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COMMENT ON THIS ISSUE 

The  only  new  contributor  among  those  who  write  for  this  issue 
is Rev. CUfford Vander Ark, the pastor of the Christian Refonned Church 
of  Sanborn,  Iowa.  His  thoughtful  sennonette  on  God's  encounter  with 
Moses  on  the war back  to  Egypt,  in  which  the  Lord sternly insisted  on 
the observance 0 the outward sign of the  covenant,  has  a  message  abo 
for  our  New Testament  day. 

This issue  introduces  a new department bearing the  caption:  Pointed 
Paragraphs.  We beUeve this  new feature will please many,  if not all,  of 
our  readers.  Busy people  who  are  interested  in good  reading  not  only 
usually manage to  find at  least a  few quiet hours  every week which  they 
can devote to  a  calm perusal  of  soUd  material of  some  length;  they can 
also often eke out a  few minutes  every day for  reading brief and pointoo 
paragraphs  that  give  food  for  thought.  We  hope  our  readers  will  tell 
us what  their  reaction  is  to  this type of  material. 

The  major part of  this  issue is devoted to a  report on the activities of 
the  Synod  of  the  Christian  Refonned  Church which  met  last  month  in 
Grand Rapids, Michigan.  It deals with only the most important decisions 
that were made and with the discussions which preceded them.  In many 
instances  we  give  only  the  substance  of  the  speeches  that  were  made. 
Since  there  is  considerable  repetition  in such  offhand  statements  which 
we can omit and since we  report the  very  words  of the  speakers we  arc 
confident of not having misrepresented  their expressions  of  opinion. 

As  many  of  our  readers  know,  in  years  gone by,  when we were still 
the Editor of The Banner, it was our custom to report on  what was  said 
at Synod as well  as on  what was decided.  Since that custom  is no longer 
being followed by the present Editor  ( for which we are not at all critici-
zing h im )  and since we know  that many of the readers  appreciated  that 
kind of report, those who are responsible for  the content of this magazine 
deemed  it  advisable  to  satisfy  the  desire  to  receive  in this  manner  a 
taste of  the atmosphere of the Synod  and not merely  to know  the  text  of 
the  decisions, 
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GOOD WORK 

Some  time  ago  we  sent  a  Jetter  to  our 
Cbristian  High  SchooIs oHering  special in
ducements  to  classes  or  gtou{lS of students 
intCT(5ted  in  raising  money  for  the  school 
by  selling  subscriptions  or  collecting  re-
subscriptions  to  TORCH  AND  TRUMl'ET.  Ooe 
of  the  schools  which  responded  was  Unity 
Christian  High  School  of  Hudsonville, 
Michigan.  The  report of  Henry Vander Kam, 
one  of the  sopbomore  students,  shows  what 
can be done by our young people  when they 
get  interested  in  a  project.  The  sophomore 
class  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  total  of  96 
subscriptions   79  new  and  17  renewals. 
Some  of  both  were  for  one  year,  others  for 
two  years. 

Congratulations,  young  people!  You  have 
done  nn  111:edlent  piece  of  work,  both  for 
your  school and  for our magazine.  May your 
example be followed  in  other  Christian  tagh 
schools  in  the  coming  schoolyear. 

The  Editorial  Committee 
Reformed  Fellowship,  Inc. 

"'The only theology that the Bible knows is the Reformed faith."  DR. JAMES  I . PACKER 
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Pointed Paragraphs:  

THE  NEW  BIBUCISM 

T HE  DOCTRINE  of  Scriptural  infallibility  is  being 

questioned of  late in Reformed  circles  on  the  ground 
that the  term  "infallible"  is  not found  in Scripture.  Some 

twentysix  years  ago  the  Auburn  Affirmationists  used  the 

same  argument  in  reply  to  the  reaffirmation  of  funda-
mentals  made  by the  General  Assembly  of  the  Presby-

terian  Church  U.S.A.  "There  is  no  assertion,"  they  said, 
"in the  Scriptures  that their writers were kept <from  error' 

... We  hold  that  the  Assembly  of  1923,  in asserting  that 

'the Holy Spirit did so inspire,  guide, and move the writers 
of  the  Holy  Scriphlre  as  to  keep  them  from  error: spoke 

without warrant of  the Scriptures or of the Confession  of 

Faith"  (An Affirmation, 1924, p.  3). 

This is biblicism in  a new dress.  Reformed theologians 
have  always  rejected  the  view  that  only  what  is literaUy 
expressed in so many words in Scripture is valid  as  dogma. 

For example,  the doctrines  of the Trinity, the  two  natures 
in  Christ,  infant  baptism,  and  of  Sunday  as  the  Lord's 

Day are not literally taught  in Scripture, yet "'by  good  and 

necessary  consequence  may  be deduced  from  Scripture" 

( Confession  of  Faith  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  U.S.A., 
Ch.  I, Art.  vi,  p.  13).  Against  this  position  some  F unda· 

mentalists,  Baptists,  Seventh  Day  Adventists,  and  others 
raise  objection.  However,  Church Fathers,  in  hammering 

out  the  Confessions  and  Creeds,  have  always  proceeded 

on  the  assumption  that  the  Bible  contains  a  system  of 
truth  which  the  sanctified  human  mind  is able  to  grasp 

and to formulate.  Otherwise creeds would be impossible. 

The  question  whether  the  Bible  speaks  infallibly  in 

aU  its  utterances  is,  therefore,  first  of  all  a  question  of 
approach  and  of  method.  May  we  conclude  that  since 

God  cannot  lle,  and  since  Scripture  is the  God·breathed 

Word,  written  by  holy  men  who  were carried  along  by 
the  Holy Spirit,  the  Scriptures are  without  error?  Ortho-

doxy has always answered this question in the affrnnative. 
The new biblicism says "NO"1 

H.R.V.T. 

7 OUT OF 22 

N UMBERS can  tell  a story.  These,  I  believe, do. This 

fall  22  students  plan  to  enter  Calvin  Seminary  to 

study  for  the  ministry.  Of  this  group  7  are  products  of 
the  Christian  Reformed  Churches  in  the  United  States. 

It is strange,  even  startling,  that  three fourths  of  the con· 

TORCH  and TRUMPET  Julv Aua u~ 19hO 

gregations  of  the  denomination  can  produce  less  t:1um 
one  third of the students  for  the ministry. 

These numbers  raise  the question,  WHY? 

Is  it because  the glory of  the  gospel  ministry has  lost 

its luster in  the souls of our youth?  Have the homes which 

reared  our  youth  fallen  prey  to  the  valuations  of a  tech-
nological culture which places a premium on the scientist? 

Have  the  ministers  in  the  congregations  proved  poor 
examples  for  the  youth  of  the  church?  Does  the  educa-
tional  leadership  at  Calvin  College  focus  the  students' 

minds  on  the  greatest  goals  and  loftiest  aims?  Could  it 

be that the quality of theological  training offered in Calvin 
Seminary has  lost its  lure because it has  fai led  to  provide 

a  united  front  of  firstrale  Reformed  scholarship?  Is  it 
be c a use  the  membership  of  the  Christian  Reformed 

Churches in  the United States has  lost its sense of urgency 

for  the  cause  of  Cluist  and  the  glory  of  Cod?  Are  we 

more  secular  and  complacent  than  we  dare  rcalistically 

face? 

The  numbers  stand.  There  they  are:  only  7  United 
Statesborn  and  nurtured  young  men  arc  entering  the 

Seminary  in  the  fall  of  1960.  We  must  find  the  answer 
to  the  question,  WHY?  Instead  of  arguing  among  our-

selves  to  pinpoint  the  blame,  let  each {lne  of  a<; put  his 
own hand into his bosom.  As  we pull it out again, stained 

with sin,  may  our  patient  Father  in heaven  ey.~cise his 
forgiving  mercy  and  send  his  Spirit  with  seasons  of 

refreshment. 
A.C.D.). 

PROPAGANDA 

I N A NEAT stack alongside of me as  I  write  these  lim.s 

lie  1597 pages  of propaganda.  For  all  of  this  material 
I  paid  $3.20.  That figures  to  about  two  tenths  of  a  cent 

per page.  Here is  a  list of the titles,  the number of pages, 

and  the cost: 

F.  Engels,  Anti-Diihring, 542  pages,  $1.15;  F .  Engels, 

The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State, 

304  pages,  $ .25;  K.  Marx,  W ages, Prices and Profit, 96 

pages, $ .10; K. Marx, Wage Labour and Capital, 72 pages, 

$ .10;  K. Marx,  Economic and Philosophic Postscripts of 

1844,210 pages,  $ .75; K. Marx, The Poverty of Philosophy, 

256  pages,  $ .60;  V.  I .  Lenin,  The State, 39  pages,  $ .10; 

V. L Lenin,  The Three Sources and Three Comp<ment 



Parts of Marxism, 80  pages,  $ .15.  The  publisher  is 
Foreign Languages Publishing House,  Moscow. 

There  seems  to  be  some  hesitation  among  us  as  to 
the desirability and the propriety of propaganda.  Moscow 
does  not  share  this  feeling!  I  was  able  to  purchase  these 
books and pamphlets  openly on Jasper Avenue  in Edmon
ton, Alberta, in a store which stocks hundreds of Com
munist publications in at least fou r languages. 

I think it strange (and the proprietor of the New 
World Bookstore in Edmonton agreed!) that those who 
believe in the only truly universal Kingdom, who profess 
that their Leader and Comrade (Matthew 23:10; John 
15:15) is Lord of lords, often fail to realize that they are 
called to be propagandists for Christ! 

J.P. 

BAN THAT SUNDAY NEWSPAPERI 

I T IS NO SECRET that a Sunday newspaper is stead}' 
diet in some Christian homes. There are churches whosc 

members seem to sec no harm in reading it and no incon
sistency between its perusal and the worship of God in 

his house and in their homes. Yet it seems to us that 
Christians should fcel instinctively that the abnosphere 
which is created by the SlUlday paper, and by practically 
all secular magazines, is in violent conflict with the 
spirit of worship. Sunday papers and magazines that ure 
purely secular, possibly even worldly and frivolous, are 
a menace to the Christian home. They tempt us to neglect 
the reading of religious magazines and books and tend to 
erase the spiritual influence of our worship in the house 
of God. It takes litt1e imagination to realize that the 
wave of secularism which threatens to dampen all spiritual 
aspirations easily becomes a veritable flood if we allow 
it to engulf the home, which is the cradle of religion. 

We trust our ministers will not fail to want their 
people against everything that tends to undennine the 
influence of the church and the home, particularly against 
whatever promotes Sabbath desecration. 

H.J.K. 

REAL PEOPLE 

ALlTILE BOY went to a restaurant with his parents. 
The waib'ess asked the little fellow what he would 

like. "A hot dog", he said. His mother quickly interrupted 
and said, "No, he must have salisbury steak". The wait
ress then said to the boy, "What do you want with it?'" 
Came the quick reply, "Mustard, catsup, pickles, and 
onions", Agai n the mother signaled for a change in the 
order, "'He must have green beans". The waitress, some
what in doubt whether she should inquire any further 
from the youngster, finally came around to him again and 
said, "What would you like to drink?" "Root beer", was 
his reply. For the third time the mother shook her head 

four 

- "No, he must have milk". The waitress, completing 
the order, left the table, and the little fellow leaning 
towards his mother said, "Mom, she thinks I am reall" 

Little children are real people. Young and dependent 
though they be, they sustain important relations as living 
human beings. They are not in their infancy and depen
dency human zeros! They are not blank spaces waiting 
for maturity to fill them in! They are human beings 
real people - with tremendous powers for assimilation 
and imitation. Moreover, they have a trait that is often 
lost when adulthood is reached - the trait that is seen 
when they utter religious sentiment without affectation. 

They are real people in whom Cod's grace can operate 
meaningfully. Certainly that is worth remembering in 
connection with our practice of the baptism of infants 
and little children. 

L.G. 

PARTITION IN SOUTH AFRICA? 

M UCH OF what one reads nowadays about the 
strained relations between whites and blacks in 

South Africa is simply a monotonous repetition of the 
condemnation of Apartheid - the policy of the present 
government to bring about a separation between the 
whites and the blacks. 1 t fails to take accolUlt of the 
telruic problem created by the presence of 3,000,000 
whites in a nation where 9,000,000 or 10,000,000 b 1 a c k s 
also have their national home. The whites fear that as 
soon as the blacks gain the upper hand socially and 
politically they and their superior civilization are doomed. 
One of the best things we have read on the subject is 
an article by WiUiam M. Stringer, one of the special 
writers for Tile Christian Scie1lce Monitor. He states that 
''The Afrikaner looks ahead apprehensively to the time 
when the blacks, unless strictly contained, will have at

tained equaUty by slow stages and by sheer weight of 
numbers will have entered the dominant position." 

Mr. Stringer suggests that the solution might be a 
total separation alld nation-wide partition, as realized in 

Palestine and in India. It would be a drastic remedy 
indeed. Which race would own the mines, the developed 
farm areas, the seaports? There would have to be a 
population resettlement on a vast scale. South African 
whites could no longer lean on the prop of cheap native 
labor. But modern mechanization has made it possible 
for a nation to live without serf labor. The only alterna
tive remedy would seem to be to grant the blacks all t1le 
opportunities for education and self~improve m ent and to 
seek harmonious cooperation in government and cam

omics ill a racially mixed nation. This would require an 
altogether different attitude and spirit on the part of both 
whites and blacks. Apartheid will not work. It is not 
enough. The Afrikaners, says Stringer, will have to con~ 
sider all the alternatives, the drastic as well as the ideal. 

H.J.K. 
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THE ANTITHESIS 

as a Cornerstone 

OF CHRISTIAN LIFE AND ACTION 

By THE ANTITHESIS is meant 

the fundamental contrast, divi

sion, and antagonism between the 

people of God and those who are of 
the world, between the thinking of 

those who are Christians and those 
who are not, between the activities 

of Kingdom workers and those out-
side the Kingdom  of God. 

SIN  AND  GRACE 

The  antithesis  is the  result  of  the 

existence  of  two  diametrically  op-
posed  forces  in the  human  race.  The 
one  is  man's  sin,  the  other  God's 
grace.  If either  of  these  forces  had 
not  entered  the  world,  there  would 

have  been  no  antithesis.  If sin  had 

not  come,  all  of  man's  thoughts  and 
actions  would be pleasing to God and 

mankind  would  be ODe under  Cod. 
If after  the  entrance of sin  God  had 

not  caused  his  grace  to  entcr  the 

hearts  of  some,  all of  man's  thoughts 
and actions  would  have  been  antago-
nistic  to God. 

The antithesis  dates  from  the  day, 

after  Adam's  fall,  when  God  said : 
"I will  put enmity  between  thee  and 

the  woman,  and  between  thy  seed 

and  her  seed:  he  shall  bruise  thy 
head, and  thou  shalt bruise his  heel." 

TDII .... DII;,.  1••1.  A  •.  •• • •  ~ ........  

by  HENRY  J .  KUIPER 

This  enmity  or  hostility  is  produced 

by  God,  not  by  man.  It does  not 

justify or  imply  halTed on  the  part of 
believers against their  fellowmen,  but 

it does  mean  that  there  is  a  division, 

an  ineradicable  line  of  separation, 
between  the  party  of  God and  the 

party of Satan.  That division  puts an 
unbridgeable  gulf  between  the  ideals 

and  strivings  of  believers  on  the  onc 
hand  and  unbelievers  on  the  other. 

CHRIST  THE  GREAT  DIVIDER 

The  proclamation  of  the  law  of 

God  at  Mt.  Sinai  made  the  contrast 
between  right  and  wrong  sharper 

than  it  was  before.  The  coming  of 

Christ  made  it  stiU  sharper.  It deep· 
ened  the  line  of  c1eavage  between 

the  church  and  the  world.  Jesus 
stressed  this when  he  exclaimed:  "'I 

came not to send  peace but a  sword." 

Again:  "Think  ye  that  I  am  come  to 

give  peace  on  the  earth?  I  tell  you, 
Nay;  but  rather  division:  for  there 

shall  be from  henceforth  five  in  one 

house divided.  three against  two  and 
two  against  three.  They  shall  be 

divided,  father  against  son,  and  son 

against father;  mother  against  daugh· 

ter  and  daughter  against  her mother; 
mother  in  law  against  her  daughter 

in  law.  and  daughter  in  law  against 
her  mother  in  law." 

DIVISION  FOR  CHRIST'S  SAKE 

IN  THE  HOME 

We  see  that  the  antithesis  will be 
found  even  in the  home.  the  most 
intimate  of  all  human  institutions. 

It will not be seen  in the home where 

everyone  is  a  true  Christian,  nor 

in the  home  where  everyone  is  an 

unregenerate  person.  However.  it  is 

bound  to  be seen  in  a  home  of  the 
world  where  God enters  with  his 

grace  into  the heart  of  one  or  more 
in  that  home  without  snving  all  its 

members;  and  it  is  also  seen  in that 
Christian  home  where  one  or  more 

have  chosen  the  side  of  the  evil one 
and  live  a  life  of  sin. 

DIVISION  IN  THE  FielD 

OF  EDUCATION 

Education is an area closely related 
to  the  home.  The  school  is  to  an 

extent  an  elongation  of  the  home. 

Here  if anywhere Christians and non-
Christians  must  part  company.  The 

Christian  home  needs  the  Christian 

school  for  the  completion of  its God

given  task  to  train  the  child  in the 

way  he  should  go. 



It is impossible for the state to 
provide for our children the kind of 
training which their covenant God 
demands for them. We do not belong 
to those who hold that no Christian 
should under any circumstances teach 
in a public school. Let us be con
cerned about the millions of pupils in 
these schools who "vilt be our citizens 
tomorrow but who receive no worth
while instruction in moral principles 
unless they have at least some close 
contact with teachers whose Christian 
example and occasional trustworthy 
references to religion and morality in 
classroom teaching and discussion 
may serve to intensify those "glim
merings of natural light" in the 
unsaved whereby they "retain some 
knowledge of God, of natural things, 
and of the difference between good 
and evil, and show some regard for 
virtue and for good outward behavior" 
(Canons of Dort, Ch. Ill-IV, Article 
4). 

At the same time it must be plain 
as day that no Christian can begin to 
give free expression to his or her 
Christian convictions in a public 
school. And it should be just as plain 
that the Christian school is an ab
solute necessity for the children of 
Christian parents. Some object to the 
Christian school on the ground that 
by separating our children from 
others we are dividing the nation. 
The Biblical answer is that this di
vision is not only inevitable but willed 
by God. 

Without Christian s c h 0 0 I s, good 

Christian schools, our Christian homes 
will crumble, our churches will not 
continue to flourish, and in time our 
people of Reformed persuasion will 

lose their distinctiveness and be ab
sorbed by the sects or swallowed up 
by the world. 

THE ANTITHESIS IN THE CHURCH 

The antithesis is seen even in the 
visible church. One of the most 
serious objections against modem 
ecumenism is that it refuses or fails 
to acknowledge that the church, and 
the various denominations which com
pose the church, have a perpetual 
conflict within their own bosom. 
There is a true church and a false 
church and that false church may not 

be merely a religious organization 
distinct from a true church; both may 
be wrapped up in one and the same 
denomination. One congregation may 
be on the side of the seed of the 
serpent while another congregation 
of the same communion, located per
haps in the same city, may be on the 
side of the Seed of the Woman, 
namely Christ. Therefore every move
ment for the union of all churches. 
or of all Protestant churches only, is 
based on a false premise, namely, that 
the church is essentially a visible in
stitution and that every church which 
professes to believe in Christ is part 
of the true church of Christ. 

TWO KINDS OF SCIENCE 

In the field of science the antithesis 
between faith and unbelief should 
not be ignored. Even in Christian 
circles there is often no recognition 
of the fact that there is a gulf which 
cannot be bridged between a science 
which proceeds from basic Christian 
suppositions and a science which is 
motivated, consciously or unconscious
ly, by hostility to the truth of God 
as revealed in nature and in Scripture. 
How often it is said that "science" 
teaches this or that. Strictly speaking. 
there is no such thing as a neutral 
science. Science, both as a presenta
tion of facts and as an interpretation 
of those facts, proceeds either from 
Christian or non-Christian attitudes 
and presuppositions. 

If anyone has doubts on this score 
he should read what Dr. Abraham 
Kuyper writes in part two of his 
most scientific work: Encyclopaedia of 

Sacred Theology, particularly the 
chapter that deals with A Twofold 

Science (Tweeerlei Wetenschap ). Dr. 
Kuyper argues that as there are two 
kinds of people, regenerate and un
regenerate, there are also two kinds 
of science: Christian and non-Chris
tian. There are many things which 
Christian and non-Christian scientists 
have in common; nevertheless, "re_ 
generation brings this about that the 
one group of persons is fundamentally 
different from the other, and every 
endeavor to understand one another, 
or to harmonize the difference of 
viewpoint in regard to any point of 
investigation in which this difference 

plays a part, will be found in vain" 
(p. 107 - translation mine-X). Dr. 
Kuyper continues by stating that 
there was a time when the unregen
erate, in their scientific endeavor, 
were controlled in their basic con
ceptions by the truths of special rev
elation, as for example the creation 
and the fall of man. But today 
evolution has been substituted for 
creation and therefore it is no longer 
possible for the two groups of scien
tists to cooperate in their scientific 
labors. We quote again: "He who 
builds on the foundation of Creation 
and thinks that he is still laying brick 
on the same wall as the one who 
proceeds from Evolution reminds one 
of Sisyphus. No matter how often 
the stone is rolled to the top of the 
hill it is bound to roll down again" 
(p. lll, 112 ). 

THE ANTITHESIS IN THEOLOGY 

Theology too is a science. In fact, 
it has often been called the queen of 
sciences. But here too we find the 
antithesis. There is a theology which 
is built on the foundation of the Bible 
as the inspired Word of God. But 
over against it and radically opposed 
to it are the many theolOgies which 
make human reason or experience 
the infallible test of all theories con
cerning God and man, Christ and the 
Church, the world and hum a n 
Iifc. We know of no area where the 
division between the two parties is 
as sharp as in the field of theology. 
For that reason we fail to see the 
consistency of conservative seminaries 
like our own belonging to associations 
which seek to be inclusive and which 
nre usually controlled by the liberals. 
Here if anywhere the line of the 
antithesis should be drawn sharply 
and without hesitancy by those who 
hold to the Bible as the infallible 
Word of God over against those who 
deny it and do not fail to show their 
contempt for those whom they accuse 
of '"'bibliolatry." 

" " " " 
We do not speak of the antithesis 

as the cornerstone but as a cornerstone 
of Christian life and action. However, 
it is indispensable for effective Chris
tian activity in all realms of life 
not only in those areas which are 

• 



most closely identified with religion: 
the home, the church, and theology. 

THE ANTITHESIS IN THE 

SOCIAL SPHERE 

The antithesis exists also in that 
broad domain called Society. There 
are social organizations in which be
lievers can cooperate with unbelievers 
without betraying their religious prin
ciples and convictions, as for example 
in a neighoorhood improvement as
sociation - although even in such a 
restricted field Christians may create 
resenhnent by insisting on the avoid
ance of means and measures which 
conflict with sound religiOUS and 
moral principles. Common g r ace 
makes some cooperation of a limited 
nature with non-Christians possible. 
Respect for religion, sense of decency, 
and "some regard for virtue and for 
good outward behavior" (Canons of 
Dort, Ch. III-IV, Article 4 ) on the 
part of the unregenerate make such 

limited cooperation a possibility. 
However, in most social. organiza

tions important issues will arise which 
reveal irreconcilability of viewpoint 
between Christians and non-Chris
tians. That is particularly true of 
organizations which concern them
selves with the most fundamental 
needs and relationships of men, as 

for example labor unions. AJ; a rule 
cooperation in this and many other 
so-called neutral organizations is pos
sible only at the cost of a surrender 
or denial of Christian principles and 
convictions. 

THE ANTITHESIS IN POLITICS 

In the political field the division, 
the antithesis, between believers and 
unbelievers is often ignored or forgot
ten. That is true especially in our 
country where the line between faith 
and unbelief is not so sharply drawn 
as in many other lands. Moreover, 
in the United States only the two 
leading political parties seem to have 
any chance of success at the polls, at 
least as far as federal and state issues 
are concerned. Nevertheless, there 
are great political issues in which con
sistent Christians and non-Christians 
are bound to differ, as for example 
the question whether the federal 
government should subsidize and 
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ultimately control our public school 
system. One urgent need today is 
a first class Christian magazine, with 
nation-wide coverage, which is de
voted exclusively to the discussion 
of fundamental political issues in the 
light of the Word of God. We may 
well pray for the realization of this 
ideal. 

Meanwhile all Christians, especially 
tho s e of Calvinistic convictions, 

should participate in matters pertain
ing to rural and municipal govern
ment. They should not be satisfied 
with merely casting their ballots on 
every election day but should en
deavor to become a force to be 
reckoned with by politicians. But 
that requires organization. However, 
before we can ever have separate, 
successful Christian political organ
izations on a local level we shall have 
to engage in more general and persis
tent study of political problems as 
they affect local areas, especially our 
municipalities. It is tragic that in 
many of OUT smaller and medium-size 
cities Christians of orthodox convic
tions make their influence count for 
so little. Have we no zeal for civic 
righteousness, for clean politics, for 
the glorification of Christ our King 
in the life of the nation? Shame on us 
if we fail to be the salt of the earth, 
collectively as well as individually, 
and to let the light of God's revelation 
shine on the problems of the day that 
can be understood and solved only 
in that light. 

THE ANTITHESIS IN THE 

FINE ARTS 

The antithesis must come to the 
fore also in the fields of literature. 
art, and music. While in former 
centuries the fine arts were domin
ated by the spirit of Christianity, they 
are today controlled by the spirit of 
secularism and revolt against Chris
tian standards and Christian prin
ciples. Some modern writers grovel 
in the gutters of profanity, immoral
ity, and mockery of religion and the 
church. 

Much of modern art spurns the 
standards of real beauty and revels 
in the ugly splashes of paint that 
portray nothing, say nothing, and 
mean nothing except to the artist 

himself as the arbitrary, fitful e.-q>res
sian of the feverish impulses of a 
mind at war with itseU. 

The same trend is noticeable in 

some of the music of our day. We shall 
not attempt to characterize the pop
ular music which many people pre
tend to enjoy. We find it hard to 
believe that it really pleases them 
unless their taste for beauty and 
hannony is perverted to such an 

extent that they actually relish sounds 
that are discordant and harsh. 

THE PAnERN OF THE PRIMITIVE 

Is all this a sign that our civilization 
is decaying, that men are turning 
away from the refinements of a 
former age and reverting to standards 
that prevail among savages and primi
tive peoples? 

Some students of Hterature take 
pride in imitating authors who spurn 
all rules wbose observance is essen
tial to good writing, and take delight 
in crudities that once were regarded 
as the earmarks of ignorance. Or they 
use language as a means to conceal 
their thoughts so that no one but them
selves can understand what they say, 

The same trend is found today in 
painting. The hideous distortions in 

color which are called art are no 
better than the crude pictures of 
chiJdren or the blotches of color made 
by the ape shown not too long ago 
on a well known television show. 
Recently a South American artist 
was featured on a popular television 
panel whose pictures shown to the 
audience were made by gobs of paint 
flun g against a revolving wheel. A few 
weeks later on that same program a 
teacher of music in one of New York's 
music schools entertained the viewers 
with an original "composition" per_ 

fanned on a bath-tub, a steaming 
kettle, a toy whistle, a water pitcher. 
a sprinkling can, and similar instru
ments. This teacher defined music 
as being simply sound. Perhaps he 
would denominate also the yelping of 
dogs and the clatter of bre.1.king dishes 
as music. 

We realize that such extreme ex
amples of art and music are not fair 
samples of what is deemed modern 
in these fields. Nevertheless, they 
indic..'1 te a certain trend, a tendency 



to revert to the primitive and to 

imitate not the best but the worst 
of what is found in heathen society. 

Such a reversion to the pattern of 
the primitive poses a threat to the 
church. Much of the religious musie 
of our day is an offense to good 
taste and defiles the house of God. 
Many hymns express cheap sentiment 

and in some instances are bald imita
tions of the music of the dance hall 
and the night club. 

What can we do to oppose this 
trend? We shall have to depend 
chiefly on our Christian teachers to 

instill in our children a love for true 
art and good music. Experience 
proves that children can learn to ap

preciate the best in music. Teachers, 
we depend on you to keep the mu
sical standards of the church highl 
Our ministers too should have some 
instruction, while still in college, in 
music appreciation. Happily, many 
of them do take courses in music and 
will doubtless help to raise the mu
sical standards of our people. 

SERMON mE 

MOSES' 

REDEMPTION 

EXODUS 4:24-26, "And it came to 
pass on the way at the lodging 

place, that Jehovah met him, and 
sought to kin him. Then Zipporah 
took a flint, and cut off the foreskin 
of her son, and cast it at his feet, and 
said, Surely, a bridegroom of blood 
art thou to me. So he let him alone. 
T1mn she said, A bridegroom of 
blood art thou, because of the cir
cumcision." 

Here is a text that makes the 
casual reader of the Bible stop, won
der for a moment, and feel he is 
confronted with an insoluble mystery. 
The common reason for not under-
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standing the importance of the events 
of the text usually lies in a failure to 
understand the importance of the 
ordinance of circumcision in God's 
program of revelation unto salvation. 
The context is to be sought in all that 
Scripture reveals con c ern i n g the 
development and fulfilment of the 
covenant of grace. 

The seal of the covenant before 
Christ was circumcision. That was 
God"s specific order. The manner in 
which God operates the covenant is 
exclusively his. The pattern is not man 

workillg through God, but essentially 
God working through man. It is im

portant to sense this distinction. The 
Author of salvation is God alone. His 
grace alone must be glorified. 

In developing the theme: Moses' 
Redemption for Mediatorial Service, 

let us consider its historical set
ting, its covenant basis, and its spirit
ual instruction. 

I. The historical setting of God's 
redemption of Moses here is of a 
very specific nature. Moses had been 
wonderfully called from the deserts 
of Midian, where he had been in 
exile for forty years, to go down to 
Egypt and bring out God's people. 
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He was to redeem Israel. He had 
excuses for not returning to Egypt. 
He cou1d not have forgotten how 
Israel had rejected him forty years 
before. They said then: "Who made 
you a ruler and a judge over us?" 
Moses had been faithful in casting 
his lot with them, rejecting the wealth 
of Egypt to suffer affliction with the 
people of God. But what had that 
readiness to suffer the reproach of 
Christ gained him? Forty years of 
exile in Midian. Poor fellow! Giant 
of faith that he was to become, he 
was also the victim of profound dis-
appointment.  So  God's  command  to 
go  down  to  Egypt  was  met  with  an 
understandable  reluctance,  and  there 
is  an  apparent  readiness  to  leave 
Israel  in  the  land of bondage. 

But  God has a  covenant with  that 
people  a  covenant  whose  sign  and 
seal  was  the  holy  sacrament  of  cir-
cumcision.  Moses  may  offer  excuse, 
and  Israel  may  despair,  but  Israel's 
God  does  not  change.  He  is  ever-
fai thful  and  neverfailing.  Moses' 
arguments are brought to  nought.  He 
goes. 

It  is  interesting  that  Moses  does 
not  give  Jethro  the  real  reason  for 
going down  into Egypt.  He said only 
that  he  was  going  to see if his  breth-
ren were yet alive.  This may  indicate 
his own  lack  of  knowled ge  of  the 
importance of  this business. 

Moses  packed his family  and began 
the  long  journey  to  Egypt.  Then, 
just  before  the  event  recorded  in our 
text,  God sets  forth  to  Moses  that he 
is going  to  bring severe  judgments  on 
Pharaoh.  In  fact,  all the  firstborn 

of  Egypt  will  die.  God  thus  reveals 
to  Moses  that salvation  and  judgment 
belong together.  That same truth will 
be  pinpointed  in  the  redemption  of 
Moses,  as  told  in  our  text.  To  look 
ahead,  we may  say  that  in the  proc-
ess  of  Israel's  salvation,  Egypt's  first-
born  must  die.  But Israel's  firstborn 
must  die,  too.  And  lest God does  not 
at once  slay  all  of  Israel's  firstborn, 
Israel must forever remember the sign 
of  death,  not  only  in  the  Passover 
but  also  in  circumcision.  Only  when 
tho  great  Firstborn  of  Israel  fulfils 
all righteousness will  these ordinances 
be fulfilled . 

Moses  and  his  family  have  bedded 
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down for the night and Moses  became 
fatally  ill.  In  fact,  "Jehovah  sought 
to  kill  him."  Now,  the  text  doesn't 

tell  us  why  Zipporah  at  that moment 
proceeded  to  circumcise  her  son. 
Perhaps  God  told  her  though  this  is 
not  recorded.  It is  also  possible  that 
there  had  been  some  disagreement 
in  past days between  Moses  and Zip-
porah  in  this  mattcr  of  circumcision. 
That  seems  to  be  indicated  by  the 
reluctance  with  which  Zipporah  per

fonns  the  circumcision,  witness  the 
fact  that  she  threw  the  foreskin  at 
Moses'  feet.  in  disgust  repeating  the 
words:  "a  bridegroom  of  blood  art 
thou  to  me,  because  of  the  circum~ 
cision." 

Zipporah's  disgust  with  circumci-
sion as  a holy rite had its  background. 
She  was  a  child  of Abraham's  family 
like  Moses.  However,  she  was  a 
Midianite  born  of  Keh.lrah,  while 
Moses  was  an  Israelite born of  Isaac. 
God  had  been  very  specific  when, 
in  his  covenant  formulation  he  an-
nounced  to  Abraham:  '1n  Isaac  shall 
thy  seed  be  called".  Zipporah  had 
no regard  for the  special privileges of 
Isaac.  To  her  these  were  absurd. 
She  would  say,  '1n  what,  Moses,  are 
you  better than  I? You, an  exile  from 
your  own  people,  and  your  family  a 
measly  lot  of  slaves  down  there  in 
Egypt;  and  you  believe  that  circum-
cision  really  sets  you  apart?  Circum-
cisionl  Man , forget  itl  It's  nonsense." 
And  Moses  had  evidently  been  in-
fluenced  by her  argument.  He seems 
to  have  been  tempted  to  think  like 
Zipporah,  and  to  wonder  what  good 
there  could  be  in  circumcision.  But 
now,  according  to  our  text,  God 

comes  to  him  with  a  refreshercourse 
in  the  basic  lessons  of  Genesis  17. 

He  seeks  to  kill  Moses. 

II .  There  is  a  covenant  basis  for  this 
redemption  of  Moses.  We  spoke  of 
Genesis  17.  There  circumcision  is 

established as God's eternal ordinance 
with  Abraham.  Therc  it  is stated, 
"And  the  uncircumcizcd  male  who  is 
not  circumcized  in  the  flesh  of  his 
foreskin,  that  soul  shall  be cut  off 
from  his  people;  he  Iwth broken my 
covenant."  There  it  becomes  explicit 
that  Sarah shall  have  a  son,  but only 
after  Abraham  is circumcised.  And 

now  some  important observations  are 
in  order.  Sarah's "contention" had al-

ways  been God's  battleground  with 
Abraham.  Instance  only  that  Abra-
ham  had  twice claimed her as "'sister". 
(Did  he  also  suggest  to  himself, -
she  mi ght  as  well  be  only that?) 

Recall  how  Sarah  said  to  Abraham, 
"Here,  take  Hagar,  and  give  me  the 
son  through  her."  As  Pharaoh  and 
Ahimclech werC dead men because of 
Sarai,  Ishmael  rejected,  God  ordains 
that  A braham  shall  be  dead  (as  far 
as  generation  of  the  covenant  seed 
is  conccrned)  until  circumcision  is 
accomplished.  The  command  in  cir-
cumcision  is, "cut off the flesh".  Such 
is  the  sign  forever.  Then  God  will 
work to bring his  covenant  to  realiza-
tion;  life  will  come  forth  from  the 
dead,  and Isaac will  be born. 

And  at  the  moment  of  our  text 
there  are  millions  of  Isaacs  down  in 
Egypt.  They  are  the  promised  seed, 
the  seed  of  circumcision.  Moses  in 

faraway Midian is e a 1 ) e d  to be  the 
mediator  of  this  people.  But his  wife 
had  rejected  the  holy  ordinance  of 
circumcision,  even  that by which  this 
people  had  come into  existence.  And 
Moses  bad  compromised,  But  God 
is  changeless  and  so  are  his  ordi-
nances. Zipporah, your ideas wi ll have 
to  yield!  Moses,  you  are  useless  as 
you  are,  disregarding  circumcision! 
If there  is  no  circumcision  there is  no 
promise.  If there  is  no  cutting  off 
of  the  flesh,  there  is  no salvation. No 
wonder  God  sought  to  kill  Moses. 
And  all  this  was  not only  for  Moses' 
instruction  hut  also  for  oW's.  It is 
no  more  possible  for  Moses  to  per

fonn  his  task  in  Israel  while  disre-
garding circumcision  than  it  is  for  us 
to  be saved  without  the  blood  of 
Jesus.  Moses'  sin  must  be  undone. 

It may be noted here that  the  part 
of  man's  anatomy  which  was  cut  off 
in  circumcision  had  to  do  with the 
generation  of  life.  One  day,  when 
the  tme  Firstborn  of  Israel  will  be 
generated,  God  will  set  aside  not 
just  a  small  part  of  the  natural man; 
he  will  dispense  with  him  altogether 
and by his Spirit generate  the spotless 
Son  of  Abraham  in  the virgin  womb. 
Every  mouth  must  be  stopped  and 
all  boasting  excluded.  "I,  even  I , 



am thy Savior, and beside me there 
is no other. '" 

III. The spiritual instruction which 
this passage offers lies on the surface. 
There are only two a 1t e rn a t i v e s. 
Moses must die or the flesh must be 
cut off in circumcision. Why these 
alternatives, and what does it all 

mean? 
The Scriptures are very plain. The 

basic Jaw of the salvation which God 
gives is that in hmnan nature there 
is only death. Salvation is of Cod 
alone. Moses, called to "redeem'" 

Israel from Egypt, must first be 
redeemed from his error. The deliver-
ance  of  Israel  from  Egypt  is  one  of 
the  great  redemptive  events  of  God's 
Word.  It is  a  picture  of  full  salva-
tion.  But if Israel  is  to  be redeemed, 
nature  must  be  eclipsed,  cut  off, 
manifested  as  dead.  That was  just as 
important  in  Moses'  day,  as  it  was 
for  Abraham  to  be circumcised  to 
generate  Isaac.  Only the Sovereign 

power of God can save. God  saw  to 
it  that  the  redemption  of  Israel  in 
Egypt was literally drenched with the 
manifestations  of  his  power.  Think 

of the nine plagues.  And of the tenth. 
And  of  the Red  Sea passage.  Pharaoh 
must  learn  it  to  his  sorrow,  Moses 
must  learn it to  his  joy that God  only 
can  save.  God's  people  must  remem-

ber this  to  the praise of his power and 
glory  forever. 

So,  Moses,  either  you  must  die  or 
cut  off  the  flesh.  Death  or  circum-
cisionl  But  the  apparent alternative 
isn't  a  real one.  In God's  book  there 

is  no  difference  between  death  and 
cutting  off  the  flesh.  Circumcision 
is  God's  own  sign  of  death.  Circum-
cision  is  the  beginning  of  the  death 
that  will  be concluded  only  on  Cal-
vary. 

Abraham  believed  this  too.  He 
confessed  by  his  own  circumcision 
that he was  undone;  that God  would 
and  could  give  life  to  the  dead.  He 
continued  to  believe  that  even  when 
Cod  told  him to  sacrifice his  one and 
only  son.  He  believed  that Cod  was 
able  even  to  raise  him  up  again 
(Hebrews  11:19).  Abraham  h ad 
learned  well  the  lesson  of  faith.  And 
now,  just  at  this  juncture  in  Israel's 
history,  that  lesson  must  be  repeated. 

Moses,  the  flesh  must  gal  Isaac 
was  not  spared  on  Moriah  because 
he  was  too  good;  he  was  rejected 
because  he was  not  a  sufficient sacri-
fice.  God  rescinded  the  order  to 
Abraham,  but  in  heaven  the  order 
was  not  rescinded.  Later,  Abraham's 

great Son  will  be brought  to  another 
hill  by  his  Father,  and  the  sacrifice 
will  be  perfected.  The  flesh,  at  its 
very  best, must be cut  off. 

Yes,  Moses,  Egypt's  firstborn  must 
die.  But  so  must  Israel's.  All Israel's 
firstborn.  And  if  they  die  not,  they 
must  bear  the  sign  of  death  in  their 
flesh forever, until the blood of Christ 
be  shed.  No  circumcision,  no  death; 
no  death,  no  Mediator. 

Paul  clarifies  all  this  even  more 
when  he says,  'We had  the  sentence 
of  death  in  ourselves  that  we  should 
not  trust  in  ourselves,  but  in  God 

who raiseth the dead"  (II Corinthians 
1,9). 

Christian,  this  is  for  you  and  me. 
We  have  that  old  inclination  to  turn 

away  from  the  bloody  sacrifice.  We 
are  like  Zipporah;  and  too  often  we 
compromise,  like Moses.  God's Word 
is  clear.  We have  a  Bridegroom  and 
we  can  have  him  in  only  one  way. 

To Societies! 
The  Bible  lessons  for  the 

19606 1  season  w ill  be  on  THE 

BOOK  OF  AMOS.  These will  be 

DIFFERENT  in  content  from  all 

lessons  of  former  years  and  will 

deal  with  such  important,  timely 

subiects  as  Divine  Judgments; 

Social  Justice;  Formalism  in  Wor-

ship;  Luxurious  Living;  Promises 

to the  Penitent. 

We are also pleased to be able 

to  announce  that  Rev .  Hen ry 

Vander Kam,  who has completed 

hi s  lessons on The Sermon on the 
Mount,  and  has  shown  that  he 

is  able  to  write  thorough  but 

easily  understood  lessons,  has 

agreed to write on Amos. 

Societies, decide  now that you 

wi ll  study  AMOS  next  year,  the 

lord willing.  Managing  Editor 

He is  the  Bridegroom  of  blood.  We 
must  look  at  our  Bridegroom  nailed 
to  the  cross.  Not  in  disgust,  but  in 
wonder,  love,  and  praise.  There  our 
best  energy,  our prized  strength,  our 
selfwill,  our  flesh  is  crucified. 

Thanks  be to  God  for  his  immeas-
urable  love,  and  for  the  glory  of 
his  power;  that  he  has  cleansed  us 
from  all  sin  and adorned us  with the 
perfect  obedience  of  Christ.  Lord, 
do  not slay  me,  as  Thou  wert  ready 
to  slay  Mosesl  I  accept  the  circum-
cision.  I  accept the blood.  My Savior 
took  my  place.  And  now  I  will bow 
down  to  hear  thy  Word.  I will 
rejoice  in  the  salvation  freely  given. 
I  believe  also what thy Word  says  to 
me:  'ln  him ye  are  made  full,  who 
is  the  head  of  all  principality  and 
power:  in  whom  ye  were  also  cir-
cumcised  with a  circumcision  not 
made  with  hands,  in  the  putting  off 
of  the  body  of  the  flesh,  in  the  cir-
cumcision  of  Christ;  having  been 
buried  with him  in  baptism,  wherein 
ye were  also  raised with him  through 
faith  in  the  working  of  God,  who 
raised him from  the dead"  (Colossians 
2,1012). 

PRAY  IT  AWAY!  

SIMON  C.  WALBURG  

When days are dark and gloom 

spreads far, 

When night is void of moon or star, 

When sin-bom sorrows aU things mar, 
Pray it away/ 

When heart-aches gnaw with numb. 

ing pa in ~ 

When comfort seems a thing inane, 

When life seems empty-handed, vain, 

Pray it away/ 

When fever's fiery fingers burn, 

When loved ones moan and groan 
and tum, 

When Death seeks aU our joys to 

spurn, 

Pray it away/ 

When life is ebbing low and fast, 
When the soul is going home at last, 

When hope seems dead  don't stand 

aghast, 
Pray it away/ 

T , I. 



Some Synodical Decisions and Discussions  

I
N WHAT follows we present to 
our readers some of the most im

portant decisions taken by the Synod 
of the Christian Reformed Church 
and a summary of the discussions. 
In many instances literal quotations 
arc given of the remarks made by the 

delegates. For various reasons we 
could not quote all the delegates. We 
are sure, however, that what is pre
sented will give the reader a fairly 
accurate picture of the course of the 
discussion. 

Synod convened on Wednesday, 

June B. The officers elected were : 
Rev. T. C. Van Kooten, President; 
Rev. Dr. W. Rutgers, Vice-president. 

Rev. Ceorge Gritter, Secretary; Rev. 
William Brink, Assistant Secretary. 

We report only some of the deci
sions and discussions at Synod - those 
that in our opinion touch on or are 

related to matters basic and principial 
or which, though they concern in

dividuals, are of general interest. 

Bible Infallibility 
Our first report deals with matters 

pertaining to the inspiration and in
fa1Jibility of the Scriptures. The study 
committee appointed last year re

ported that it plans to report to Synod 
in 1961. This is in accordance with 
the rule that synodical study com

mittees ordinarily have two years for 
study and the preparation of their 
report. 

As our readers may know, certain 
Classes had presented overtures to 
Synod in connection with what the 

TORCH and TRUMPET. Julv-AuClusl 1960 

Synod of 1959 had decided on Scrip
tural infallibility, particularly the fol
lowing decision: "'Synod declares that 
it is inconsonant with the creeds to 
declare or suggest that there is an 
area of Scripture in which it is allow
able to posit the possibility of actual 
historical inaccuracies (cf. Artic1e V, 
Belgic Confession, 'believing without 
doubt all things contained therein')." 

Synod sustained the pro t es t of 
Classis Chicago South that Synod had 
not answered the 1959 overture of 
Classis Chicago South in which Synod 
was asked not to take action on the 
subject of inspiration. The Advisory 
Committee (reporter Rev. E. H. 
Oostendorp) advised synod to declare 
that "'although the overture asked 
Synod 'not to do what Synod had 
not yet decided to do'. this was 
Classis' right since every Classis has 
the privilege of urging Synod not to 

take action on certain matters, just 
as well as it has the right to urge 
Synod to approve of specific issues." 
In this case three overtures (Nos. 
15,28,35) from as many Classes were 
asking the adoption of a synodical 
declaration regarding the inspiration 
of Scripture, and Classis Chicago 
South was entitled to register its re
action to these overtures. 

We report on this matter though 
it is not of special importance. The 
recommendation to approve the pro
test was adopted after a rather brief 
discussion. 

Three other overtures were of much 
greater import. They were designed 
to persuade Synod to virtually set 

aside the decision of last year about 
the historical accuracy of Scripture 
to the extent of asking the present 
Study Committee on inspiration to 
pass judgment on that decision. These 
two overtures came from Canadian 
Classes: Alberta North. Alberta South, 
and Chatham. Only one of these is 
found in the printed Agenda (Classis 
Alberta South) and reads as follows 
(abbreviated)! "Classis Alberta South 
protests to the Synod of 1960 the 
action of the Synod of 1959 in making 
a doctrinal decision in the interpre
tation of Article V of the Belgic Con
fession ... without first having con
sulted the churches and requests that 
this doctrinal deliverance be co m m it ~ 

ted for study to the study committee 
appointed in 1959. Grounds: (a) 
This decision violates the principle 
expressed in Article 30 of the Church 
Ordcc; (b) the interpretation of Arti

cle V of the Belgic Confession should 
be one of the main subjects of study 
both for the churches and for the 
synodical study committee ...; (c) 
... the Synod gave an interpretation 

of the creed in which a highly con
troversial issue, being debated not 
only ill the faculty of the Seminary, 
but also in the bosom of the church. 
was decided by an immediate and 
binding pronouncement." 

TIle recommendation of the Advi
sory Committee was "not to sustain 

this and the other similar protests, 

and that on the fonowing grounds: 
n. This action was not a violation of 
Church Order Article 30 since this 
was a matter which pertains to the 



__ 

churches of Synod in com man 

( namely, a doctrinal difference in the 

Seminary). Moreover, the matter on 

which Synod declared itseU was be-
fore  the minor assemblies  in the  form 

of  severnl  overtures  to  Synod  Nos. 

15,  28,  35,  48.  The  appeal  to  the 
provision  of the new Church Order of 

De GerefoN1leerde Kerken, although 

suggestive,  has  no  direct  bearing  on 

the  policy  of  our  Church.  On  the 

other  hand,  thcre  are  many  prece-
dents  for  making  such  doctrinal  pro-

nouncements in a very similar manner, 
cf.  Synods  of  1922,  1924,  1937.  b . 

The  quotation:  'the conviction  of  the 

church  on  such  a  crucial  point  of 

do c t r i n e  should  Dot  be  decided. 
hastily'  (Acts 1959,  Art.  139,  C,  7,  b, 

[31 ,  [aJ)  does  not  refer  specifically 
to  the  declaration  under  considera-

tion, but to  the decision  to  "withhold 

further  judgment  whether  or  not  at 

this  point  the  view  expressed  by 

President  Kromminga  is  consistent 
with  the  creeds,  and  commit  this 

matter  to  a  thorough  study."  Hence 

this  is  not  a  valid  ground  for  this 

protest.  c.  The  appointment  of  a 

study  committee  docs  not  involve  a 
contradiction of the declaration  under 

question,  since  there  are  many  areas 

that need  further  elucidation,  and  the 
mandate  of  the  committee  is  by  no 

means  limited  to  the  single  point 

made  in  the  declaration.  The  ap-
pointment of  the  committee  was  also 

occasioned  by  the  Report  of  the 

Board  of  Trustees  and  the  recom-
mendation  of  the  Seminary  Faculty." 

The  recommendation  of  the  Advi-

sory  Committee  concerning  the  re-
quest  of  Classis  Chatham  "'to pro-

nounce  that  the  declaration  in 

question  be  understood  not as  defini-
tive and binding at this time, but open 

for  further  consideration  and  study, 
by  the  study  Commi ttee"  was  that 

Synod should flot accede to this re

quest. The  ground  in  suhstance  was 

that  "Synod  clearly  intended  its  de-

cision  to  be of a piece with all  synodi-

cal  decisions  adopted  by  majority 

vote, and considered 'scttled and bind-
ing'  and  Synod  acted  accordingly  in 

its  disposition  of  the  concrete  case 

before  it." 

Now  the  interesting  and  lengthy 

discussion  which  fo llowed. 

Rev.  R Rienstra  said  he  did  not 

intend  to  make  a  long  specch  but 
he wanted  to  know about  the proper 

interpretation  of  Article  30  of  the 

Church  Order  and  who  should  give 
that  interpretation. 

The  Reporter,  Rcv.  E.  H.  Oosten-
dorp,  replied  as  follows:  Article  30 

has  two  parts.  The  point  that  is 

especially  relevant  is  the  statement 
that  in  major  assemblies  only  such 

matters  shall  be  dealt  with  as  could 

not  be  finished  in  minor  assemblies, 
or such as perlain to the churches of 

the major assembly in cvmmon. This 

safeguards  the  rights  of  both  minor 
and  major  assemblies.  Now,  this was 

not  a  matter  of  minor  assemblies.  It 

was brought to the attention of Synod 

because of  the  difficulty  in  our  Sem-
inary.  It concerned  a  minor  sub-

point  in  eight  d  ec larations  in 
connection  with a  protest of Dr. Prof. 

Wyngaarden against President ICrom-

minga.  This  matter,  though not taken 

by  Synod  from  a  minor  assembly, 
pertained  to  the churches  in  common. 

Now,  one  may  say  that  the  minor 

assemblies  should  first  have  had  the 

opporhmity  to  express  themselves. 
But  the  fact  is  that  the  matter  was 

not taken  up before  the minor  assem-

blies  had  been  able  to  speak  on  it. 

( There  is  a  reference here to  the fact 
that  several  Classes  had  se nt 

overtures  to  the  1959  Synod  pertain-

ing  to  the  infallibility  issue  K.) 

The  Heport e r  continued:  The 
Classis  appeals  to  a  new  article  in 

the  Church Order  of  the  Netherlands 

which  says  that no  decisions  shall  be 
taken  in  important  matters  unless 

they  have  first  been  referred  to  the 

minor  assemblies.  But  we  fecI  as  a 

Committee,  first,  that  that  Church 
Order  is  not  the  Order  of  our 

churches;  second,  that  it  is  open  to 

question  what  that  article  intends  to 

say.  I t  pertains  only  to  such  impor-
tant  matters  as  the  determination  of 

the creed,  the  acceptance of  an  order 

of  worship,  and  of  a  book  of  praise. 

That  article  says  nothing  about  an 

interpretation of  the  creed.  Our 

synods  in  the  past  havc  not  consid-
ered  it  a  violation  to  take  such  deci-

sions.  (Synods of 1922,  '24, and '37 are 
mentioned. )  Synod,  as  the  represen-

tative  of  a U  the  churches,  has  the 

-..........  

right  to  make such  pronouncements. 
H.ev.  J.  Hoogland  said  he  remem-

bered  very  distinct1y  that  when  the 

Jannssen  matter  was  adjudicated  in 

1922 a committee of investigation had 

been  appointed  beforehand  (Speaker 
mentioned  the  names  of  the  mem-
bers).  They  were  divided  four 

against  three.  That  Committee  had 

worked  hvo years. Therefore he could 
not  see  how  anyone could  say  what 

the  reporter  had  just said.  As  to  the 

Synod of 1924  (Common Grace issue ), 
Rev.  Van  Baa len had  previously  gone 

to  Classis  Grand  Rapids  West  with 

his  complaints.  Speaker  then  asked: 
Is  this  historically accurate? 

The  Reporter  replied:  That  is  his-

torically  accurate  in  so  far  that  a 

committee  had  been  appointed  for 
investigation.  Yet when  Synod  spoke 

it  did  not  refer  its  decisions  baek  to 
the  Classes  for  discussion. 

Rev.  Tymen  Hofman  (Classis  AJ
berta South )  then made a  long speech 

and said in substance:  Classis  Alberta 

South  does  not  say  that  it  is  not  the 
right of  the  Synod  to  make  doctrinal 

pronouncements.  That is  not only  its 

right  but  its  duty.  We  don't  Wllnt  to 
do  anything  to  take  that  away.  We 

don't  say  that  the action  of  1959  was 

contrary  to  the  Church  Order.  But 
it violated  the principle and  the  spirit 

of  the  Church  Order.  It was  done 

w it h 0 u t  consultation  with  the 
Classes  and  without a  study  commit-

tee.  And  it  was  not  a  minor  matter. 

We  wish  to  take  things  seriously  but 
we also  want things  to  be formulated 

seriously.  The  whole  procedure  has 

violatcd  the  spirit  of  the  Church 
Order.  No  deliberative  body  below 

Synod  had  come  to  grips  with  the 

infallibility  question.  There  was  no 

chance to  discuss  the material  aspects 
of  the  matter.  This  statement  about 

there  being  no  historical  inaccuracies 

in  Scripture  is  ambiguous;  it  can  be 
intcrpreted  in  different  ways.  If you 

let  me  interpret  it  in  my  own  way  I 

can  agrec  with  it.  It is  opcn  to 

misinterprctation  or  a  dual  interpre-
tation. 

Rev.  A.  B.  C.  I'lofland,  also  from 

Canada,  took  the same position  as  the 

fanner  speaker.  He  said  we  must 
always  ask  what the  underlying  prio+ 

ciplc of the Church Order is.  Tt deals 

..." .. u......  •  r  .. 



with the limited authority of major 
assemblies. That quotation from the 
new Church Order of the Netherlands 
is not just suggestive but expresses 
genuine Reformed Church Polity. I 
want to stress the fact that the action 
of the Synod of 1959 was in conflict 
with the underlying principle of Arti

cle 30 of the Church Order. 
Prof. M. Monsma: I am adviser 

to this Committee and am personally 
convinced that the brethren who have 
appealed to Article 59 of the Church 
Order of the Gereformeerde Kerken in 
the Netherlands have misunderstood 
it. (The speaker reads the article.) 
What the article says so far pertains 
to the formulation of the creed, the 
acceptance of a praise book, etc, And 
then we read that the General Synod 
shall with a view to these matters 
make no definite decisions without 
giving the minor assemblies the op
portunity to consider them. There 
is nothing here to the effect that if 
a doctrinal statement is made by the 
Synod regarding a protest, that then 
the matter must first be referred to 
a minor assembly. At the Synod of 
DOlt (at which the Five Canons of 
Dart were adopted ) and in the case 
Netelenbos (a few decades ago this 
minister denied the historical char
acter of the story of the Fall in 
Cenesis 3-K ), did they then post
pone action till the churches had been 
consulted? No, they went right ahead. 
The Synod of 1959 did not make all 
kinds of doctrinal pronouncements. 
But when that Synod felt it had 
enough light on the matter concerned 
they had the right to make a pro
nOWlcement. 

Prof. H. Dekker: I want to pursue 
somewhat the matter of the first 
groWld of the report of the Advisory 
Committee, namely, that the matter 
on which the Synod declared itseH 
(no "historical inaccuracies" in Scrip
ture - K) was before the minor as
semblies in the form of several over
tures to Synod. Those overtures did 
not deal with that material but with 
the article in the Chimes, etc. This 
ground is a fallacious one. 

Rev. J. Hoogland: I wish we could 
get out of this in another way. Per
sonally I would be satisfied if we 
would give the Study Committee the 
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mandate to study that pronoWlcement 
of 1959. 

A delegate from Classis Rocky 
Mountain whose name we did not 
know, though later we gathered that 
it was Rev. R. B. Vermeer, stated 
that this classis did ask Synod to 
reaffirm the position of the creed 
on the subject of Scriptural infalli
bility. That very thing, said the 
Speaker, was in the mind of Classis 
Rocky Mountain. This, he continued, 
referring to the decision in regard to 
the historical accuracy of Scripture, 
was the answer. It was an interpre
tation of our Belgic Confession and 
helped to satisfy the demand in the 
church for a statement. (That over
ture read as follows: "Classis Rocky 
Mountain overtures Synod to reaffirm 
the historic position. of the Reformed 
Churches in regard to the infallibility 
of the Word of God as expressed in 

the writings of the Reformed theolo
gians, in the creeds of the Church, 
and by the Synod of the Christioo. 
Reformed Church." Three "grounds" 
were given: "(a) the historic position 
of the infallibility of Scripture has 
been questioned by a recent student 
publication in the Seminary and Col
lege; (b) this has occasioned serious 
concern by the Church; (c) this con
cerns a vital and basic tenet of our 
faith." - K) 

One of the ministers whose name 
we did not know at the time and 
whose remarks we did not hear 
clearly stated that he did not agree 
with Prof. Monsma's interpretation of 
Article 59 of the Church Order of 
the Netherlands. Prof. Monsma re
plied that the brother had misunder
stood him. He had said that Article 
59 says that in certain specific things 
the General Synod must first recog
nize the minor assemblies. 

Rev. K. Hart: It seems that this 

has to do with the formal aspect of 
the matter only. But one would get 
the impression that we are consider
ing the material aspects of the ques
tion. This is not an opportunity to get 
rid of the decision of 1959. I was at 
that Synod and disagreed with that 
doctrinal statement. I fought against 
its adoption. But the Synod of 1959 
said: We need this, we are ready for 
this. When the Synod says that, we 

should be very careful to say now: 
Synod did not have that right. Now 
I say: It is valid, even though I don't 
agree with it. 

Rev. William Brink: It is stated 
here that this matter was before the 
Classes. But the matter of this deci
sion was not before the Classes . 
There were two overtures requesting 
Synod not to make such a declaration 
(Spea k er quotes one of them ). 
Classis Chicago South was afraid of 
such a thing as Synod did and Classis 
Holland asked Synod to refrain from 
hasty pronouncements. Now these 
overtures say that Synod did that 
which those overtures asked Synod 
not to do. This statement is an 
extra-creedal explanation, not just an 
adjudication. 

Prof. A. A. Hoekema: At the Synod 
of 1959 I spoke against the adoption 
of the statement because it might 
lead us into difficulties. However, 
Synod did adopt it and we are bound 
by it. We should be very careful 
about rescinding a Synodical decision. 
I teach Reformed Dogmatics at our 
Seminary and I have difficulty with 

this statement (concerning the his
torical accuracy of Scripture - K). 
This statement does not tell us 
whether it applies to the autographa 
or to the text which we have. That 
certainly should be spelled out. As 
to the overture of Classis Rocky 
Mountain, it mentions our Reformed 
theologians. One of these is Dr. 
H. Bavinck. Let me quote one sen
tence from his Gereformeerde Dog

matiek. I am giv in g my own 
translation. (The Speaker then quoted 
a sentence from vol. I, p. 474, third 
edition, reading as follows [translation 
mine but we quote also the preceding 
sentence]: "Nevertheless, the entire 
manner in which history is written in 

Holy Scripture witnesses that it fol
lows its own course and has its own 
design. It does not give us in the 
determination of place and time, in 
the order of events, in the grouping 
of circumstances that exactness which 
we often would wish." In another 
place [next issueJ we shall make 
clear that Prof. Hoekema has mis
interpreted this sentence. - K.) T ask 
myself that when Synod said there 
are no historical inaccuracies in Scrip-
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ture, did it want to say that Bavinck 

was wrong? If Dot, what did Synod 

want to say? 
At this point severa l of the 

delegates protested that the Speaker 

was out of order because he was dis· 
cussing the doctrinal aspect of the 

matter. The chairman so ruled. 
In reply to a question by Rev. A. 

B. C. Hofland, the Reporter made 
the remark that the protests should 

have been made against the decisions 

of the Ecumenical Synod as adopted 
by the Synod of 1959, and that the 

Study Committec is bound also by 
those decisions. Then n ev. Hofland 

said: I have no objection that in the 

case of protests Synod gives an an· 

swer from the creeds. But this was 
a declaration on a crucial point of 
doctrine. Some say: this is an inter

pretation of thc creed. But every 

declaration of a Synod is an inter· 

prctation of the creed. I may have 

no objection against the interpretation 
but I do have against the formal side 

of it. I am thinking of the principles 
of Church PoUty. We must not refer 

things to committees but to our 

churches. These two Classes are not 

fighting against the contents of that 
decision. The churches in the Nether

lands learned something about adopt

ing binding declarations; they have 
suffered because of them. 

At this moment a motion was made 

to vote on the recommendation but 

not on the ground. The rcsult was a 
hassle about technicalities. Some one 

else suggested to votc on the groWlds 
before voting on thc recommendation. 

The result: more confusion. There 

was also a motion to vote on the 
recommendation and the first ground 

only. All these suggestions met with 
disfavor but much time was COD

sumed in discussing them pro and 
con. 

TIle following day Rev. N. Veltman 

was making a speech while we were 

coming in. The substance of it was 
that the Synod of 1959 had acted in 

haste and that therefore its decision 

should be rcferred to thc Study Com

mittee which was appointed last year 
and will report in 1961. 

I n his reply the Reporter, Rev. E. 

Oostendorp, contended that the man

datc given that Committee to study 

the subject of Bible infallibility did 
not conflict with the decision that 

there are no historical inaccuracies in 

the Bible; that there were many other 

aspects of the subject of infallibility 
which deserved special study and 

that these had been spelled out by 
the 1959 Synod in circumscribing the 
task of that Committee. 

Rev. C. W. Flietstra: Prof. Monsma 

spoke about the Article 59 of the 

Netherlands. We want to make a 
declaration about Article V of our 

Confession; but that same article of 

the Church Order in the Netherlands 

also mentions the adoption of a 
Church Order as having to be re

ferred back to the churches. We have 

spent four or five years drawing up 
a new Church Order; but a declara

tion concerning the Bclgic Confession 

can be spelled out in a fcw days. 
Rev. Guillaume said he was amazed 

at the hastiness of Synod. Are we in 

such a hurry that we can't engage in 

honest discussion with our sister 
churches? We have already accepted 

the decisions of the Ecumenical 
Synod on Infallibility. Last night I 

read thc communication from the 

Protestant Reformed Churches. It 

concerns the declarations of 1924 on 
conunon grace. There I read: the 

term common grace should not be 

determined by ecclesiastical decisions 
that go beyond the creed. 1 agree 

with Rev. Veltman that hasts makes 

waste. 

Reporter Oostendorp: We as a 
Conunittee have decided to ask Synod 

to recommit this matter to our Com

mittee. Very Ukely we shall be able 

to come with some suggestions which 

might give some guidance. 

Rev. W. Brink spoke against this 

suggestion on the ground that to 
recommit at this time would be to 
nullify the discussion which has just 

been held. 

Prof. Ralph Stob: I am not im
pressed as somc are with the hastc 

of 1959. But to recommit now has all 
the earmarks of haste. 

Rev. Bartel N. Huizenga: We must 

act very wiscly in this matter. If we 

do not try to reformulate, to givc 

satisfactory answers, and to give as
surance to our denomination in this 

matter, we are not acting wisely. 

There are two important matters with 

which we have to deal: the appeal of 
these Classes and the statement of 

Synod made last year. We can't brush 

these aside. This will take a lot of 

study. (Note: Rev. Huizenga spoke 
as one of the members of the Advi· 

sory Committee. - K ) 

Rev. George Gritter, Synod's Secre

tary: There are a number of speakers 
on this list who have not had a chance 

to speak. My name happens to be on 

this list. The discussion has been a 

bit onesided from my point of view. 
We should be permitted to speak. 

Then perhaps it may be all right to 

recommit. 

Some one whose name we did not 
understand when it was mentioned 

stated that he was concerned about 

the influence which these protests, 
jf adopted, would have on the peace 

of the church. 

A motion was made to recommit 

the matter to the Advisory Commit
tee. This was adopted after some dis
cussion. 

Notes by H .j.K. 

At a later session the Advisory 
Committee presented its rev i sed 

recommendations. 

TIIC Advisory Committee now rec· 
ommends that "'Synod do not accede 

to the protests of Classes Alberta 

South and Chatham. Grounds: (a) 
Article 30 of the Church Order has 

not been violated; ( b ) The doctrinal 

declaration ... is intended as an in· 
terpretative statement of our Creed 

in the adjudication of an appeal; (c) 

The declaration of Synod 1959 .. . • 

'the conviction of the church on such 

a crucial point of doctrine should 

not be decided hastily' has no direct 
reference to the decision ... against 

which protest is made; (d ) the Study 

Committee appointed to study In
spiration and Infal)jbility has not 

expressed difficulty for the lack of 
specific inclusion of this declaration 

in their mandate; ... e. Until proved 
wrong the declaration of Synod 1959 

has the same validity as do all other 
similar rulings". 

Rev. Tymen Hofman of Calgary 

asked for the floor to defcnd thc 

overture of his Classis. He registered 
disappointment with the rccom-
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men dation of the committee since it 

had failed to find a common ground 
in the mind of the Synod, but bad 

rather further re-trenched its original 

position and that with great finality. 

With this he addressed himself to 
each of the grounds. He said : Al

berta South did not say that Article 
30 had been violated but that the 

principle in it - viz., tltat each assem

bly has its own rights had not come 

to its own. He further accused the 
committee of not affirming its former 

first ground because it had lost its 

validity. (Parenthetically it may be 

stated that the reporter refuted this 
by saying that their former reasoning 

still was sound but had been boiled 
down to a shorter statement. The 

Committee had held in the first 
instance that since this was a matter 

(namely, a doctrinal difference in 

the Seminary) which pertains to the 

churches of Synod in common, the 

Synod's declaration was not a viola
tion of Article 30, C.O.) 

Against the second ground Mr. 

Hofman said that he was not willing 
to settJe for the principle that we 

must always adjudicate a case by 
an expository statement on the Creeds. 

(To this Prof. Woudstra later replied 
tbat the only way a Synod could 

answer a matter without repeating the 
creed verbatim [and interprcting the 

words of the Creed was the issue] 

was to give in its own words the 
meaning of the Creed on a given 
matter. ) 

Concerning the third ground Rev. 
Hofman said that this was one of 

the most specious arguments on the 

page, for Synod says that on such a 
crucial point of doctrine no hasty 

decision should be made, and then it 

proceeds to give a verdict forthwith 

... To this we object. (This was also 

answered later by the reporter who 

said that the declaration of Synod 
1959 concerning a crucial point of doc

trine had reference to the decision to 

"withhold further judgment whether 
or not at this point the view ex

pressed by President lCromminga is 

consistent with the creeds, and com

mit this matter to a thorough study.") 
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In regard to the fourth ground 

(point d above ) Rev. Hofman won

dered whether the Advisory Commit
tee had actually talked to the Study 

Committee on inspiration and infalli
bility, since he had received a differ
ent i mpr ession from one of its 

members. The speaker was willing 

to grant that ground five (point e 
above) might be correct in itself but, 

said he, "that is not a ground against 

the protest of Alberta South." 

Point 2 of the Advisory Commit
tee's report read as follows: "Al

though Synod has not sustained these 

protests in view of the fact that these 

appeals also contain specific requests 
that this declaration be 'open for 

further consideration and stu d y', 

your a d vis 0 r y committee recom

mends: 'Synod declare that it is the 

right of the churches and any ecclesi

astical committee to study and test 

in the light of Scripture all creedal 
statements and synodical declara

tions:" Rev. Hofman said: This is 

the Committee's way to try to appease 

us. The Committee says nothing that 
we do not know! This does but one 

thing! It but increases the authority 

of the statement of 1959 ... making 

it like that of 1924 ... it does not 
meet the mind of Synod. Therefore, 

we must face the issue very concretely 
and realistically. There is, indeed, 

a real problem ... I have no personal 

problem with the statement of 1959 

· .. no problem with infallibility .... 
I am a simple minister and willing 

to abide by the decisions of Synod ... 
but we protest with utmost vigor 

against what we are convinced to be 

an infringement upon the churches of 

Jesus Christ . . . . . . . and 
against the trend all too evident ... 

that we expect the top to do every
thing and the bottom to do nothing 

· .. We feel there mllst be a return 

to resJXlllSible action by consistories 

and classes and our protest asks this 
· .. This is a classical conecrn, a 

synodical concern, an ecumenicaJ con
cern ... for this is a violation of C.O. 

Article 30, and we ought to deal 

with it as such. 

The reporter agreed that whether 
Article 30 of C.O. had been violated 

was truly the issue and that his com
mittee was of the opinion that this 

was not the case. 

Rev. W. Brink got up to defend 

the overture of South Alberta and 
that of Chatham, since they wcre a 

protest against the summary treat
ment which had been given to the 

overtures of Classis Chicago South 
and Classis Holland in 1959, asking 

Synod to make no extra-creedal state
ments which shall bind the churches 

and to refrain from hasty pronounce

ments or rash judgments, respectively. 

Speaker contended that the Synod 
of 1959 did the very thing which it 

had been asked not to do, and that 

it had not given the Classes time to 

reflect on these matters. 

Hev. G. Gritter got up to say that 

something ought to be said on the 

other side. He read Article 30 of the 
Church Order and denied that the 

spirit of that article had been violated 
since the matter before Synod had 

not come from the minor assemblies, 

but dealt rather with a matter that 
had arisen in the Seminary, which 

was the concern of all the churches 

and hence rightly a matter of which 
Synod could dispose. In that light 

we must interpret the decision of 

1959 ... History marches onl Synod 
of 1959 judged that in the common 

interest of peace and unity a doctrinal 

statement was needed concerning 

something which had been contested 

. Synod merely reacted to what it 
considered to be an incorrect inter

pretation of the Belgic Confession. 

That was not rash or hasty. 

The Chair opined at this point 
that Article 30 of GO. had been 

sufficiently debated and war ned 

speakers a g a in s t repetition. Prof. 

Woudstra said that he would heed 
the admonition of the Chair, but 

reminded Synod that the two Classes 
protesting were on weak ground since 

it was their responsibility to prove 

that Synod 1959 had made extra
creedal statements, which they had 

not done. Synod itself did not elevate 

this explicatory statement to an extra
creedal character. It is not something 

new. 
Rev. W. D. Buursma sald tlIat he 



was pleased with the remarks of the 
former speaker but did not share his 
conclusions. '1 recall a speech given 
in Chicago that every minister and 
elder ought to subscribe to the state
ment of 1959. I like to ask the 
Reporter, Does the statement of 1959 
have relevance only in adjudicating 
a case or does it also apply to me 
and others?" 

The Reporter responded by saying 
that this statement in question was 
not the only one of a doctrinal nature 
made by Synod of 1959, but that the 
other, which concerned the second 
charge of Dr. Wyngaarden versus 
Dr. Kromminga, had not been ob
jected to. That one had more implica
tions than the one now under dispute. 
In direct answer to Rev. Buursma: 
I would say that 1959 gave an inter
pretation of a legal matter before 
Synod (supreme court) on the basis 
of its constitution (the Confession). 
It is sometimes said that the Church 
made a new law ... but there are 
never two identical instances of vari
ance from the creed ... the decisions 
of Synod are settled and binding un
less proved contrary to Scripture and 
the Church Order ... Synod did not 
out of the blue make a doctrinal or 
creedal declaration ... It took up the 
case of Wyngaarden versus Krom
minga and felt that there was suffi
cient light to settle this case ... What 
they said we aU believe, Rev. Hofman 
being my witness. 

Rev. H. N. Erffmeyer of Chicago 
North said: We must regard the mat
ter in the light of its historical con
text. Chicago North al ~o had an over
ture at the 1959 Synod of the same 
import as that of Chicago South, but 
the particular case of Wyngaarden 
versus Kromminga was not in con
sideration at that time; hence it had 
no difficulty with the statement at 
all. No voice at Classis had made 
auy objection to the controversial 
statement made by the Synod of 1959. 

Rev. R. Opperwall of Racine said: 
H ere at Synod we tend to become 
specialists in ecclesiastical law ... 
we look at things from a legal view
point. But let us put it in the light 

of the Reformed doctrine of the 
Church, i.e., that the Church is not 
a hierarchy, but rather a collection 
of congregations, under the guidance 
of the Holy Spirit (cf. John 16:13 ). 
The Church does not simply mean 
the Synod, but all the people ... I 
would be the very last to deny that 
the statement of 1959 was not given 
by the Holy Spirit, but the Spirit 
speaks to all the churches ... not just 
once here to the Synod ... what are 
we afraid of? Why not entrust this 
thing to the study committee ... for 
a deeper apprehension of the truth? 
Therefore we ought to sustain the 

overtures. 
Rev. N. Velbnan had some difficulty 

with the formal phraseology of the 
recommendation b e for e Synod, 
namely, "Synod do not accede to 
the protest"'. This protest of Alberta 
South is not answered, for the burden 
of the protest is that the doctrinal 
deliverance of 1959 should be de
livered to the Study Committee ap
pointed by the 1959 Synod. In my 
opinion the Advisory Committee does 
not touch that point ... If we can 
get the material of 7-B-2 into the 
hands of the Study Committee many 
of us will be satisfied ... What our 
Church needs is a clear, definitive 
statement on infallibility ... Our peo
ple have to be instructed as to what 
is involved. 

The Reporter replied that since Cl. 
Chatham had spelled out the matter 
more in detail than CI. Chicago South 
the Committee had addressed itself 
to that overture more in particular; 
but, said he, "we cannot undo what 
Synod of 1959 did". 

An elder called for the question, 
which was sustained by the body, and 
the first recommendation of the Advi
sory Committee, not to accede to the 

overtures of Alberta South and 
Chatham was passed. 

Thereupon the Reporter moved the 
second recommendation: "Synod de
clare that it is the right of the 
churches and any ecclesiastical com
mittee to study and test in the light 

of Scripture all creedal statements 
and synodical declarations". 

Prof. R. B. Kuiper asked for the 
Hoor and said: It is highly desir
able to have the Committee study 

the decision of 1959, since it is not 
perfect. At the time I asked the 
question, "Does that statement apply 
to the original manuscript?" and the 
reply was, "Of coursel" 

I did not press the point, since it 
went without saying. But I have dis
covered that for many in the Church 
it does not go without saying. And 
I have also made the amazing dis
covery that there are intelligent peo

ple who are shocked to hear that 
there are inaccuracies in our English 
Bible, as we have it today. Thcy know 
nothing about textual criticism - a 
very necessary discipline. Our peo
ple need to be told that the statement 
of the Synod of 1959 refers only to 
the original manuscripts. Dr. Klooster 
asked then whether the term "in
accuracies" was not a bit inaccurate. 
The Dutch has onnauwkeurigheden. 

What does one mean? Some think 
that the use of round numbers in 

Scripture constitutes an inaccuracy. 
Discrepancies would have been more 
correct, which refers to a contradic
tion. Is there a real discrepancy? 
Certainly notl Now the committee 

is to study these matters. 
After a few more remarks the sec

ond recommendation of the Advisory 
Committee was also passed. 

Notes by H.R.v.T. 

The Position of Our 
Seminary Professors 
at Synod 

Another important matter which 
Synod decided on was the matter 
whether the theological professors, 
particularly the retired theolOgical 
professors, should be permitted to 
continue to serve in an unrestricted 
advisory capacity. At the 1959 Synod 
there was an overture from Classes 
Alberta South requesting that the 
advisory capacity of the emeriti pro
fessors should be limited on the 
ground that the increase of Seminary 
professors had unwarrantedly in
creased the number of men who are 
not delegated to Synod but who 
nevertheless have a permanent voice 
in the deliberations of Synod. The 
two men who were then and were 
now also at this Synod involved in 



this matter are the Emeritus Pres

ident of the Seminary. Rev. R. B. 

Kuiper, and his brother, the emeritus 
professor, Dr. Hennan Kuiper. 

The Synod of 1959 gave two rea

sons for rejecting that overture. 

These were: ( a ) The danger men

tioned by Classis Alberta South is 

not substantiated; (2 ) It is to the 

advantage of Synod to use the wis-

dom of the emeritated professors, 
which has been gained by years of 
experience. 

At this Synod of 1960 two overtures 

asked for reconsideration of the de

cision of 1959 regarding this matter. 

Three other overtures also dealt with 

the same subject, one of them going 

so far as to request that the emeriti 

professors should be  excluded from 

all participation in Synod's business. 
The Advisory Committee, reporting 

through Rev. Raymond Opperwal, 

recommended. firs t,. that S y nod 
should reconsider the decision of 1959 

anent this matter. That recommenda

tion was adopted, after Rev. Clifford 
Vander Ark had remarked: Synod 

has increased in size; so has the num
ber of professors. They have not 

made themselves a nuisance. 

The second recommendation con

cerned the emeriti professors only. 
It offered the following revision of 

the present rule: "'The emeriti pro

fessors shall have a limited advisory 
capacity, their advice to be  given 

upon the request of the chairman of 
the Synod. They shall function as 

advisers to advisory committees upon 
the request of the Synod or an advi

sory committee". Two considerations 

("'grounds") were offered in support 
of this recommendation: "(a) The in

crease in the number of seminary 
professors in the last five years, which 

will ultimately lead to a similar in

crease in emeriti professors, has1  
greatly increased the number of men 

I  who are not delegated but who bave 

a permanent voice at Synod; (b ) 

Emeriti professors are not active 
office-bearers in the church." 

Let us at this point explain that 

this matter is of greater importance 
than may appear at the surface. 

Personalities werc involved in this 
matter, at the 1959 and also the 1960 

Synod. There were a number of 

delegates at the former Synod who 

more or less openly showed their 
impatience when the emeriti pro

fessors spoka on important matters, 
especially the infallibility issue. A 

number of visitors at Synod observed 

manifestations of that impatience and 
expressed disapproval. One of those 

present even predicted that at a fol

lowing Synod "'their wings would be 
clipped." We do Dot say that this 

was the motive behind all the over

tures that dealt with the matter. 
Doubtless, some sincerely believe that 

sometimes the professors speak more 
frequently than is necessary. Others 

perhaps were influenced by the fact 

that at the Ceneral Synods of the 

Reformed Churches in the Nether
lands, only a few of the theological 

professors serve as advisers. Never
theless, we feel that our readers are 

entitled to know something about 

the behind-the-scenes aspect of this 
issue. 

Discussion: 
Dr. W. H . Rutgers; There would 

be little desire on the part of the 

emeriti professors to come to Synod 

if  this should pass. These are men 
with many years of experience; we 

should appreciate their advice. If 

I were such an emeritus professor 
I would feel that I might as well 

stay home if this  is  adopted. 
Rev. Henry Petersen; Does this 

recommendation imply that these men 

would be present here among the 

delegates? May I assume that they 

would be sitting in the regular place? 
Rev. D.  J. Haan; Would this mean 

that the delegates may ask their 
advice and would there first have to 

be a motion to do so? If they were 

once asked to speak on a certain 
matter, would they be permitted to 

speak again on the same subject? 
It seems to me we are quibbling about 

an insignificant matter. We are get
ting more and more Classes and 

delegates. This year we have 120 

delegates; next year there will be 
124. I don't think I have seen one 

emeritus professor bog down the 

works and cause a lot of unnecessary 
discussion. We are forgetting some

thing else ruso. What about the new 
professors? Should we then not make 

a rule about them also? Now we are 

putting age and wisdom on the shelf. 
I think we ought to respect these 

men and vote this down. 
Reporter Opperwal; We don't list 

among our grounds that a particular 

emeritus professor is in the way. 
These grounds appeal to a principle. 
It  is a simple fact that a professor 

is not a delegate. Yet he has a per
manent voice every year. I  think no 

one in our Committee wishes to 

regard our emeriti professors with 
anything elsc than honor . This is 

a matter of principle. 
Rev. A. W. Schaafsma; I go along 

with Dr. Rutgers and Rev. B. J. H aan. 

As  to the grounds, I  should like to see 

the second ground eliminated. It is 

not necessary to be an office-bearer 
in the church to have the right to 

speak at Synod. I  remember reading 
an article in GerefoT1Tlcerd Weekblad 

by Dr. H. Ridderbos. He believes 

that even a minor assembly can dele
gate a non-office-bearer. 

Rev. J. T. Malestein ; Chicago 
South, our Classis, it seems, is re

ceiving about the same treatment as 

last year. We are calling for a more 
radical action. Our overture should 

be considered first. It is not receiving 

the consideration in this report which 
it deserves. 

The Reporter admits that his re

port is not a complete answer to the 
particular overture of Classis Chicago 

South. - This Classis says: Give them 

no advisory capacity at all. We pro

pose that they shall have a limited 
advisory capacity. 

Rev. H . N. Erffmeyer; I believe 

that the advice given in recommen
dation No. 2 does make undue dis
crimination bet wee n active and 

retired professors. I believe the over

ture of Classis Chicago North is a 

better one. There should be a cer
tain limitation to all the professors. 

Their advice should be limited to the 

particular area of theological disci
pline in which they teach. Thus 

suspicion will be avoided that they 
have too much influence at Synod. 

Speaker would like to see point 2 

defeated. 
Dr. P. Berkhout; I am in favor of 

this motion. The remark has been 

made that tlle professors don't speak 

long. I recall that at one Synod a 

seventeen 



certain professor made a long, im

passioned speech; but I also believe 
we ought to cut our delegates in half 

(Laughter ) . The chainnan remarked: 
"Not much would be left of you if 

you were cut in half" (More laugh

ter ). 
Rev. Raymond Haan : I  agree with 

the Speaker who said that the pro

fessors are worthy of honor. Some of 

these grounds are not too relevant. 
We can limit the professors according 

to the rules we already have. There 

are other factors. Most of US  live 
only a short time. It is only a short 

time that an emeritus professor can 

serve us after he retires. As  to the 

principle, we might go to the Old 
Testa"ment where we learn that the 
priests who were retired were kept 

in service. 
Prof. Ralph Stab: Though we rec

ommend that professors receive an 

"indefinite appointment" we do not 

continue indefinitely. Actuarial sta
tistics will not support the statement 

in this recommendation that "The in

crease in  the number of seminary 

professors will ultimately le"ld to a 

similar increase in emeriti professors." 
Rev. C. H . Vande Riet: I don't 

like this word: limited. This sounds 

too much like muzzling a dog. I  be
lieve the professors will use their 

discretion. Our turnover at Synod 

is great. We need the benefit of their 

advice. 
At this point the chairman re

marked that nothing new was being 

said any more, intimating that Synod 
should vote. Question was called for 

and Synod decided to vote. From the 

oral vote it seemed doubtful what 
the result was. Hands were counted 

and the ayes won with a count of 74. 

Synod decided not to accede to the 

overture of Chicago South on the 
ground that it is to the advantage 

of Synod to use the wisdom of the 

emeritated professors, which has been 

gained by years of experience.'" 
After the adoption of point 2 the 

two emeritated professors did not 
appear among the professorial advis

ers for a day or more. Later they 
presented a letter to Synod in which 

they registered the conviction that 

the grounds for Synod's action, as 
recorded in the minutes, in restricting 

the adviSOry activities of the emeriti Advisory Committees on which they 

professors, did not present a complete had been serving. This was adopted. 

pi c t u r e of Synod's reason for its Thereupon the men referred to again 

action . One of the delegates regis met with their respective Committees. 

tered objection to the letter but Synod Synod also decided that the new 

refrained from asking the signers for ruling would not go into effect till 
an explanation of their statement. next year after this onc of the two 

men concerned resumed his place at 

A motion to reconsider the decision Synod. The other did so a bit later. 

of Synod regarding the emeriti pro We understand that Synod also de

fessors, for which one or two mem cided later on to refer the whole 

bers made an eloquent plea, was lost matter of the position of active and 

by one vote. Rev. T. Van Eerde:n retired theological professors at Synod 

moved that the chair should ask these to a committee to report at a follow

two men to come back to sit with the ing Synod. Notes by H.J.K. 

r TEENER'S CORNER 

II ~e't 'Z)4te6 Lead 7(J S~ 
by LEONARD GREENWAY 

QUESTION: 

I have a sister. yaunger than I, who has confided in me about 

her dates with a young man of whom she is very fond. When he is 

with her in our home, he appears to be weZl..-mannered. Ife is hand
some, drives a nice car, and 11as money to spend. But my sister tells 

me that her dates with him almost always become occasions for 

sinning. She feels so helpless in his presence .. .. She dreads the 

prospect of giving him up. for he is, as she puts it, -all that a girl 
could ask for". I have warned her repeatedly, but without results. 

Still, she keeps coming to me with the problem, whicl, probably 

indicates that her conscience is alive on the matter. She is 17 years 

oill. Have yau any suggestions for me? 

ANSWER: 

You are right when you say that it is your sister's sensitive con

science that keeps her coming to you for counsel. By all means pray, 
and tell her to pray, that her conscience may continue to trouble 
her. The next time she tells you that this young man is -all that a 

girl could ask for", make it plain to her that she is sadly mistaken. 
A young man who takes advantage of a girl so deeply infatuated 

and who is the aggressor in unchaste conduct is not all that a girl 

couUl ask for! Far from itl 

It is apparent from your letter that your sister is pretty much 
taken up with her friend's physical attractiveness, his car, and his 
financial resources. That is the bait many young fellows use to hook 
their victims. And there always are girls who go for that bait. Try 

to get your sister to attend a Christian Youth Conference this summer 
where she can meet other young men. The more you can place her 

in group activities, the more likely you will be able to break this 
monopoly of affections. By all means keep her coming to you. She 

needs you, and apparently has some confidence in your judgment 
even though she does not have as yet the will power to follow through 

on your advice. 



Should We Have 
a Full-Time Educational 
Secretary? 

The reporter on Educational mat

ters was Rev. J. Petersen. 
Synod approved the proposed Sun

day School lesson plan for 1961 and 

then addressed itself to the proposal 

9£ its standing committee on educa

tion (which takes precedence over 

the report of the Advisory Commit
tee): A. "That Synod appoint a Com

mittee of Education, responsible to 
and reporting regularly to Synod, com

posed of nine persons who are ap

pointed out of consideration for their 

competence, interest, and experience, 
and not with  primary regard to 
geographical distribution ," B. "That 

the present Sunday school program 

be  incorporated in the work of this 

Department of Education, and that 

the Sunday School Committee func
tion as a sub-committee of the Com

mittee of Education, and that the 
personnel of the S. S. Corom. and 

the program on which it  is working 

shall continue through such transition 

as may be determined by the Com· 
mittee of Education, as approved 

by Synod". 

A spirited debate, lasting several 
hours, followed at this juncture. Rev. 

B. J. Haan said that he was not at 

a ll in  favor of adopting the motion 

now (perhaps never ) because of the 
uncertainty in the church on this 

matter, and because nothing could 
be  proved in advance as to its work
abi li ty. 

Chairman Van Kooten explained 

that there were three possibilities: to 
accept the proposal of the Study 

Committee to initiate the program 

now; to accept the proposal of the 
Advisory Committee "That Synod 

appoint a Committee of Educational 
Services for three years, responsible 

to and reporting regularly to Synod, 

composed of nine persons ..." etc. the 

rest being practically identical with 
the proposal of the Study Committee; 

or that Synod turn down both pro
posals if it does Dot favor either of 

them. 

Rev. W. Van Antwerpcn observed 
that the Church had expressed its 

desire for such an educational com· 
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mittee since 222 chwches had sent 
in a favorable reply to the question

naire sent out by the Study Com

mittee. 

Rev. W . Vander Haak made an 
appeal to Synod to appoint a Director 

of Education now since we need 
such a person to unify the various 

curriculums of catechism study. "If we 

continue to carryon with piece-meal 
efforts we won't get unified results. 

We need an expert in the field to 

give us guidance in catechetical in
struction." 

Rev. A. W. Schaafsma said he was 

not opposed to movin g in this dino:c

tion, but at this point Dr. Rutgers 

called for a division of the question, 
thereby restricting the debate to the 

issue of whether or not Synod wished 
to initiate such an educational pro

gram now, without considering all 

the ramifications of the plan. The 

chair ruled that this was a valld 

motion. which was challenged by 
Rev. A. De Kruyter ; but Synod sus

tained the chair. 

At this point Hev. B. J. Haan moved 
that the matter be  tabled so that the 

Synod could take up the report of 

its own Advisory Committee. To this 
Rev. W. Brink responded that no 

argumentation had as yet been given 

against the proposed plan. "VI'hy not 
hear the merits of the case first and 

then vote it down if we do not want 
it?" 

Rev. W. Van Antwerpen agreed 

that "We cannot say we considered 
the report." At this point Rev. B.  E. 

Pekelder. president of the standing 

committee of Synod on Education, 

who. although not a delegate, was 

given the privilege of the floor on 

this matter, said: "I appreciate the 

voices that say this report has not 
been discussed, but it has been before 

Synod in  the Agenda, and it was 
before Synod last year also. 1 have 

no serious objection to tabling it." 

Rev. Paul Holtrop was disturbed 
by the motion to table since the 

Synod would never be faced directly 
with the question of whether to set up 

a department of education. To which 

Dr. H. Stob replied tha t the report of 
the Advisory Committce (of which 

Dr. Stab was adviser ) would present 

Synod with tile same challenge; and, 

furthermore, that to set aside the 

report of a Study Committee was not 
discourteous or immoral; it was quite 

the usual procedure. since Synods are 

usually perceptive, this one being no 
exception, since it judged that the 

reports are pretty much alike. with 
but this difference: Should Synod 

set up such an Education Committee 
now, June, 1960, or try  it for three 

years and then settle the issue? 
Prof. H. Dekker complained that 

he had once been a member of 
Synod's Committee on Education 

(1948-51) and that the proposal now 

before Synod came after fowteen 

years of work. The first rcport in 

1954 was disposed of; in 1957 Synod 

had asked for another plan which 
was voted down in 1959, and there

fore this report ought to be  put to 

the vote of this assembly. It would 
be  a rather flippant thing for Synod 

to dispose of this work of its Com

mittee by a parliamentary maneuver. 

It would be far better to discuss the 

matter itself. 
Rev. R.  B. Vermeer said that Synod 

had been wasting the Lord's time and 

called for the question. The motion 

to table was lost. 
At this point Rev. B.  E. Pekelder 

once more stressed the careful work 

of his committee in finding out what 
the mind of the chwch was and he 

cited the fact that the Orthodox 

Presbyterian Church had such an 
Education Committee w hi e h had 

been functioning with good results 

for four years. 

Elder Breuker complained that the 

plan was not definite enough and that 
Synod would be voting for something 

of whieh it could not foresee the 

ramifications. Rev. J. Geuzebroek 

stressed the importance of the deci
sion to be made, and said that tile 
Synod is moving in the direction of 

Boardism, with its secretaries and 
specialists. This, he said, has great 

dangers in the Chwch. "You get a 
certain position and people wiU say, 

'You are the man who knows it' and, 

at last you are going to believe your
self that you know everything and 

can do everything. This is the danger 
of a specialist directing all things 

pertaining to educational matters ... 
if we get the wrong man then the 

nineteen 



church is gone ..." Hence, said the 

speaker, we ought to move more 

slowly, as the Advisory Committee 

proposes. 
Prof. A. A. Hoekema, also formerly 

a member of Synod's Study Commit· 
tee, urged Synod to do something 
now, since our churches have been 

working with inferior materials. He 

said, 'We cannot continue to get 

along with part-time people". Elder 

Benckhuyzen from Eastern Ontario 
also pleaded for the immediate estab

lishment of a Deparbnent of Educa
tion since our children are in need 
of the very best in  Christian Educa

tion. 
After some further debate about the 

feasability of introducing such a de
partment now or later, Rev. J. Schaal 

was given the floor. 
It  was generally conceded that 

though the trend ran strong in favor 

of a permanent Committee of Educa
tion with very broad powers and a 

full-time Secretary of Education, the 

two speeches by Rev. J. H. Schaal, 
representative of Synod's Sun day 

School Committee and editor of our 

Sunday school papers, turned the 

tide, contributing much to the final 
decision not to appoint such a com

mittee. The vote was close, 54 to 52. 

Because of its great influence at 
Synod we reproduce here major parts 
of Mr. Schaal's speeches, in combina. 

tion, as given to us afterwards by the 

Speaker himself. We quote: 

"This is the record of a conversion. 
The conversion went this way: The 

Sunday School Committee was the 
only committee that went along with 

the committee on Education and was 

interested in a permanent Department 
of Education with a secretary. Several 

years ago a member or members of 
the Committee on Education . . . came 

to Grand Rapids and talked with 

many of our agencies in the city, 

unofficially per hap s, and of the 
groups polled only the Sunday School 

Committee of that time lent an in· 
terested ear. 

"Since the Committee of Education 

had a representative on our Sunday 
School Committee, the pros and cons 

of the matter of over-all coordination 

were discussed and the Sunday 
School Committee went along, for 
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after all, we do want the best work 

for our Catechism and Sunday 

Schools. There were fears and mis

givings but we thought that on a 

modest scale progress could be made 
under a Committee of Education. 

"Then came the Synod of 1959 and 

it was at that Synod that the Sunday 
School Committee saw the full impact 

of what a permanent Committee on 

Education with a full-time director 

would involve. If such a committee 
would really answer its purpose and 
do what the Committee very honestly 

and plainly outlined as possibilities, 

the work would be much too broad 
. . . All these things would not hap
pen immediately, all of them might 

not happen in the far distant future, 
but it indicates what we are letting 

ourselves in for if we appoint a Com
mittee on Education and an Educa

tional Director. That is the story of 
the conversion." 

After quoting from the report of 

the Standing Committee, Rev. Schaal 

said: "The Committee says here there 
is  still more which could be done. 

(What we suggest here is not to be 

taken as exhaustive or carefully defin

itive, but only as some indication of 
important educational projects that 

could and should be carried out by 
such a department.') 

"The Advisory Committee of 1959 

Synod saw that danger too for it 

wrote  and recommended to Synod 

the following: 'The domain of such 
a department is too broad. It is for 

the preparation of materials for Cate
chism, Sunday School, Daily Vacation 

Bible Schools, manuals for Home 

Missions work, Back to God Hour 

study materials, audio visual aids, 
summertime Bible Conference rna· 

teriats, and programs and materials 

for adult religions education. 
.. 'The addition of such a Depart

ment of Religious Education appears 

to be unnecessary. Apart from the 
preparation of Catechism materials, 

the areas which would be served by 
this Department are already being 

served by such existing organizations 

as the Publication Committee, the 
Sunday School Committee, the Board 

of Home Missions, the Back to God 
Hour Committee, the A mer i can 

Federation of Reformed Men's So

cieties, the Young Calvinist Federa 

tion, and the Calvinist Cadet Corps 

"'THE WORK Is Too BROAD. If th' 

committee really is to do its tasl 
well, it will need not merely on. 

dircctor but a huge staff of assistant: 
who will become too powerful Sud 

a development of bigness and con 

centration of power, of course, doe 

not come at once, but history ha. 
shown the pattern and that, once hein! 
enmeshed in the web, it  is virtua1l1 

impossible to curtail and break tba 

power - for sucb power is the ten 
deney of the ecumenical movemen 

today . 

.. 'This permanent Committee Of 

Education would be doing work tha 

could be better accomplished by tho 
individual agencies which Synod ha 

already set up in our church. Rev 

Jerry Pott as one of the missionaric 
has just spoken and he has held UI 

some pamphlets of information an' 

inspiration that the Home Missio' 
Board has put out. There is an ex 
ample of the thing I was talkinl 

about, which could be done bettp. 

by Home Missions than anyone eIsI' 
Who can best get out promoti01 

material or study material for mission 

than the Home Missions Board ani 
the Foreign Missions Board? Wh, 
is more conversant with and feels th 

pulse beat of the Sunday schoo 

better, the Sunday School Committe 

or an Educational Board so broa' 

that it cannot have its ear close t· 
the ground on anyone subject?'" 

The above was stated in the debat, 

when the matter of the Standinl 
Committee's report was up. Aftc 

that was defeated by a rather sizabl, 

margin, the Advisory Committee prc 

sented its motion. It  stated, "Y011 

Advisory Committee is in genera 
impressed with the argumentatiol 

which the Committee on Educatio' 
has presented." The thrust of the dis 

cussion then was that the Advisor' 
Committee had the same thing iJ 

mind as the Standing Committee bu 

that now it would be a piecemea 
thing. The point was driven hom 

that the decision of this Synod woul. 

virtually settle the question, for onc 
we as a church embark on a project 

we usually stick to it. 



Rev. Schaal also presented the fol
lowing thoughts: 

"The Christian RefQnned Church 
should not have a pernwnent, full
time educatiofUll director with a 
permanent Committee on Education 
to control all educational matten; in 
the denomination: 

"1. Because such concentration of 
power leads to an ecclesiastical 
bureaucracy that is the death of grass 
roots initiative. This in turn leads to 
a loss of the autonomy of the local 
consistory, classis and such local or
ganizations as the Sunday schoo!. 
Such bureaucracy strikes a death 
blow to the root of the Reformed 
srstem of church polity ... 

"2. Because history has pr o v e d 
that stagnation has a way of creeping 
in from the top, which will be much 
more easily possible if there is great 
concentration of power at the top .. . 

"3. Be c a u se such an educational 
agency is not working satisfactorily, 
in the true sense of the word, in 
other denominations ... 

"The Christian Reformed Church 

rather ought to have: 

"'1. A Catechism Edit01" who would 
be appointed for a definite shorH erm 
assignment. His task would be, with 
a staff of writers, to produce a series 
of catechism books, pedagogically and 
doctrinally sound and usable. These 
books could be revised periodically 
by the Synod with workers who 
would be released from their pulpits, 
classrooms or business endeavon; for 
a short leave of absence, giving them 
full time to stay at their task until it 
was completed. 

"2. A com mittee appointed by the 
Synod consisting of the heads of ex

isting educational, mission, youth, 
Sunday school and related agencies 
which would investigate to detennine 
if greater coordination and coOpera
tion would be advantageous for the 
furtherance of the Kingdom of God 
by presenting a unified curriculum 
and method of approach, thus avoid
ing too much duplication and over
lapping. 
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'1f , as a result of the study and 
work of this committee, it should 
prove essential to have such a coOr
dinated program, the same committee 
or another synodically appointed 
temporary committee could be em
powered to carry out such an assign
ment and upon completion of the 
task be discharged with thanks." 

To the first part of Rev. Schaal's 
speech Rev. B. E. Pekelder replied 
that the speaker had been addressing 
himself to the report to the 1959 

Synod, that the proposed committee 
would be responsible to Synod, and 
that it would not become immediately 

a sprawling organization. 
At this point Rev. P. Holtrop called 

for the question and the proposition 
of the Study Committee on Education 
was voted down . 

Now the Synod was ready to 
address itself to the recommendation 
of its Advisory Committee and Re
porter Petersen moved the adoption 
(Cf. above). Immediately Rev. W. 

Brink got up to say that this proposal 
suffered from the same short-COmings 
as the previous one, to which his eyes 
had been opened by the speech of 
Rev. J. Schaal. He also wondered 
if such a proposed committee on 
Education would swallow up the 
Synodical Tract Committee, the Bible 
outlines of the Young Calvinist, the 

Cadets, etc. 
To this Reporter Petersen replied 

that they had envisaged such fears 
and therefore they proposed that such 
a committee should serve the church 
when called on in definite matters, 
adding that "It cannot succeed in 

being a big sprawling octopus at this 
stage." 

Rev. B. J. I·laan also gave Rev. J. 
Schaal credit for shedding a new 
light on the matter and cautioned 
Synod not to &rive such a committee, 
if established, a free hand but to 
restrict it definitely to one or two 
it e m s, e.g., preparing catechism 
books and Daily Vacation Bible school 

materials. 
Several speakers reiterated what 

had been said and t h e Chairman 
warned Synod to be brief and not 
to repeat. Rcv. J. Schaal spoke once 
more (see above). 

Elder Ku.ipers at this point said 

that he thought our fears were imag
inary since Synod at aU times would 
have the power to say "NO". 

After further debate the Chairman 
called for the question and the motion 
was lost (52-54) after which Rev. 
R. J-Iaan moved that the matter 
should be referred back to the Advi
sory Committee to formulate a mo
tion to establish a com mitt ee 
empowered to produce catechetical 
materials and Daily Vacation Bible 
School materials. This was passed. 

Rev. Hofman asked for the right 
to protest since the report of the stand
ing committee on education had 
been attacked by the Sunday School 
Committee with materials not found 
in the Agenda. This the chair allowed. 
Rev. J. T. Malestein complained that 
the reportcrs of various committees 
had too much chance to speak and 
that a regular delegate could not get 
the floor, to which the Chair re
sponded that he had to foDow the 
rules and had given everyone his 
rights, according to the rules. 

Notes by H.R.V.T. and H.J.K.. 

Particular Synods 
The Advisory Committee (reporter, 

Rev. T. E. Hofman ) recommended: 
1. that the institution of particu

lar synods be postponed indefinitely. 
Grounds: a. The necessity, desirabil
ity, an d feasibility of particular 
synods at tllia time have not been 
sufficiently demonstrated. b. The 
grounds given in 1957 for particular 
synods have not been convincing to 
many of the churches, as demon
strated by the many overtures in 
1959 and tltis year, challenging those 
grounds. c. It would be unwise to 
impose particular synods upon the 
churchcs until more receptivity to
wards them is evidenced:' 

rn support of the recommendation 
of the Committee, Mr. Hofman said 
that he was for wiping the slate 
clean ... not to let thjs thing be im

posed from the top down, but to 
lct it come up out of the churches 



themselves. We hope the churches 
will take their time ... those churches 
desiring regional synods ought to 
start with a regional conference ... 
give us an experimental type of a 
thing. 

Rev. B.  J. Haan: 1 appreciate the 
last comment of the Reporter ... 
there are many delegates that think 
I am interested only from the point of 
view of Dort College, but that is 

false. I was present at 1951 Synod. 
At that time, Rev. G. Hoeksema was 
interested in it ... I was head of a 
com mitt e e with Griffioen, Van 
Tuinen, et al., all able men, and none 
of us were for it to begin with, but the 
more we studied the more we came 
to the conclusion that we must have 
particular Synods. Our report was 
made and Synod decided to wait  a 
while, although we proposed estab
lishing particular Synods. Later more 

overtures came, and 1957 said we 
ought to study it since the churches 
are not ready for it. Now Canada is 
crying for an opportunity to work 
together (this is not sectionalism) 
and they are told to work through 
Grand Rapids. I am very sorry that 
the committee did not come with a 
formulation so we could take the 
first step. We tried to work together 
as Classes on OUf common problems 
and we were declared out of order. 

Rev. W. Vanden Haak rose to make 
a few remarks in favor of regional 
Synods, although he thought the 
ground had been pretty well covered. 
At no time has there been a minority 
report, which is quite Significant ... 
I think they (regional Synods) 
would be beneficial to the churches. 
This matter of regional Synods is now 
before the 14th session of Synod. 
Prior to 1957 the argument was that 
we were not big enough, which no 
longer holds. I think regional Synods 
would do justice to area interests, 
which ought to be dealt with in  a 
wholesome manner. I think section
alism grows out of frustration ... if 
we could allow sections to handle 
their own problems it  would bring 
about a wholesome attitude in the 
churches ... I sincerely hope that to 
postpone does not mean the death
knell of particular synods. 

Prof. M. Monsma said: I have a 

,,, 

great deal of sympathy for regional 
synods, yet I also have much sym
pathy for the report of our commit
tee. Unless there are overwhelming 
reasons for which regional synods 
should not be introduced we ought to 
move forward toward the establish
ment of regional synods. Our synodi
eal gathering tends to become a kind 
of Convention just as many assemblies 
of the churches in  America which 
have from 200 to a 1000 delegates 
and are no longer deliberative assem
blies. It is  for the spiritual welfare 
of the whole church to work for a 
general assembly that can deliberate, 
but the regional synod is a link in 

the chain. However, we need unity 
or it will not work. If we now merely 
say that we postpone indefinitely, 

our study material will  go into the 
discard.... Can we not say that the 
committee is continued. Then if any 
of our churches has some new light 
and there should be overtures, we 
can analyze them. 

The Reporter pointed out that post

poning indefinitely simply meant 
that we do not implement this now. 
but wait until the churches come 
again. But this does not mean that 
we invite a plethora of overtures at 
the next Synod. Rather that various 
Classes should study the matter when 
a church within its jurisdiction comes 
with a request ... Let the CIa sse s 
figure out a plan and Synod wi1l 
approve the plan ... then we'll catch 
on and soon we'll have reg ion a 1 
synods ... no one will be mad at 
anybody else ... 

Rev. R.  B. Vermeer of Denver said 
that his Classis was not convinced 
that regional synods have a place in 
our ecclesiastical s y s t em . .. they 
would hold very little advantage for 
us (Rocky Mt. ). We could not be 
expected to work to g e th e r with 
Classis Pacific .. . How much of the 
material on our table could a regional 
synod handle? Have regional synods 
lessened the burden of the general 
synod in the Netherlands? We of 
the West see a lot of problems. 
Through regional Synods Classis 
Rocky Mountain might lose contact 
with the Church as a whole. 

After several other speeches had 
been made Rev. A. W. Schaafsma 

of Ontario said: We realize that many 
Classes in the U.S.A. will not receive 
the same benefit from regional Synods 
that we envisage ... we realize that 
our desire for Canada may be a 
danger for the Church ... we would 
not urge you to favor regional synods 
if you think there is a real danger ... 
we do not want to put the whole 
church in jeopardy for the sake of 
Canada ... but we do want to come 
together to discuss our common 
problems. 

After further debate Rev. R.  Rien
stra moved to delete "indefinitely". 
This motion was passed by 65 votes 
and the whole recommendation was 
also passed. The Synod also recog
nized the detailed plan of the Study 
Committee as being worthy of further 
consideration at some future date 
and discharged them, thanking them 
heartily for their work. 

Notes by H. R.  V. T. 

Theological College 
of Nigeria (TCNN) 

This undenominational theological 
school in Nigeria has caused much 
controversy in  our Church because 
the Benue and Tiv churches which 
we are sponsoring and practically all 

our missionaries there are favoring it, 

notwithstanding widespread opposi
tion in our churches, even on the 
part of a strong minority in  our 
Foreign Mission Board. The matter 
now came to Synod by way of rec
ommendations by the Board and no 
fewer than 13 appeals or overtures. 

When our Church took over part 
of the Nigerian field from the Sudan 
United Mission it was agreed that 
our Church would have the right to 
conduct the work in this field in 
accordance with the Reformed con
ception of mission work. Our Board 
approved the establishment of a two
year pre-seminary course at Lupwe 
and interpreted this COUfse as a step 

toward the establishment of a Re

formed Theological Seminary, declar
ing that this was in accord with the 
decision of the Synod of 1959. At 
the same time the Board also decided 
to heed the request of the Nigerian 
General Conference (of our mission-
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aries on the field ) to establish a 

special gift fund for TCNN and 

interpreted this as being in  hannony 

with the decision of 1958, though " 

large minority disagreed with this 
interpretation. Finally, the Board 

also decided to approve the decision 
of the Nigerian General Conference 

to give subsidy to students in training 

for rellgious leadership at TCNN but 

"'with the understanding that TCNN 

students will be  supported until a 
Reformed Theological Seminary has 

been established." 

The missionaries in the field (Gen· 
eral Conference) reacted strongly 

against the idea of a Reformed Sem
inary.  Their "statement on TCNN" 

disagrees with the Board's interpre· 

tation of the setting up of the pre· 
seminary course at Lupwe and of 

other training projects and says that 
such action "should in no way be 

construed as steps toward an eventual 

establishment of a separate seminary 
in  competition with the TCNN'". It 

further gives the decision of the Tiv 

Church Synod of April, 1960, "to COD

tinue her participation in the TCNN 

and her request that the Christian 

Reformed Church "pay her propor· 

tionate share of the financial support 
of the TCNN." The Nigerian Con· 

ference further declares that it "can

not in  good conscience support the 

founding of a separate seminary in 
competition with the TCNN and 

therefore requests counsel from the 
Home Board." The Executive Commit

tee now comes to our Synod and says: 
-xbe question now is what action the 

missionaries, feeling themselves un

able to comply with the decision of 

1959, should take." The Board wants 
Synod's advice. 

The factual material in the above 

t wo paragraphs is taken from the re

port of the Advisory Committee, the 
reporter being Rev. H. Petersen. 

This Committee s t at e d: "From 

these materials it becomes evident 
that there are three main points at 

issue. The first regards Refonned 

theological training in  Nigeria and 
the impasse created by the stand of 

the Nigerian General Conference on 

this matter. The second concerns the 

setting up of a special gift fund for 
TCXN and raises the question of 
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the interpretation of the decisions of 

Synod of 1958 and 1959 having a 

bearing on the matter. The third 

raises the question of whether the 
decision of 1959 permits the Board to 

approve subsidy for students, some of 
whom will study at TCNN. Your 

Committee addresses itself to these 
points." 

The recommendation of the Com· 
mittee regarding the first point (Re

fonned Theological Training) reads 
as follows: "That Synod refer the 

matter . .. to the full Board of Foreign 

M~ siOTl8 for consideration and action 

as soon as possible in the light of 

the decision of Synod of 1959 ... : 

'Synod instruct the Christian Re

formed Board of Missions and the 

Nigerian General Conferet1ce to main· 

tain and develop the Reformed Pas· 

tor's Training program in Nigeria with 

a view to hopefully establishing a 

Reformed Theological SemirUJry:" 

Two "grounds" were adduced. 

Comment of this writer: Not an 

enviable position for the Board! How· 
ever, the wording of the decision is 

so dear that there are only two 
alternatives: either the Christian 

Reformed Church, speaking through 
its Board, will have to back down 

from its position that our mission 

work in Nigeria must be Reformed 
mission work, or the missionaries will 

have to change their stand. 

This  writer came to Synod at the 
session in which this  matter was dis

cussed while the first point was being 

debated. 

DISCUSSION: 

Rev. H. Evenhouse ( Mission Secre

tary): When Nigeria receives its in· 

dependence (in  a couple of months 
K) the white missionaries may be 

forced out of the country. That may 
not be true of all the missionaries. 

Our government has taken a favorable 

attitude toward the new order and 

our missionaries may be permitted 

to stay. 
Rev. D. Hoitenga: I believe I feel 

for the whole report but there is one 

thing I  miss. Our missionaries have 

been criticized in  print. There is 
nothing in  this report to vindicate 

them as being Reformed. I wish there 

were something here that the mission· 

aries are not flaunting the decisions 

of Synod. 
Rev. W . Brink: We have to address 

ourselves to the problem. We cannot 

reflect on everything that appears in 
print. We are at an impasse. I 

believe this is a very wise recommen
dation. After all, our Board is made 

up of delegates from the entire de

nomination. I don't think we should 
discuss this point very long. Lne 

Committee wants to give this problem 

to the Board. 
E lder Kolenbrander: May I ask 

Rev. Evenhouse this question: Is it 

not advisable to have our own Chris· 

tian Refonncd men teach in t hat 
Seminary? We should make the 

School as strong as possible. 

Rev. R. Rienstra: That question 
has no reference to the point under 

discussion. The recommendation is 

to have the Board decide. 

Rev. H. Evenhouse: We all feci 

it would be  most wonderful if  w ~ 

could have all Christian Reformed 

men to teach. But the TCNN is a 

joint effort. We hope to make our 

influence felt. 
Rev. H. N. ErfImeyer: I have been 

listening to several speakers and I 
don't think we should debate this 

any longer. 
TIle recommendation of the Com· 

mittee was adopted, namely, that 

Synod should refer this matter to the 

full Board of Foreign Missions for 

consideration and action as soon as 
possible in  the light of the decision 
of the Synod of 1959 .. . :"Synod in· 

struct the Christian Reformed Board 

of Missions and the Nigerian General 
Conference to maintain and develop 

the Refonned Pastor's Training pro

gram in Nigeria with a view to hope

fully establishing a Reformed Theo

logical Seminary" ( italics ours - K ). 
The next recommendation of the 

Committee concerned the request that 

a Spccial Gift Fund should be estab· 
lished for TCNN. That recommen· 

dation was that flO  such fund should 

be established, on the ground that 

the establishment of such a fund 

could be construed as constituting 

official participation in the TeNN, 

c01itrary to the decision of the Synod 

Of 1959. This was contrary to the 



recommendation of the Board of 

Foreign Missions. 

A minority report signed by one 
member of the Advisory Committee, 

Rev. W. Van Antwerpen, pleaded for 

the establishment of such a fund. 
This report was withdrawn. 

Rev. B. N. Huizenga: My con

science speaks now. I  am sorry the 

Minority Report has been withdrawn. 

I don't think it would hurt anyone 

to leave it there. I believe we must 
v 0  t e this recommendation down. 

There is a principle that we must be 

all things to all men. Our mission
aries in  Africa know the situation. 

I have not yet found one missionary 

in  favor of certain articles in The 
Banner and other papers in the 

Northwest. If this is passed I  would 
be  in conscience bound to prote...t. 

Reporter Petersen: We can't look 

at this recommendation without con

sidering the one that follows. (This 

was that the request of the Benue 

church for aid in meeting her share 
of the capital expenses of the TCNN 

should be granted - K. ) There are 

differing interpretations of the de

cisions of our Synods. (The reporter 
then reads first the decision of 1958. 

["Synod permit special gifts to be 

solicited for the native church which 
desires to participate in TCNN, and 

that i t be understood Ulat this does 
not further commit the Christian 

Reformed Church to the TCNN at 

this time as the support is given to 
the native church and the responsi

bility for the expansion of the TCNN 
at this time is the responsibility of 

the native church."J Then he reads 

the decision of 1959. ["The Christian 

Reformed C h u r c h participate in 
TCNN only to the extent of loaning 
Dr. H. Boer as teacher of Reformed 

Theology in the TCNN. The Chris
tian Refonned Church make funds 

available to pay the full cost of Dr. 

Boer's teaching for salary, hOUSing, 

traveling .. .J) 
Rev. P. Vander Weide: 1 have a 

formal point. It concerns the ground 

for this recommendation. In a sense 

we are already participating to an 
extent by Joaning Dr. Boer. It would 

be  better to speak of a broader par· 

ticipation . To test the mind of Synod 
I move that we amend the recommen

iIQC11.tu-folJT 

dation by c h an g in g "official'" to 
''broader.'' 

Chairman Van Kooten: My opinion 

is that this would change the mean
ing. The point is not how much 

participation there is but what kind. 
The motion to amend, seconded by 

Rev. J. Griffioen, was withdrawn. 

Prof. J. H. Kromminga: I'd like to 

have this question answered: 1s it 

possible to have special gifts without 
having a special gift fund? 

Rev. H.  Evenhouse: The majority 

report was quite aware that this is 

possible. Special gifts can be solicited 

for the Benue churches. 

Rev. C. H. Vande Riet: I suppose 
it is clear to every one that it was not 

the entire Board's decision to establish 

such a fund. Almost one haH of the 
members were not in favor of it. 

We  talk about unity on the mission 

field but we should also be  consid

erato of the entire brotherhood, in

cluding Synod and our people. I feel 
we should vote in favor of this 

motion. 
Prof. M. H. Woudstra: I am in 

favor of this recommendation for the 

follOwing reasons. First, the Con

ference in Nigeria has expressed its 

clear disagreement with the decision 
of 1959. The request was made also 

on the baSis of the decision of 1958 

which cannot he upheld. I think we 

must not accede to the request of 

the Board and the decisions in Ni

geria. Any appeal to the decision of 
1958 is to pass by the decision of 

1959. We can't go back to the deci

sion of 1958. The Synod of 1959 
was faced with aU the arguments and 

made its decision. To express dis
agreement with 1959 and in the face 

of it to make a request for a special 

gift fund is wrong. I contend that 

the Synod of 1959 offered to partici· 

pate in TCNN but in an altogether 
different context than in which it 

has been set. That participation is 

restrictive in character. 
Dr. W. H. Rutgers : I have listened 

with great interest to the discussion. 

I know there are deep convictions on 

the part of many brethren. I compli
ment this Committee. It has agonized. 

This is about as balanced a report 
as we can expect. ] ca1l for the 

question . 

The recommendation not to estab

lish a special gift f01' TCNN was 

adopted with a large ma;ority. 

A final recommendation of the Ad
visory Committee was that we should 

grant the request of the Benue 
Church for aid in meeting its share 

of the capital expense of the TCNN. 

Tllis would amount to $12,000.00. 

Rev. D. J. Haan: The implication 

of the whole debate was that if we 

accept point I (no special gift fund 
- K ) we would also adopt point 2. 

1t would be unethical to seek to get 
no. 1 across and then defeat no. 2. 

Rev. P. Vander Weide: Who is 

going to solicit this money? 
Rev. J. Schaal (member of the Mis· 

sion Board): It is the hope of the 

Board that if there are any special 
undcsignated gifts we could give 

that money to them. It is my hope 

we don't have to ask for offerings. 

Prof. M. Monsma : What is meant 

by "capital expense'!' 
Rev. ;Ii. Evenhouse: This is a re

quest for $12,000. At the present time 

over S35(X) has come in unsolicited. 

We don't anticipate carrying on a 

special campaign. 

This recommendation was adopted 
without further discussion. 

Later on it was announced by the 

Chairman that the gift to the Benue 
church to aid in paying its share of 

the TCNN was for ca.pital expense. 

Tllis means that the S12,OOO is to be 
paid only oncc. It was called a "one 
shot deal." 

CORRECTION 

In our May-June issue we stated 

on page 2 that Rev. Joseph A. Hin, 
whose article on 'lhe Bible and 

Non-inspired Sources" appeared in 

that issue, is a graduate of West

minster Theological Seminary at 
Philadelphia. This was an error 

which we wish to correct. The 

brother informs us that he is a 
graduate not of Westminster but 

of the Refonned Presbyterian 
Theological Seminary in Pittsburgh. 

We are sorry the error was made 

and trust our readers will see this 

correction. 
MANAGING EDlTOn 
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Should We Support 
TeNN Students? 

The Nigerian General Conference 

had also decided that "in view of the 
demonstrated inability of our Ni

gerian churches to pay the cost of 
the religious leadership training pro

grams, to g i v e their Evangelism 

Department permission to give up to 

60% of  the cost of each student in 

training for religious leadership, the 
funds to be  taken as available from 
the Veenstra Memorial Fund," TIlllt 

was a decision, not a request, but 
the Board of Missions approved it and 

Synod's approval was now asked. 

The A d v i s 0 r y Committee recom

mended such approval of the Board's 
decision with the understanding, as 

expressed by the Board. that ~CNN 
students will be  supported until a 
Reformed Theological Seminary hils 

been establi.shed" ( italics mine - K) . 

The "grounds" adduced by the Advi

sory Committee were: ( 1) Such sup
port is given to the students personally 

and is not to be construed as implying 
our participation in the schools in· 

\u!vedj (2) The TCNN is the only 

school at present where the native 

students on our Nigerian field can 

obtain higher theolOgical education. 
( Question by this reporter: Did the 

General Conference have the ri ght 

to decide this matter and then merely 
ask for apprOval instead of making a 

recommendation and then waiting for 
Board action?) 

DISCUSSIO N: 

Rev. Clifford Vander Ark: In re

gard to thc establishment of a Re

formed Theological Seminary, I read 

an article in The Banner by Mission· 
ary Holkehoer. If I construe his re-

marks correctly he said : There is no 

intention on the part of the mission· 

aries on the field to go for the 

establishment of Reformed missionary 

training. 

Elder De Lange: This TCNN has 

been with us some years and has 
caused a lot of unrest. There is  only 

one way to solve this problem. This 

proposal is not strong enough. We 

should take definite steps to implc· 
ment the decision for a Reformed 

Seminary. T chaUenge the Synod to 

TORCH a nd TRUMPET h, lv.4,,"uct lOAn 

do this. This should be  amended. We 

should ask that this be  done in the 
very near future. 

The Chairman: The establishment 

of such a Seminary is involved here 
but it is not in the motion. However, 

last year it was decided that such 
a Seminary should be established. 

Elder De Lange: I realized that 

I  would be called out of order. I 

wanted to say this under the heading: 
Reformed Theological Training but 

then the question was called for. So 

I thought I would say it here. 
Rev. G. H.  Vande Riet: In regard 

to the expression regarding "demon. 

strated inability of the shJdents to 

pay", what about the principle of 
indigeneity?" (Note: This has refer· 

coco to the principle approved by a 
former synod or synods that churches 

in the mission field should be self· 

supporting, self-governing, and self· 

propagating. Ed.) 
Rev. Evenhouse replied but we 

could not understand what he said. 

Rev. E. Oostendorp: That expres· 

sion refers not to the demonstrated 
inability of the students but of the 
churches. 

Rev. R.  Baker ( Missionary in Ni· 

gena): We doo't intend to pay the 
salaries of pastors and teachers when 

these are installed in their respective 

offices. But we do feel it is defensible 
and desirable to help these men while 

at school. They have no financial 

backing. We fecI we can support 
them while they are at school without 

sacrificing the essential principle of 
indigeneity. 

Emer. Professor R.  B. Kuiper: I 

have a question to Hev. Baker. He 

did not quite answer Rev. Vande Riet. 

After all, there is the great principle 
of indigeneity. One important aspect 

of that principle is that the mission 

should be seU-supporting in so far 

ns possible. I'd like to know whether 

our missionaries on the field insist on 
indigeneity? Are they insisting that 

the native churches shall support 

themselves as far as they can? 

Rev. R.  Baker : We have always 
s t  res sed the seU-support of the 

churches. We don't pay for buildings 

and pastors' salaries. But if we don't 

train meo to serve these churches, 

how will the latter ever support them· 

selves? These men are PrOved men. 
Their inability to support themselves 

has been demonstrated. We say they 

should be supported only up to 60%. 
The treasurer of the Church which 

pays these men was always haVing 

these men on his doorstep saying: 
We need money. Of course, these 

churches should give more, I suppose, 

but that is  true of us too. 
The recommendation was adopted 

with a practically unanimous vote. 

This important discussion was con

cluded with the remark by Reporter 
H. Petersen, that '"'in the coming 

months we ought to pray much for 

our missionaries and our Board. Here 

today we have evidence for the fact 

that the Lord has definitely answered 

our prayers " 

Appointment of a New 
Secretary of Home 
MI..lons 

Synod was called upon to appoint 
a successor to Rev. H. Blystra who 
has retired. from this important and 

strategic position. The Home Mission 

Board presented to Synod a nomi· 

nation of three: Prof. Harold Dekker 
of Calvin Seminary, Rev. Hennan 

Hoekstra of Berwyn, Illinois, and Rev. 

Chester M. Schemper of Oak Lawn, 
Illinois. The Advisory Committee 

(Rev. Esler L. Shuart, reporter) ree· 

ommended that the name of Rev. 

Marvin C. Baarman, home missionary 

at Fort Lauderdale, Florida, should 

be  added to the list. It was stated 
that this brother had been entrusted 

with counseling other missionaries 

and had taken post graduate work 

in mission administration. 
It was moved that Hev. Baarman's 

name should be added to the nomina· 

tion. 

DI SCUSSION: 

Emeritus President R.  B. Kuiper: 

1 question seriously the wisdom and 

fairness of this procedure. If  we 

adopt this, Hev. Baarman gets some 

very special attention for his qualifi· 
cations. The others do not get it. 

am not disputing that Rev. Baarman 

is well qualified but we have no 
special qualifications mentioned for 

the other men. 

•• . . ... ... tt .• .•  
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Chairman Van Kooten: Has the 

Board any rules for the nomination? 

Rev. H.  B1ystra: Not as far as I 

know. 
Rev. J. T. Malestein: I  think the 

addition of the name is warranted 
and necessary also in view of the 

fact that Prof. Dekker is also under 

appointment for the Back to Cod 

Hour. 
Rev. T. E. Hofman stated a prec-

edent had been set when the name of 
Rev.  J.  Vander  Ploeg  was  added  to 

the nomination as  editor of  The Ban

ner when he was a delegate to Synod. 

(Note:  Rev. Baarman was  a  delegate 

at  this  Synod.)  But  we  should  have 

executive  session  when  we  discuss 
these men. 

Rev.  N. Veltman:  Rev.  Baarman  is 

also  on  this  Advisory  Committee 

which  recommends  that  his  name  be 

added;  but  he  had  nothing  to  do 
with  this. 

It was decided to add the name of 

Rev. M.  C.  Boorman. 

Synod  then  went  into  executive 

session.  Afterwards it was announced 
that  Rev. Baannan had been  elected. 

It was also decided that Rev. Hennan 

Hoekstra, the runnerup in  the voting, 

would  be  the  alternate. 

'Vhen  the  announcement  concern-
ing  the  election  just  mentioned  was 

made Synod was discussing the report 
of  the  Budget  Committee.  Its  rec-

ommendations  c on c ern denomina-

tional  quotas  and  causes  for  recom-
mended  for  denominational  support 

 a  long  list.  One  institution on  this 
list  which  elicited  considerable  op-

position  (sad  to  say  K)  was  West-

minster  Theological  Seminary.  The 

proposal of the Committee to continue 
to  recommend  this  cause  to  our 

churches  carried with a  vote of 54  to 

48. 

Let  us  also  add  that  Rev.  John 
'ander Ploeg was reelected as Editor 

of  The Banner for  two  years  with  a 

ge  majority.  The  vote  was:  Rev. 

J.  Vander  Ploeg,  85;  Professor  John 
H.  Bratt,  19;  Rev.  Peter  Van  Tuinen, 

H. 
Rev.  Emo  F .  J.  Van  Halsema  was 

reelected  as  Editor  of  De Woehter 

for  two  years.  It  was  not  deemed 

necessary  to present a  nomination  for 

this  office. 

A United Mission  Fund? 
One  of  the  matters  which  occa-

sioned  a  lively  discussion, when  bud-

get  matters  were  before  Synod,  was 
the  proposal  to  create  a  United Mis

sion Fund from  which  especially  the 
Board of Foreign Missions, The Board 

of  Home  Missions,  and  the  Back  to 

God  Hour  could  draw.  The occasion 
was  the  request  of  the  Board  of 

Foreign  Missions  for  pennission  to 

employ  a  fulltime  layman  charged 
wth  the  duty  of  implementing  a 

public  information  service.  The  rec-
ommendation of  the Budget Commit-

tee  was  to  approve  the  request  for 

only one year since ..this position  may 

be  incorporated  into  the  work  of  the 
'United  Missions  Fund'  should  the 

recommendation  of  the  Standing  Ad-
visory Budget Committee be adopted. 

The  Advisory  Committee  recom-

mended  that  a  Study  Committee 

should  be  appointed  to  consider  the 

proposaL 

DISCUSSION: 

Dr. W. H. Rutgers:  I'm  in  principle 

against  this.  We get money when  we 
appeal  for  a  definite  cause.  But  I 

for  one  will  make  no  appeal  for  a 

general  fund ... Brethren,  this  will 
kill  the spirit of giving.  One objection 

our  people  have  now  is  that  their 

glvmg  for  various  causes  is  so  im

personal.  This  would  make  the  vari-

ous  causes  even  more  remote.  Our 
people  like  to  give  for  specific  causes 

and  then  they  do  so  with  burning 

hearts. 

Rev.  ].  Van  Harmelen:  Can't  we 

appoint  a  study  committee  and  pass 

on  to  it  the  remarks  that  have  been 

made? 

Prof.  H. Dekker:  This  matter 

should  not be disposed  of too  lightly. 

The  argument  for  this  idea  is  not 
here  very  adequately.  One  of  the 

key  ideas  is  that  the  promotion  of 
missions  is  one  cause,  one  program, 

and  it  would  help  our  missionary 

program  if it were  presented  in  cor-
relation.  The  alternative  is  a  costly 

competition:  each  miSSion  program 

setting  up its  own  promotional  pro-

gram. 

Mr.  C. Van  Malsen,  treasurer  of 

the  Home  Mission  Fund:  We  were 

not  aware  originally  that  tltis  would 
come  before  Synod.  But  there  is  a 

danger  in  our  Church  of  duplication 
in  our  denominational  funds.  For 

example,  we  have  at  present  six  or-

ganizations  which  are  keeping  track 

of  the  addresses  of  our  people. 
Mr.  Boer,  member  of  the  Standing 

Budget  Committee  (this  Committee 
of  financial  experts  meets  annually 

DO  YOU  consider  Ntoorthodoxy  an 
acceptable  fonn of Christianity? 
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before Synod to review the financial 

reports and requests of our various 

institutions and to make the recom· 

mendations to the Advisory Budget 
Committee of Synod): The Foreign 

Mission Board here proposes the ap-

pointment  of  a  financial  expert.  He 
will  come  out with a  beautiful book-
let, a promotional  film,  etc. What will 
happen?  Missions  is  a  rapidly  grow· 

jng enterprise.  If the Foreign Mission 

Board  appoints  a  promotional  agent, 
so  will  the  others.  Is  it not better  to 

have  one  promotional  agent  for  all 
these  mission  funds  (Foreign,  Home, 

Back  to  Cod  K)?  I  realize  that 

arguments can be brought against this 

but I  urge  that  the  matter  should  at 

least  be  studied.  When  I  talked  to 
Rev.  Evenhouse  about  this,  he  sug· 

gested  the  setting  up  of  a  United 
Mission  Fund.  The  competition  for 

the denominational dollar is becoming 

stiffer.  There  is  every  reason  to  ap" 

point  a  study  committee  to  find  a 
way out of  this difficult situation. 

It was decided to appoint such a 
study committee and that it should 
report to the Synod of 1961. 

Notes  by  H.J.K. 

Regarding Passlble Unlan 
With The Pratestant 
Reformed Churches 

(De Wolf Group) 

This  important  matter  was  dis-
cussed  in  one  of  the  later  sessions  of 

Synod,  We  preface  our  report  with 

a  review  of  the  negotiations  between 

the two committees representing both 
denominations,  as  presented  by  the 

Advisory Committee of Synod. 
"Background:  The  Synod  of  1957 

appointed  the  committee:  Revs. 

Henry  Baker,  John  Weidenaar,  Mar-

tin  Momma,  Adam  Persenaire  and 

Messrs.  Hero  Bratt,  Cornelius  Van 

Malsen  and  Cornelius  Zylstra  in  re-

sponse  to  a  communication  from  the 
Protestant  Reformed  Churches  (Rev. 

H.  De  Wolf  group)  to  discuss  freely 

the  differences  and  similarities  be-
tween  the  Protestant  Reformed  and 

the Christian Reformed Churches  (cf. 
Acts 1957,  pp. 8384,  53133).  At  the 

Synod of 1958 the committee reported 

respecting  the  similarities  and  dif-

,  ,  , 

ferences  and recommended continuing 

conferences.  Again  in  1959  the com· 

mittee reported to the Synod concern· 
ing its diSCUSSions  with the committee 

of  the Protestant Reformed  Churches 

(Agenda Report No.  38 Acts of Synod 

1959, pp. 417424). The Synod of 1959 

decided  <in  the  interest  of  fraternal 

understanding,  address  a  communica-
tion  to  the  Synod  of  the  Protestant 

Reformed Churches  (De Woll group) 

based  on  I  and  II  of  this  report  in 

order  to  puve  the  way  for  further 
considerations  regarding  an  eventual 

unification'  (cf.  Art.  196  Acts of 
Synod 1959  for  Communication). 

Further,  Synod  of  1959  decided  to 

continue  its  committee  for  further 
conferences  should  they  be  desired 

by  the  Protestant  Reformed  Church 
to  work out  various  details  necessary 

for  effectuating  such  a  possible  re· 

union  (Acts of Synod 1959,  Art  76. 
V.;  pp. 23,  24)_ 

"The  Synod  of  1960  has  before  it 

Communication  No.  10  which  con-

tains  the  report  of  the  Christian  Be· 
formed  Contact Committee  to  Confer 

with Protestant  Reformed  De  Wolf 

Group  Contact  Committee and  Com· 

rnunication No.  11 which is  the Reply 
of  Protestant  Reformed  Churches  of 

America.  The  latter  is  the  official 
reply  of  the  Synod  of  the  Protestant 

Reformed  Churches  dated  June  11, 

1960." 
The Advisory  Conunittee continues 

as  follows:  ''The  thrust  of  this  reply 
is  a  request  'to  consider  the  three 

Points  of  Common  Grace  as  without 

any  further  binding  force.'  We  as 
your  Advisory  Committee  have  met 

with several members of our  Contact 

Committee  and  discussed  the  matter 
at  length and  the  Contact Committee 

has  formulated  a  reply  to  be  sent 

officially  to  the  Protestant  Reformed 
Churches  as  follows:  (Editor's  Note: 

For  the  sake  of  avoiding  repetition 

we  are  reporting  that  reply  as  re· 

formttlated after  the  discussion.  Our 

report  on  the  discussion  will  follow 

the  reformulated  text  of  the  reply. 
The  only  important  change  in  the 

reformulation  was  the  omission  of  a 

paragraph  to  which  reference  will  be 
made  in  the  discussion  as  reported 

here. ) 

"To  tIle  Synod  of  the  Protestant 

Reformed  Churches,  Grand  Rapids,  

Michigan.  
''Esteemed Brethren:  

'We  thank  you  for  the  fraternal 

and  cordial  reply  to  our  Synod's 

letter  to  you  in June  1959.  In  reply 
to  this,  your communication, we wish 

to  observe  that  we  appreciate  the 

geoeral tenor of this docwnent, which 
ifldicates  that  there  is  on your  part a 

sincere  desire  for  reconciliation  and 
unification  with  our church. 

"Addressing  ourselves  to  tIle  main 

thrust  of  your  letter  (paragraph  4, 
page  1):  'May  we  urge  you,  there-
fore,  to  consider  the  Three  Points  of 

common  grace as without any further 

binding  forcer  we  conclude  that 
this question is the heart of the matter 

which  you  present to  our Synod.  You 

are  asking  our  Synod  simply  to  set 
aside  or  discard,  without  any  restric-

tions or qualifications,  that which was 

done by our Synods of 1924 and 1959. 
This  is  evident  from  your  statement 
(second  part  of  paragraph  3,  page 

1):  We,  therefore,  do  not  desire  to 
maintain  the Three Points or any new 

formulation or interpretation as neces· 

sary  for  a  church  to  stipulate  and 

insist  upon  for  unification  of 

churches.' 
"Synod  may  on  occasion  be  com-

pelled  to  make  emergency  decisions 

which  serve  a  definite  purpose  in  a 

given  historic  moment.  Such  emer· 

gency decisions  are dated and may  in 

time  become  inactive  because  they 

have  served  their purpose and are no 

longer  needed.  The  result  could  be 
that  such  decisions  are  in  effect  set 

aside.  Reflecting.  however,  on  the 
synodical decisions of 1924  respecting 

the  Three Points,  we  beUeve  that an 
outright  and  official  setting  aside  of 

them is  unwarranted for  the following 
reasons: 

"a.  The  serious  situation  in  1924 
which  called  these  Three  Points  into 

being. 
"b.  The  salutary  effect  of  these 

Three  Points  in  producing · rest  and 

peace  in  the ·churches. 
"c.  The fact  that such setting aside 

of the Tlll'eePoints would run countcr 

to  and  virtually  nullify  a  large  mcas· 

ure  of  agreement  which  had  been 

achieved. 
"We  are  of  the  opinion  that  such 

.  



a simple discarding of the Three 
Points, as well as of the elucidations 
and interpretations of these given in 
the letter of our Synod of 1959, is 

not desirable. We would rather point 
out to you a more positive basis upon 
which we may seek for unification. 
This positive approach is Dot to be 

sought by requesting our Synod vir

tually to discard what it deemed to 
be necessary to state in 1924, and 
what is still necessary to maintain at 
the present time; nor in demanding 
of you an expression of total agree
ment with the Three Points as for
mulated by 1924 and further elu
cidated by 1959; but rather by accept
ing a basis on which we can unite. 

"]t is our considered judgment that 
inasmuch as both your denomination 
and ours subscribe to The Word of 
Cod and the Three Forms of Unity, 
unification of our churches could be 
effected, 

"a. If you will agree that the Three 
Points are neither Arminian nor Pela
gian; that in the light of the official 
interpretation given by our Synod of 
1959, the objection that the Three 
Points ate in conflic t with Scripture 
and the Forms of Unity is not valid; 
and that you will agree not to agitate 
against official interpretations. 

"b. If we do not require submission 
in the sense of demanding total agree
ment with the Three Points, we rec
ognize and hear with scruples which 
you may have, in the expectation that 
we together may come eventually to 
a better understanding of the truth; 

and not bar those who have certain 
misgivings or divergent interpreta
tions as long as they refrain from 
propaganda for their interpretations. 

"As to the method of effecting such 
a union we suggest that: 

"a. If this is to be worked out on 
a denominational basis, a committee 
of your church be appointed to con
fer with a committee of our church; 

0'. 
"b. If this is to be worked out on 

a local basis, this be left to the in

dividual consistories and classes in 
which such attempts towards union 
would be made. 

"'Recommendation: 
"'I. Synod send this letter as its 

official reply to the Synod of the 

Protestant Reformed Churches (De 
Wolf Group ). 

"'2. Synod reappoint the Contact 

Committee for further conference 
with the Protestant Refonned Com
mittee." 

These two recommendaticns were 

adopted. 

Now our report on the discussion: 
Rev. J. Hoogland: Is this procedure 

similar to that used when Crace 
Church of Kalamazoo reunited with 
our church? 

Rev. C. Critter: There is a differ
ence here in that then we were deal
ing witll an individual congregation 
and not a denomination, and that the 
dealings were handled on a classical 
level. 

President Van Kooten: But what 
was the basis of union in the Grace 
Church case? 

Rev. C. Critter: ] was not a member 
of that c1assis at the time this was 
done, but the impression I have is 
that the basis was simply the Three 
Forms of Unity. With respect to 
the Three Points of Common Grace 
the Grace Church consistory stated 
that it ought to be assumed that they 
were willing to come into the Chris
tian Reformed Church without ob
jection to these declarations. 

Rev. H. Baker (member of the 
Synodical Contact Committee) : Synod 
should notice that the proposed letter 
provides alternative possibilities, that 
is, for reunion on a denominational or 
on a local congregational, or individ
ual basis. Details in this respect will 

have to be worked out as we come 
up to them. Personally I feel that 
our local churches should have some
thing to say when the actual reunion 
takes place. 

Rev. N. Veltman: We are all very 
grateful for the progress which this 
represents. ]t is good to see that we 
are approaching something like unity, 
and I am very happy that the con
ferences have been as successful as 
they were. However, I am trying 

to put myseU in the place of one 
of the Protestant Reformed ministers 
as I read the lettcr we propose to 

send to this group. It speaks of 
'acquiescence', and if I understand 
that word correctly, it means to bow 
your head and kcep sti ll . The point 

] want to plead for is that although 
we have made a great deal of progress 
here during the last few years, and 
although we may happily anticipate 
reunion, can we ask this of our 
Protestant Reformed brethren? On 

page 4 we find items b and then c. 
(Reads these items.) Is what is stated 
here really true? In a colloquium 
doctum we ask for agreement with 
respect to past synodical decisions, 
and we require it to be said per
sonally. We require this with respect 
to our stand on the lodge, and also 
on amusements. We demand that 
young people making profcssion of 
faith say these things. Can we ask 
someone who will have to obey our 
church's rules on such matters to do 
so on the basis of mere acquiescence? 
I don't like to muzzle people who 
have profound convictions on a cer
tain matter, and then expect of them 
that they teach our young people, 
for example, something else. I don't 
like to pressure people in that way. 

Rev. R. Rienstra: The question I'd 
like to present is this: Will this 
letter constitute a guide for all our 
consistories with respect to the admi t~ 

ting of members into our churches? 
We need such guidance, and I believe 
that this is a good letter as I read it 
hastily. 

Prof. A. A. Hoekema : I feel that 
there is something missing in this 
proposed reply, and that is the well
meant offer of salvation. The 1959 
report devoted considerable space to 
that doctrine, which is certainly very 
important in this discussion. Is this 

sufficiently dealt with in this letter? 
That it is perhaps the most important 
aspect of the matter goes without 
saying. By it we say that God sin
cerely desires the salvation of all 
to whom the Gospel is presented. 
This weighed very heavily in 1924, 
and it still weighs heavily, especially 
if we consider our mission approach. 
We ought to know if our Protestant 
Reformed brethren agree with us on 
this point. 1 think it ought to be 
spelled out in far greater detail than 
it is here. 

Hev. A. B. C. Hofland: I have a 
question, Mr. Chairman, and it is 

because we have earlier appointed. 
a committee with regard to the de



CISIons of 1908, and this committee 

has the mandate to study the matter 

of the principial authority of docbinal 
pronouncements as made by our 

synods. Do we answer the question 
which this study committee was ap 

pointed to study by adopting this 

letter? 
Rev. H. Baker; I would like to 

answer a few of the remarks that 

have been made. With respect to 

Reverend Velbnan and the word 
acquiescence; The Synod of 1926 

stated that the Three Points of 1924 

were b inding, and that it was obUga

tory to abide by them. Now, when 

you speak of full agreement or com
plete agreement you must incl ude the 

very construction of these decisions 
also. Many among us have been 
heard to say that perhaps the con

struction of the Three Points is faulty, 

even though we agree with them in 

principle. I think that some among 

us feel that although the Gospel offer 
is well-meant this does not necessarily 

demand the deduction that God is 
in fact good to all. Right from the 

beginning some of us did not agree 

with the wording of the Three Paints. 
With respect to Reverend HoAand; 

We read in Schaver of the fact that 

synod has declared the Three Points 
to be official and binding fo r every 

member. No one is questioning 

whether the Three Points arc binding. 
The Protestant Reformed brethren 

are asking that the Three Points be 
declared no longer binding, which 

is an admission that they are now 
binding. 

Prof. M. Monsma; Strictly spcaking, 

the Three Points do not cover the 
matter of the genera l offer of salva

tion. Differences of opinion on this 
matter can bc likened to the differ

ences between adherents of the "su

pra" and "infra" positions. We certain

ly ought to confine ourselves to the 
Three Points as such. There will be 

differences of opinion on related mat

ters, no doubt, but this is not a 
factor here. With respect to Rever

end Hofland and the matter of the 
binding for c e of synodica l pro

nounccments, I agree that this is a 
very important matter. In view of 

this question I think that synod should 

not go ahead with this proposed 

lettcr unless we are all in virtual 

agreement. If there is anything like 

a sizable minority which is unwilling, 

we ought to wait, and give all matters 
further consideration. It  is true for 

me that everything that is "binding" 
is not 'binding" in the same way or 

on the same level. In some things 

'binding" means that acquiescence is 

possible in the sense of the Dutch 
expression, "lk kan mij  er bij neer

leggen." Binding is not always ab

solute. 
Rev. J. Geuzebroek; My conscience 

demands that I  say that the same 
thing which is troubling Reverend 

Veltman is troubling me. Schaver says 

that although the Three Points are 
not a new confession, they are an 

"official interpretation" ( I refer to the 
same material mentioned by Rever

end Baker). How can we say that 

they are "binding" but not in the same 

way as the creeds, when they are 
so closely related to the creeds? Let 

us be careful! T he church must speak 
straight so that all who read or hear 

may know where to stand. Otherwise 
I would rather have the church refrain 

from making too many synodical pro

nouncements. 
Rev. H. Baker; I am sorry that the 

discussion is shifting to the general 
question as to whether synodical de

cisions are binding. The question 

now is, Shall we discard the de
cis ions of 1924 on Common Grace? 

A general discussion on the authority 
of synodical decisions will take a long, 

long time. Specifically we face the 
question, Shall we discard or set aside 

the Three Points? Our proposed let

ter to the Protestant Ueformed breth

ren tries to answer that question. We 

say, No. We say so because we are 
convinced that we would adopt them 

again today, if  that were necessary. 

Dr. W. H. Rutgers: From the Acts 

of 1959 the report of the Contact 

Committee seems to  indicatc that the 

Protestant Reformed brethren are able 

to agree with the Three Points. Now 

it seems that they do not agree with 
them. I'm disappointed and a little 

confused by this. Further, I don't 
likc the term "relative authority" as 

it is used in the proposed reply. How 
much agreement do we demand? I 

think we ought to be unafraid to spell 
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out exactly what we do mean, lest we 

find ourselves talking out of two 
sides of our mouth. 

Rev. H. Baker ; In fairness to the 

Protestant Reformed brethren I  must 
say that in 1959 we as Contact Com
mittee reported on how we felt with 

respect to the members of the Prot

estant Reformed committee, and we 
felt that it could he said as we pre

sented it in our report. The Prot

estant Refonned Church has not said 

these things. 
Rev. R.  B. Vermeer: I can't help 

but believe that if we set aside the 
Three Points as is asked by the Prot

estant Reformed brethren we also set 

aside tile  authority of the Forms of 
Unity. These can't be  separated so 

easily. 
Prof. M. Moruma; It is true that 

the 1959 Report is more favorable 
than the official letter from the Prot

estant Heformed Church. We in the 

committee found that the longer we 
talked together the more we had in 

common. I think that we can say 
that many misgivings and misunder

standings were removed, and that the 

Protestant Reformed brethren would 

say the same thing. This Committee 
of the Protestant Reformed Church 

had to report to their synod, however, 
and the letter which was then pro

duced is not quite so favorable. This 

accounts for the differcnce which 
Dr. Rutgers spoke of a few moments 

ago. 
Rev. H. N. Erffmeyer (reporter ); 

Synod must understand that this is 

proposed as an official reply to the 
Protestant Reformed Jetter. It does 

not necessarily mean to be  a pattern 
for admission into the Christian Re

fanned Church. The details for re

union will have to be worked out 

later according to the existing situa
tions. We must remember that two 

congregations and thcir pastors have 

already come back to us, the church 
at Sioux Center and at Edgerton. T llis 

letter is not an extra-creedal deliver

ance. It  is merely a reply to the 
Protestant Reformed Church, saying 

that we do not desire to set aside 

192<1, but that we do not regard the 

Three Points as equal in authority to 

the creeds. 
Rev. E. H. Oostendorp ; We do 
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have a committee to study the whole 
matter of tile binding character of 
synodical decisions. To accept this 

letter would prejudice the work of 
this committee, at least somewhat. 
We can only send this letter, it seems 
to me, if we add a fooblote to the 
effect that this is the present position 
of our church on synodical decisions, 
but that a committee is studying the 
matter, and that this is not necessarily 
the last word. 

Em. Prof. R.  B. Kuiper: I think 
that we are in a serious difficulty 
right now. I agree with the objections 
raised by Reverend Veltman and Dr. 
Rutgers. But how will we get out of 
this difficulty? I think that we'll never 
get out of it unless we are ready to 
adopt a position that we have never 
before been ready to adopt, and are 
probably not ready to adopt now. It 
seems to me that the Three Forms of 
Unity have been too closely identified 
with the Word of God by us. I think 

we have been too hesitant to add 
to or to modify them a little bit. As 
a result we have a static sort of 
orthodoxy. These creeds werc drawn 
up several hundreds of years ago, 
and they are very good! But things 
don't stand still. New problems arise, 
and the church must face them. Now 
the church wasn't ready in 1924 to 
add to the creeds, but we shouldn't 
hesitate to do so at all when we are 
sure that what we have is  necessary 
and truel Now some are saying that 
1924 was only for the time being, and 
doesn't apply now. Others suggest 
that we just shouldn't cause a stir 
by insisting on these points, because 
they are not additions to the creeds 
anyway. I am firmly convinced that 
the only way to keep creeds alive is 
for the church to have the courage 
to add to the creeds. That is my 
opinion, Mr. Chairman. 

Rev. N. Veltman: May I present an 
illustration of what I think this letter 
involves us in doing? Supposing a 
candidate appeared before us, and 
in reply to the decision of the synod 
of 1959 regarding historical inaccur~ 
acies in Scripture said that he thought 
synod was wrong, and Scripture did 
contain such inaccuracies. Would we 
say, if  this young man promised not 
to talk about this matter, he could 

be  a minister in  our church, if  he 
would only "acquiesce" with the stand 
of the church? Brethren, that isn't 
the way to admit men to the ministryl 
We must call for essential agreement. 
And if we haven't got it, we must go 
on working and conferring. As I see 
it, we just haven't quite made the 
grade yet with our Protestant Re~ 
formed brethren. Let us continue to 
confer until we reach the point of 
essential agreement. 

Rev. H. N. ErHmeyer: First of all. 
I don't think the 1959 discussion on 
infallibility of Scripture and this mat-
ter  are  really  paraliel.  And  even  the 
'59  statement  on  the  Scriptures  re-
quires  interpretation.  If  a  minister 
would  say  flatly,  ., don't  believe  in 

Common  Grace,"  he  wouldn't be  ad~ 

missible as a minister in our church. If 
he  would  say,  '1  believe  in  Common 
Grace,  but I  have  certain  difficulties 
and  problems,"  that would be another 
thing.  Secondly,  remember  that  we 
must reply to the Protestant Reformed 
communication.  They have  written a 
letter  to  us.  Common  courtesy  dc~ 

mands  that  we  answer.  It has  to  be 

this  letter or something else.  Perhaps 
this  one  isn't  100%  acceptable,  but 
it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  get 
one  that is. 

Rev.  T.  E.  Hofman:  We  should 
come  to  some  definite  and  c1ear~cut 
opinion on  the force  of  synodical  de-
clsions.  This  letter  speaks of  them  in 
a way which doesn't makc them sound 
as  settled  and  binding as  we  thought 
they were. 

Rev.  K.  Hart:  I  am  not  ready  to 
accept  this  letter.  I  am  sorry  that 
it contains  a general  evaluation of  all 
doctrinal  statements  made  by  synod. 
We are now making diHerent  expres~ 
sions  to  different  people.  To  some 
we say, You  must maintain  the  Three 
Fonns  of  Unity  and  certain  synodi-
callyfonnulated doctrinal  statements. 
To  others  now  we  are  saying,  You 
must  merely  acquiesce.  And  this  to 
brothers  not  yet officebearers  in  the 
church.  We  might  say  that  to  exist~ 

ing  officebearers  under  some  cir-
cumstances.  Admission  demands  full 
agreement.  We  must  work  until  we 
can  say,  Now  we  are  in  full  agree-
ment. 

Prof.  A.  A.  Hoekcma:  I  haven't 

been completely satisfied on the  we U ~ 

meant  offer  of  salvation.  In  the  Re-
formed  Guardian  (published  by  the 
Protestant  Reformed  group)  I  have 
read  that  the  presentation  of  the 
Gospel  may  never  be  regarded  as  an 
offer.  Another  of  the  Protestant  Re-
formed  ministers  wrote  a  different 
opinion.  We  do  believe  that  there 
is  an  offer of salvation.  Is  this  letter 
incomplete on  this  point? 

Rev.  F.  Guillaume:  At  first  I 
thought  this  was  a  very  good  letter, 
but  the  longer  I  hear  the  discussion 
the more I am puzzled.  The difficulty 
is,  J think,  that we  are  trying  to  find 
out  what  it  means  for  church  mem-
bership  when  somcone  agrccs  with 
us,  and  yet  differs  a  littlc  bit.  Now, 
the Protestant Reformed  brethren are 
children of the Lord,  but they  do  not 
all  agree  with  the  Three  Points.  Is 
there  a  place  only  for  that  limited 
number  which  agrees  perfecLly  willI 
everything  we  say?  Shouldn't  the 
church  be more open  than  that?  Are 
synodical decisions  on  the same  level 
with  the  Three  Forms  of  Unity?  I 
don't  believe  itl  Let  us remember 
that  we  have  to  stay  here  until  we 
have  an  answer  for  the  brethren.  In 
this  letter  we  say  correctly  that 
synodical decisions are not "on a  par" 
with the creeds.  We are dealing with 
the question, How wide is the church? 
That  was  the  question  also  in  the 
Netherlands.  Do  we want  to say  that 
if you  care  to be  Christian  Reformed 
you  must  fall  within  such  narrow 
limits?  I doubt itl 

Rev.  H.  Baker:  There will  never be 

reunion  if  there  must  be  agreement 
on  all  things,  not  until  the  Lord 
returns  anyhow!  The  question  is, 

Can  we  set  aside  1924?  We  don't 
all agree  perfectly  with  the stand  on 
divorce  taken  by  our  synod  a  few 
years  ago.  We don't  all  agree  on  the 
baptism of adopted children.  We can 
expect  such  disagreements  in  this 
sinful  WOrld.  Perfect  agreement  re-
garding  1924  is  asking  too  muchl 

Rev.  P.  Holtrop:  It seems  to  me 
that  the  members  of  the  Protestant 
Reformed  Church  haven't  been  told 
enough  about  the  deliberations  of 
the contact committees. Therefore the 
difference between the committee and 
the  church.  In  view  of  that  fact,  1 
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think we ought to take a little more 

time until we get a more solid basis 

of agreement. Everyone would be 

made happier by this. 
Rev. R.  Rienstra: The question for 

me is, Mat is the character of an 

official letter? Looks to me as if the 
second part of this proposed official 

letter tones down the first part. Part 

one says that 1924 still stands; part 

two says, Don't take it too seriously! 

Rev. A. DeKruyter: I don't know 
if I'm off base with this suggestion, 

but isn't it possible that we could ans
wer the Protestant Reformed letter 

adequately even if we omit the part 

beginning with "In other words . .." 

until the top of page 5? 
Rev. H . Baker: I'm only a single 

member of the contact committee, 
but I'd say that to shorten the letter 

as suggested might be  done and be 
acceptable. The Protestant Reformed 
brethren had inserted the matter of 

the binding character of the synodical 

decisions, and gave their interpreta
tion of this. We have here given ours. 

But, in any event, a letter should be 
sent to them now, since otherwise 

it will not appear until their synod of 

1962. 
, Elder H. Hoogerhyde: I would 

like to say something in this discussion 

as an elder delegate. The issue is, 
What will be our answer to their 

request that we say the Three Points 

are no longer binding? The commit
tee answers this on page 4, items d, 

e and f. We say to their request, No, 
we do not say that they are no longer 

binding. But we do leave the door 

open for further consideration, and 
this along ecclesiastical lines. Now, 

I don't like the wording of the Thrce 

Points either, but their thrust is in 
the right direction. Shall I make 

propaganda to build up this differ

ence? No! Are we willing to go as 

far as the committee feels we can go, 

or shall we take another course? 

Dr. W. H.  Rutgers: I move that we 

strike out the words beginning with 
1n other words ..." up to "Vie de
clare ..." 

Rev. H. N. Erffmeyer: This would 

be acceptable to your advisory com
mittee, I believe, and would be better 

for the work of the committee on the 
matter of 1908. The material of this 

section of the letter which it has been 
moved to delete can be  worked out 

later. 
Rev. F. VanHouten : [ don't think 

we ought to entertain any pipe 

dreams about the effect of all this. 
I read the Reformed Guardian, and 

it indicates that our Protestant Re
formed brethren ace very serious 

about these things. I don't think that 

they ace ready to agree with the 

Three Points. 
Rev. H . Petersen : It seems to me 

that in order to be consistent we will 
have to cut out more of the letter 

than has been moved. 

Rev. R.  B. Vermeer: I am opposed 
to this move for deletion. The letter 

states what we have always believed. 
Hev. C. VanderArk: Couldn't the 

committee reformulate during the 

supper hour? They could do so hear
ing in mind this discussion. 

A motion to send back the letter 
to the advisory committee for refor

mulation was adopted. 

Notes by J. P. 

Note: In this report that refor

mulated letter precedes the discussion 

as reproduced above by Rev. John 

Piersma ( Ed.). 

The Punt Prote.t 
Persons die. Do issues also die with 

the persons who raise them? That 

interesting question was answered 
by Synod in the affirmative when it 

disposed of the protest of Mr. J. P. 

Punt of the Los Angeles Church 
against the pastor and consistory of 
that church. 

The issue was a doctrinal one. The 
protestant had protested a statement 

by his minister in a sermon on the 
Lord's Supper that Christ was physi

cally present at t11is Sacrament in a 

spiritual way, contending that this 
was un-Reformed doctrine. The con

sistory and the c1assis upheld the 
minister. The protestant thereupon 

appealed to Synod but died before 
Synod convened. 

The Advisory Committee (Reporter 

Rev. B. J. Haan ) raised the question 
whether or not Synod should deal 

with this matter seeing the com
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plainant had passed away. It rec

ommended that "A I th o u gh the 

protestant is now deceased, Synod 
should consider his protest." It based 

its view on three considerations: (1) 
"When an ecclesiastical assembly con

siders a protest the question is not 
who is right but what is right ... ;(2) 

the protest constitutes an indictment 

of a consistory and a c1assis, and 
Synod owes it to those bodies either 

to vindicate them or declare them 

at fault; (3) the protest deals with 
doctrinal matters which are of serious 

concern to all our churches. 

DISCUSSION: 

Rev. J. T . Malestein: Don't we have 

a precedent in the case of the late 
Prof. D. H. Kromminga? ( Note: the 

reCerence is to a 'gravamen' which 

the proCessor presented against a 
statement in our creed which has a 

bearing on the question of the millen

nium. A committee was appointed 
to study the matter but the professor 

died before the Committee could re

port and Synod decided to discon
tinue the investigation - K.) 

The Reporter said that the two 

cases were not similar . 
Rev. L. Tamminga asked whether 

a matter could be dealt with in the 

absence of the accused party. 
Prof. H. Stob: This recommenda

tion should not be adopted. It may 

well turn out that the point of differ

ence is due to a misunderstanding. 

Since the protestant has died the 
protest is virtually no longer in exis

tence. 
The Reporter: I don't think it fol

lows at all that when a party brings 

in a protest and has gone to cIassis 

and that party passes away, Synod 
should not deal with it. There are 

other bodies that are involved. 
Rev. H. N. Erffmeyer: Does the 

Committee feel that the weUare and 

the peace of the church concerned 
arc involved? 

Rev. L. Tamminga: I can see that 

the Committee wants first to have the 
permission to bring this appeal before 

Synod. But it is hard to judge before 

we know something about the content. 
Rev. P. Vander Weide: Only the 

formal aspect of the matter is before 
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us now. Is it a matter of truth and 
right and justice to take it up? 

Rev. F. Guillaume: I think that the 
grounds for the advice are not very 
strong. Experience has taught us that 
we need the man who makes the 
protest. I am against this. I hope 
we defeat the advice. 

Rev. B. N. Huizenga: I believe we 
have to recognize the minor assembly 
in such matters. The protestant is 
deceased. How can we take this up 
except at the request of the Classis 
(California - K ). 

Prof. J. Kromminga opined that 
since the protestant had passed away 
he no longer needed the judgment 
of the Synod. 

Rev. N. Velbnan: The argument is 

centering around the que sti 0  n 
whether this  man is living or not. 
We should not look so sharply at that. 
Suppose a person is in a hospital and 
in a coma. Would you act on his 
protest? Certainly. The last ground 
contains a lot of insight. This is a 
serious matter - one of real concern 
to all our churches. 

Prof. H. Stab spoke once more, 
after which Synod decided to cease 
debate and vote. The motion to con-
sider the protest of  Mr.  Punt was  lost 
with  a  vote  of  5458. 

There were a  number of protests  at 
Synod  but  we  report  only  on  a  few 
which  in  our  opinion  are  of  special 
interest  to  the entire church.  One  of 
these  was  the  protest  of  Mr.  W.  I. 

Buiten,  one  of  the  younger  members 
of  the  Los  Angeles  church,  against its 
pastor and  the  consistory  and against 
Classis  California.  Since  this  matter 
was  treated  in  an  executive  session 
we  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  tell  our 
readers  what we know  about  it.  Suf-
fice  it  to  say  that  the  Synod,  con-
vinced of  the seriousness and urgency 
of  the  matter,  decided  to  appoint  a 
special  committee  to  confer  with  the 
parties  concerned  in loco. Tills  Com-
mittee  is  composed  of  Rev.  H.  N. 
Erffmeyer, Rev.  Edward B.  Pekelder. 
Rev.  T.  C.  Van  Kooten,  and  elders 

Jacob De Jager  and Henry J. Kuiper. 

SAMPLE KIT OF RECOMMENDED 

STUDY  AND  DISCUSSION  MANUALS  
FOR  CHURCH  GROUPS  

$11.55   FOR- ONLY 
VALUE  $4.95 

SAMPLE  PACK  CONTAINS  THESE  BOOKS 

. ....The  Christian  Reformed  Church,  by  Rev.  P.  Y.  Dejong, 
$.75  each,  $7.50 dozen 

.. .....  Partners  for  Life,  Happiness  in  Marriage,  by  Rev.  leonard 
Greenway and others,  $.75 each,  $7.50 dozen 

. .. Obeying the Great Commission, A  study of Foreign  Missions, 
by  Rev.  P.  Y.  Dejong, $1.00 each, $10.00 dozen 

........30 Programs for Young  People,  by  Rev.  B.  Hoyt  Evans, $1 .50  

.......21  Programs for Young Adults, by Dr. John H.Gerstner, $1.50  

..  ..... A  Predestination  Primer,  by  Dr.  John  H.  Gerstner, 
$.85 each,  $8.50 dozen 

... ....The Christian Family  and Home,  by  Rev.  Alexander Dejong, 
$.75  each,  $7.50 dozen 

.... ...The  Christian  Life,  by  Rev.  P. Y.  Dejong, 
$.75 each, $7.50 dozen 

..What the Seds Teach,  by  Rev.  E.  J.  Tanis. 
$1.00  each,  $10.00 dozen 

..... ... What  Rome  Teaches,  by  Rev.  E. J .  Tanis, 
$.60 each,  $6.00 dozen 

...  ... The  Gospel According  to Rome,  by  Dr.  John  H.  Gerstner, 

$.50 each, $5.00 dozen 

The  Life  and Teachings  of John Calvin,  by  Dr.  John  H.  Bratt, 
$.75 each, $7.50 dozen 

.. . Scriptural  Teaching  on  Stewardship,  by  Rev.  Roy  T.  Cowles, 
$.85 each, $8.50 dozen 

SPECIAL  INTRODUCTORY  OFFER 

Ministers  and  Society  Leaders:  Buy  this  kit  and  examine  all  the 

available  study  manuals  in  the  quiet  of  your  own  study. 

Individual  booklets can  also  be ordered. 

BAKER  BOOK  HOUSE   Grand  Rapids,  Michigan 


