e  r e l a t i o n  between th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church and th e
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C anadian Reformed C hurches. The r e l a t i o n  w ith  th e  Churches in  th e  
N e th e r la n d s  h as  been g iv en  in to  th e  hands o f  th e  ’Committee f o r  
E cum en ic ity  and In te r -C h u rc h  R e la t io n s !

In  agreem ent w ith  o u r M andate we had to  d is c u s s  t h i s  
i s s u e ,  s in c e  o u r e x is te n c e  a s  C anadian Reformed C hurches and o u r 
o rg a n iz a t io n  in  Canada i s  d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  to  th e  co rresp o n d en ce  
betw een th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church and th e  (S ynodale) G e re fo r­
m eerde K erken in  th e  N e th e r la n d s .

S ince  th e  d is c u s s io n  on t h i s  i s s u e  i s  n o t  concluded  as 
y e t  we p r e s e n t  to  you o u r o b s e rv a tio n s  w ith  th e  answ ers g iv en  by 
th e  C o n tac t Comm ittee.

As to  th e  i s s u e  o f  co rresp o n d en ce  and 'i n t e r - c h u r c h  r e ­
l a t i o n s h i p s ’ , we p u t fo rw ard  th e  fo llo w in g  q u e s tio n s?

1 . I s  i t  n o t t r u e  t h a t  in  th e  p a s t  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church 
i t s e l f  i n s i s t e d  upon such a  c lo s e  r e l a t io n s h ip  a s  i s  fo rm u la te d  in  
th e  r u le s  f o r  co rresp o n d en ce  th a t  w ere f i n a l l y  a c c e p te d  by th e  
N ederlan d s G ereform eerde Kerken 1914?

(N.B. The b r e th r e n  know th e  l i t e r a l  w ording  o f  th e s e  r u l e s ,  
in c lu d in g  " h e t op e lk a a r  to e z ie n "  e t c .  We see  th e s e  r u le s  
a g a in s t  th e  background o f w hat th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed ’F a th e r s ’ 
d e s i r e d  in  1898:

" . . .  een g e n e ra le  synode o f  c o n c i l i e  van g ere fo rm eerd e  k erken  
met h e t  b ep aa ld e  d o e l ,  om a l l e  vreemde b e s ta n d d e le n  in  de on­
d e rs c h e id e n  G ereform eerde K erken o n z e r dagen u i t  t e  z u iv e re n  
en om de gezonde r i c h t i n g  a lle rw e g e  t e  b e v o rd e re n . E e r s t  dan 
kan e r  volkomene een h e id  en een w elom schreven c o r re s p o n d e n tie  
tu s sc h e n  a l l e  G ereform eerde Z u s te rk e rk en  t o t  s ta n d  komen, en 
ook e e r s t  dan kan te n  v o l l e  worden u itg e m a a k t, met w elke k e r ­
ken d ie  c o r re s p o n d e n tie  z a l  g e s c h ie d e n ." )

2. How do th e  b r e th r e n ,  in  view  o f t h i s ,  c o n s id e r  th e  a c tu a l  
a t t i t u d e  o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church a f t e r  1944, when n o t 
o n ly  by th e  L ib e ra te d  G ereform eerde K erken, b u t a ls o  by members o f  
th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church i t s e l f  i t  was i n s i s t e d  upon th a t  th e  
C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church shou ld  honour i t s  own p o s i t i o n  and p ro ­
m ise s?  ( c f  A cts 1946, a r t .  42 su p p l. l a ;  1948 su p p l. 38; 1949, 
a r t .  114 (DeHaas); 1950, a r t .  144 (N e e r la n d ia ) .  See a lso  o u r  A ppeal 
t h a t  th e  C anadian Reformed Churches s e n t  to  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church, 1963, pp. 1 -  4 ) .

Subsequently, i s  i t  not true th at we must conclude that the 
C hristian Reformed Church:

(1) gave in ten siv e  a tten tio n  to the c o n f l ic t  in  the Nether-
la n d  s ;

(2 )  r e fu s e d  to  be in form ed  from  l i b e r a t e d  s id e ;
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(3 ) ch o se , w ith o u t f u r t h e r  ado, f o r  th e  m a jo r i ty  by sa y in g  
" th a t  th e re  had been no change in  th e  d o c t r in a l  p o s i t io n  
and e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  conduct o f  th e  G ereform eerde K erken, 
which would w a rra n t a  change in  o u r r e l a t i o n " ,  which 
s ta te m e n t we r e j e c t  as  b e in g  u n tru e .

(4 ) demanded th a t  th e  ( l i b e r a t e d )  G ereform eerde K erken, who 
w ere c a l le d  "a group th a t  i s  s t i l l  in  i t s  in fa n c y " ,  p re ­
s e n t  them se lv es  a s  new C hurches (w hich would have m eant, 
on t h e i r  p a r t ,  a t o t a l  d isavow al o f  th e  L ib e ra t io n  as  an 
a c t  o f o b ed ien ce )?

3. Does th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church s t i l l  b e l ie v e  t h a t  th e  
( s y n o d ic a l)  G ereform eerde Kerken d id  n o t change, f o r  example in  
e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  co n d u c t, c o n s id e r in g  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  C h r is t i a n  Re­
form ed Church, though a t  f i r s t  in c l in e d  to  fo llo w  s u i t  in  th e  
'Nieuwe K erk o rd e’ , f i n a l l y  (th an k s  to  God) a c c e p te d  a  new Church 
O rder w hich i s ,  in  f a c t ,  a  s tro n g  re p u d ia t io n  o f  th e  h ie ra r c h y  em­
bod ied  in  th e  Nieuwe K erkorde o f  th e  ( s y n o d ic a l )  G ereform eerde 
Kerken?

4 . Does th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church s t i l l  h o ld  th e  s ta n d  o f  
1898 and 1914 as to  th e  m a tte r  o f  C h u rch -co rresp o n d en ce?  D id n o t 
t h i s  a t t i t u d e  change s in c e  1944 (A c ts , p . 331)?

(We r e f e r  to  th e  R epo rt o f  a  Committee ad ho c , c o n ta in in g  a  
c h a p te r  on " th e  r e v is io n  o f  o u r co rresp o n d en ce  w ith  o th e r  
c h u rc h e s" . Of th e  tw elve p ro p o s i t io n s  o f  th e  A dv iso ry  Committee 
we m en tion ;

(1 ) O th e r  C h r is t i a n  ( th e  word 'Reformed* i s  n o t u sed  h e re ,
Dep. ) chu rches and o u r own a re  c lo s e ly  r e l a t e d  as  m ani­
f e s t a t i o n s  o f  th e  one Body o f  C h r is t ;

( 2 ) The Churches o f  C h r is t  can be ro u g ly  d iv id e d  in to  fo u r  
g ro u p s; The O r ie n ta l  ch u rch e s ; th e  Roman C a th o lic  church ; 
th e  Reformed chu rches ( a ls o  P r e s b y te r ia n ) ;  and th e  non- 
re fo rm e d ."  A ll  ( ! )  th e se  chu rches a r e  " c lo s e ly  r e l a t e d  
as  b e in g  a l l  and s e v e r a l ly  m a n if e s ta t io n s  o f  th e  one and 
i n d i v i s i b l e  Body o f  C h r i s t " ) .

5. Does th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church b e l ie v e  t h a t  i t  i s  " t r u ly  
reform ed" to  m a in ta in  r e l a t io n s h ip s  w ith  ch u rch es  t h a t  a r e  a f f i l i a ­
te d  w ith  th e  World C ouncil o f  C h r is t i a n  C hurches?

D e p u tie s  e x p re ss  t h e i r  s u r p r is e  t h a t  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed 
Church can m eet w ith  th r e e  m em ber-Churches, w hich a re  a f f i l i a t e d  
w ith  th e  W .C .C .C ., c o n s id e r in g  t h e i r  own d e c is io n  co n c e rn in g  member­
sh ip  o f  th e  W.C.C.C.

6 . Did th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church a lso  app roach  o th e r  chu rch es  
f o r  " c lo s e r  r e l a t io n s h ip " ?  (We have re a d  ab o u t th e  c o n ta c t  w ith  th e  
Reformed Church o f A m erica, w hich, as  th e  b r e th r e n  know, i s  in  th e  
p ro c e s s  o f  se e k in g  u n i ty  w ith  th e  TJ.P.A. and in  a d d i t io n  i s  a  member 
o f  th e  W .C .C .C .).
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7 . Do th e  b re th re n  n o t ag ree  w ith  us th a t  in  t h i s  age o f  f a l s e  
ecumenism, modernism , s o - c a l le d  "new th eo lo g y "  e t c . , we as  Reformed 
Churches sh o u ld  s t i c k  to  th e  a t t i t u d e  o f  th e  ' f a t h e r s '  in  1898 (c f  
qu o te  sub 1 . ) ?

8 . R e tu rn in g  to  th e  co rresp o n d en ce  w ith  th e  ( s y n o d ic a l)  G e re fo r­
meerde Kerken in  N ed erlan d : do th e  b re th re n  n o t a g re e  w ith  us t h a t  
i t  would be ambiguous and th e r e f o r e  q u i te  im p o ss ib le  to  m a in ta in  th e  
same 'o ld - f a s h io n e d ' (1898) r e l a t io n s h ip s  w ith  b o th  th e  's y n o d ic a l ' 
and th e  ' l i b e r a t e d '  k e rk en  a t  th e  same tim e ; n o t o n ly

(a )  b ecau se  th e  two a re  s t r o n g ly  opposed to  each o th e r  in  th e  
N e th e rla n d s  ( t h a t  cou ld  be c o n s id e re d  a  'D u tch  m a t t e r ' , 
n o t w ith in  th e  p ro v in c e  o f  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed C hurch);

(b ) b u t much more b ecause  (a s  we f i rm ly  b e l ie v e )  th e  's y n o d i­
c a l '  chu rch es  can no lo n g e r  be c a l le d  t r u l y  refo rm ed  
c h u rc h e s , c o n s id e r in g  t h e i r  new, h i e r a r c h i c a l  c h u rc h -o rd e r ;  
t h e i r  r e p e a l  o f  th e  d e c is io n s  o f  Assen 1926; t h e i r  t o l e r a ­
t i o n  o f  B ib l e - c r i t i c i s m ;  t h e i r  le a n in g  tow ards th e  V .C .C .C ., 
r e v e a l in g  i t s e l f  in  d iv e r s  k in d s  o f  'e c u m e n ic a l ' m e e tin g s , 
in te rc h a n g in g  p u l p i t s ,  e tc .

9« I s  i t  n o t  t r u e  t h a t ,  by m a in ta in in g  such a  c lo s e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  
w ith  th e s e  ch u rc h e s , th e  C h r is t ia n  Reformed Church endangers  i t s e l f  
by d e t r im e n ta l  in f lu e n c e s ,  from  w hich we as  C anadian Reformed 
Churches w an t, n o t o n ly  to  keep away as  f a r  as  p o s s ib le ,  b u t a ls o  
t h a t  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church, f o r  which we f e e l  sym pathy f o r  
th e  sake o f  th e  ' f a t h e r s ' ,  do th e  same. (N.B. T h is  may show to  
you th a t  th e  C anadian Reformed Churches do n o t i d e n t i f y  th e  C h r is t ­
ia n  Reformed Church w ith  th e  's y n o d ic a l ' c h u rc h e s , n o tw ith s ta n d in g  
th e  a t t i t u d e  o f th e  fo rm er o v e ra g a in s t  th e  churches w hich we be­
l i e v e  had rem ained  th e  'o l d '  G ereform eerde Kerken a f t e r  th e  s p l i t .
In  th a t  ca se  — o f i d e n t i f y in g  b o th  - -  th e  G eneral Synod 1965 would 
m ost s u r e ly  n o t have a p p o in te d  us f o r  s e e k in g  c o n ta c t  w ith  th e  
C h r is t ia n  Reformed C hurch).

10, C o n s id e r in g  th e  above q u e s t io n s ,  which p rove  th a t  th e  c o n ta c t  
you and we a re  m a in ta in in g  a t  th e  p re s e n t  canno t be seen  a p a r t  
from  th e  w id e r scope o f th e  whole m a tte r  o f  o u r p o s i t io n  as Reformed 
Churches o f t h i s  age o f  ecumenism, do you n o t a g re e  t h a t  i t  may be 
a d v is a b le  t h a t  we to g e th e r  p la n  a  m ee tin g , in c lu d in g  on y o u r p a r t  
th e  Committee f o r  Ecumenism and In te r - c h u rc h  R e la t io n s h ip s ,  and on 
o u r  p a r t  th e  D ep u tie s  f o r  C o n tac t w ith  th e  O rthodox P re s b y te r ia n  
Church, who fa c e  th e  same p rob lem s, in  o rd e r  to  d is c u s s  th e  whole 
m a tte r  o f  t r u l y  re fo rm ed , ecum enical r e l a t io n s h ip s  in  t h i s  p r e s e n t  
age?

To th e s e  p o in ts (a n d  q u e s t io n s )  th e  fo llo w in g  answ ers a re
g iv e n ;

1 , The C o n tac t Committee ag reed  th a t  th e  C h r is t i a n  Reformed Church 
' i n s i s t e d '  on c lo s e  r e l a t io n s h ip  a c c o rd in g  to  s p e c i f i c  r u l e s .
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2. The a tt itu d e  of the C hristian Reformed Church a fte r  1944 was
d iscussed  by the Contact Committee w ith the Committee fo r  In ter -  
Church R ela tion s. The answer o f th e  Contact Committee: Indeed we 
made a judgment and passed a v erd ic t a fte r  1944» When today we 
examine th ese m atters, we say th at a d if fe r e n t approach would have 
been p o ss ib le ; w iser , more j u s t i f ie d  and more ch a r ita b le . However, 
you cannot turn back the clock . Our problem today i s :  there are
two Churches in  the Netherlands. Our eyes are d irected  to the 
(syn od ica l) Gereformeerde Kerken but a lso  to th e (lib e ra ted ) Gere­
formeerde Kerken. We try  to contact and to n eg o tia te  w ith the 
Liberated Churches. The statement o f Synod 1952 (^erkel en Roden­
r i j s )  th at "the correspondence of the C hristian Reformed Church 
w ith the (sy n o d ica lly ) bound churches in  the Netherlands a t the out­
s e t  present an insuperable o b stac le  to the Gereformeerde Kerken in  
the Netherlands for  carrying on correspondence" forms, on the other  
hand, a hindrance fo r  fu rth er contact.

I t  i s  f e l t  by the  D eputies o f th e  Canadian Reformed Churches 
th a t  we tak e  n o tic e  of the  remarks and accep t them f o r  in fo rm a tio n .

3. To q u estio n  3 the  fo llo w in g  answer i s  g iven : Even i f  th e re
were and a re  changes, they a re  n o t o f such c h a ra c te r  th a t  th ey  would 
w arrant a change in  ou r r e la t io n  w ith  th e  Synodical Churches.

A short d iscu ssion  fo llow s about ’ change o f character’ ; i t  i s  
f e l t  that fu rth er  d iscu ssion  i s  needed.

4 . Re: A tt i tu d e  concern ing  Correspondence 1898-1914-1944»
Contact Committee answers: In 1944 there was a lengthy report. 

Synod agreed with the remarks which were made IN SUBSTANCE ONLY, 
but did not accept them as new ru les  fo r  Church Correspondence.

Rev. Verbrugge r e fer s  to the Acts 1947» Art 96 I la :  "On the 
assumption that they are C hristian Churches, Synod adopts . . . ( e t c .)"

5.

6.

Re: A f f i l ia t io n  with ¥ . C.C.C.
Remarks o f Contact Committee:
(a) This i s  a m atter in  d iscu ssion  in  general sense in  the 

R. E.S.
(b) The C hristian Reformed Church took a stand on W.C.C.C. in  

Synod 1967, th is  Synod expressed i t s e l f  aga in st W.C.C.C.
(c ) Even w hile we are not in  the W.C.C.C., th is  does not mean 

th at we do (or can) not have correspondence w ith Churches 
which have the Reformed C onfession.

(d) Synod 1944 spoke about "wider re la tion sh ip " .
Deputies w i l l  receive a copy o f the d ec isio n s  o f Synod 1944 
and 1947»

Re: C loser re la tio n sh ip  with other churches.
Answer: Yes, there i s  an i n i t i a l  contact w ith the Reformed 
Church. Confer: Acts I960, p. 107, and Acts 1966, p. 59»
Art. 84/ l H .
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7. Re: S tick in g  to the o ld  ru le s .

Answer: We agree on th is  poin t and we try  to be fa i t h fu l  to the 
Word of God. Yet, we have to fin d  our way in  a certa in  era, and we 
must g ive answers to cer ta in  problems in  accordance with the Word o f  
God. To th is  statement was added: Though th is  embodies an id e a l ,  i t  
i s  only r e a lise d  in  p r a c tic e . 'Our reach must be higher than our 
grasp’ .
8. Re: P o s s ib i l i t y  to maintain correspondence with two Reformed

Churches in  the Netherlands,
Answer: We do not agree. This does not mean that the problems 

mentioned (by the Deputies o f the Canadian Reformed Churches) should 
not be d iscu ssed . I f  we e .g . would ENTER in to  r e la tio n sh ip  with a 
Church, we would cer ta in ly  d iscu ss th ese m atters FIRST. On the 
other hand, th is  does not mean th at we (as Contact Committee) are 
s a t is f ie d  w ith the s itu a t io n .

Rev, Verbrugge submits the question: 'In view o f the fa c t  that 
the C hristian Reformed Church i s  in  correspondence w ith  the 
(syn od ica l) Gereformeerde Kerken, and we are ta lk in g  with each 
oth er, as Contact Committee and Deputies fo r  Contact, would 
you f e e l  that before you could be united with the C hristian Re­
formed Church, the re la tio n sh ip  should be broken?'

9. Re: Danger o f in flu en ces  through wider r e la t io n sh ip s .
Answer: We must not endanger o u rse lv e s; y e t ,  we s tr e s s  th at we 

must not fo llo w  the road of sa fe ty , but must meet the challenge in  
a certa in  era and have a r e sp o n s ib ility  towards those we have a re­
la t io n  w ith.

'In a cer ta in  era' must be taken in  th is  sense: 'What are the 
ways in  which the v o ice  of the Reformed F aith  i s  h eard '.

10. Re; Combined m eeting of d if fe r e n t committees.

Answer: This could be considered, but
(a) I t  i s  not the mandate of Synod 1967;
(b) We f e e l  that we, as Contact Committees, must try  to bring  

th is  matter to an i n i t i a l  c lo se .
-  o  -

D. C onsiderations.

1. The C hristian  Reformed Church did not sever correspondence 
with the 'Synodical' Gereformeerde Kerken in  Nederland, s in ce  
"there has been no change in  d octr in a l p o s it io n  and e c c le s ia s t ic a l  
conduct o f  the Gereformeerde Kerken which would warrant a change in  
our re la tio n " . (See l e t t e r  to Mr, Joh, DeHaas, Transcript o f the 
Acts o f  Synod 1949, Art. 114).
2, The C hristian Reformed Church considers mainteance o f Church 
correspondence a lso  an opportunity to warn aga in st unreformed de­
velopments in  corresponding churches.



-  32

3. The Contact Committee admitted: "Indeed we made a judgment and 
passed a v erd ic t a fte r  1944. When today we examine these m atters, 
we say th at a d if fe r e n t approach would have been p o ss ib le ; w iser, 
more j u s t i f ie d  and more ch aritab le . However, you cannot turn back 
the clock . Our problem today i s :  there are two Churches in  the 
Netherlands." (See fu rth er the answers mentioned in  th is  r ep o rt).

4 . The a tt itu d e  toward e x is t in g  ru les o f correspondence has not 
changed. New ru les fo r  correspondence have never been adopted.

5. Besides that the C hristian Reformed Synod has received  the 
substance o f a report which developed a wider scope o f Church con­
ta c t s ,  with the purpose o f propagating the Reformed F aith . Synod 
did so 'on the assumption th at other churches than our own are 
C hristian churches in d eed '.

E. Recommendations.
Whereas the d iscu ssio n s did not come to a conclusion , 

D eputies recommend to Synod to appoint Deputies fo r  fu rth er contact 
with the C hristian Reformed Church on the remaining is su e s .

We request^Synod to express i t s e l f  ^rf^Ehe is su e  -mehtioned 
uAder NfirC~B\of th e/an sw ^ s to o,nr remaïks^-dnd on No';—5^of our\£on-

-  o -  o -

V III. FINANCIAL MATTERS.

Deputies met eleven tim es while seven jo in t  m eetings were 
convened, m ostly in  Brampton as the most cen tr a lly  loca ted  p lace .

T ravelling expenses amounted to .$ 313»65
Other m eeting-costs and s e c r e ta r ia t  51.10
Study-m aterial Deputies 23.79

Exchange 1 .40

$ 3B9.94
Received from F inancial Committee Synod 1965 389*49

Outstanding exchange . . .  $ 0.45

The expenses o f  the la s t  meetings have not been reim­
bursed; they amounted to $56.50.

On February 14th a l e t t e r  was received  from the treasu rer  
o f the F in an cia l Committee, inform ing us 'th a t funds have been de­
p le ted , and fu ture accounts have to w ait t i l l  a f te r  Synod 1968. '

R esp ectfu lly  subm itted,
G. VanDooren (Convenor)
F. Kouwenhoven 
M. VanBeveren 
D. VanderBoom )Secretary)


