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by usurping the responsibilities belonging to the
various Institutions of society. For responsihility is,
and means, POWER — Pawer is responsibility. To
possess God-given responsihility means that we are in-
vested with authority and possessed of the inherent
freedom to exercise authority. It is of crucial impor-
tance to clearly understand the meaning of power and
the reason for the State’s insatiable lust for it; because
if we do not we shall never be able to truly perceive
the web of totalitarian tyranny being rightly spun
around us today.

The first step in the State’s take-over of our respon-
sibilities is to degrade the concept of responsibility
itself. This is done through the tool of the Permissive
Society, which not only serves to assert the sovereignty
of State law over God’s Law, but it also serves to
engender moral irresponsibility in the people by
enslaving them to sin and guilt. Morally rotten peo-
ple are guilty people and the guilt-ridden are easily
led and manipulated. Permission to break the Law of
God is a false, delusive and destructive freedom given
by the State in exchange for that precious God-given
liberty, the liberty that distinguishes freemen from
slaves. Like unto all false gods the Divine State requires
a sacrifice to be made unto it. Upon the altar of the
“Public Good"” you must offer up your liberty, not all
at once, but gradually unti! all power resides with the
State.

When a people abandon faith in God and despise
the authority of His Word they inevitably show a
marked dislike towards Christian responsibility and
freedom, slavishly yearning only for the cradle to grave
security of the Welfare State. Instead of viewing all the
varied aspects of life as diverse and independent forms
of government under the unifying authority and
government of the sovereign Word of God, they fall
an easy prey to the Divine Idea of the State and the
Godless vacuum left in their lives is soon filled by this
new Deity regulating and conirolling their lives with
a vengeance. Thus when such degraded people hear
those oft repeated media words: ‘‘The Government”’
their first thought is the State. For them ‘‘The Govern-
ment”” has become the only lawgiver, provider and
savior in their lives, and freedom is no longer con-
sidered that important. This is the slave mentality —
A slavery that does not need a ball and chain as Aldous
Huxley points out in his book The Brave New World:
“A really efficient totalitarian State would be one in
which the all powerful executive of political bosses and
their army of managers control a population of slaves
who do not have to be coerced because they love their
servitude.”’

Close upon the heels of this corruption and enslave-
ment of the human mind follows the bribery of State
grants, handouts and subsidies. It is through this
means that the State buys its way into the respon-
sibilities belonging to the other Institutions of society.
Agriculture is a classic example of this policy in action.
Farmers, like others, have been only too eager for
grants and subsidies — something for nothing, so it
is foolishly thonght. But the lack of true faith and the
love of money blind people to the real price that they
have to pay in return, namely, their true God-given
freedom. For along with State money come the conse-

quent regulations and controls to the point that farmers
cannot plant a potato or milk a cow without the State's
permission or license. Thus the ownership and respon-
sibility for running a farm is increasingly moving from
the individual farmer to the relevant State bureaucracy.
The power of responsibility which is the freedom to
make authoritative decisions is being taken from the
farmer and his liberty drastically curtailed to the point
of serfdom. Power is in this way transferred from the
people to the State.

Exactly the same method is applied in the take-over
of the family’s responsibilities. Take family allowance.
Family allowance is a State grant designed to help pay
for the upbringing and care of children. The very ac-
ceptance of this money is an acknowledgement that
the State has a legitimate moral responsibility in this
area — whether we want to realize it or not. Can we
have any grounds to complain, therefore, when the
State thinks it fit that girls be allowed to take deadly
contraceptive pills without their parents’ knowledge
or consent? Can we really complain when the State
wants a commanding say in what our children are
taught in school? After all, it has bought its way into
the responsibilities of the family and is helping to pay
for the children’s upbringing, is it not? This alone is
sufficient grounds to justify its interference — it is an
interference by right of purchase, in accordance with
that proverb which says that “‘he who pays the money
calls the tune’’ (Prov. 22:7). It is interesting to note that
only the mother can draw this welfare money, thus
short-circuiting the natural father’s responsibility and
authority in the home; which is a pointed way of
saying that the State now considers itself as the true
father and provider.

How can we claim to be free men and women in
Jesus Christ and vet slavishly dependent upon State
money, especially when we still have the freedom to
refuse it? Such double standards will cause the speedy
demise of the family as a separate institution under
God by paving the way for its absorption into the State.
Therefore it is of immense importance that we as Chris-
tian parents start free Christian schools free from State
bribes and the inevitable controls. By so doing we
claim back from the State our God-given responsibility,
authority and freedom to educate our children in a
Biblical framework of thought and to an uncompromis-
ing Christian world and life view. In this way we can
make an important start in providing the alternative
Christian society to the ugly and vicious statist one
being forced upon us today. Surely, we can only take
seriously Christ's Great Commission: ““Go ye therefore
and teach all nations. . .teaching them to observe all
things whatsoever I have commanded you.” ONLY
when we first start at home and with our own
children?!

& & o

Finally, in the light of what has been said why are
there so few free Christian schools in our country to-
day? Why is it that so many professed Christians are
apathetic, indifferent and even hostile to the concept
of a distinctive Christian education? Well, the parents
of today were the pupils of yesterday who have
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themselves been submitted to the State’s educational
process and have unconsciously imbibed passive anti-
Christianity; who have come to believe that somehow
the Word of God is irrelevant except within the con-
fines of the church.

Once educated in this humanistic framework of
thought it naturally becormes very difficult to recognize
the implicit anti-Christianity in our cultural condition-
ing. After all, it appears to be normal since everyone
is conditioned to think and behave in the same way;
a way which is appealing to our fallen human nature.
As a society’s culture is the outworking of its basic
religious faith, and if the faith is placed in the absolute
authority of man (humanism) and in the Divine Idea
of the State (socialism), then we too as the educational
products of that culture will automatically manifest its
basic faith in our lives. Therefore we have Christians,
as a matter of course, challenging the absolute
authority of the Word of God with a “Hath God said’’
attitude; whether it be on such issues as corporal
punishment in school (Prov. 29:15), God’s requirement
for dress {Deut. 22:5) or any other commandment of
God that does not happen to suit them or that runs
counter to the prevailing humanistic culture is
dismissed as being ‘““legalistic’’ or the ‘‘cultural”’ pro-
duct of its age and not really relevant to our time. This
attitude is much like that described by Piers Compton
in his book The Broken Cross, in which he says ‘“Those
who were familiar with the writings of Heidegger and
Jean-Paul Sartre could detect, in the statements and
even casual remarks made by all too many prelates,
the equivocations and lack of authority habitual to men
who are the products of modern thought.”* Never was
a truer word spoken by a certain American communist
who said that ““Revolutions with machine guns are the
least important. The revolutions that are really impor-
tant go on in people’s minds and in the way they think
and feel.”

This insiduous and prevailing spirit of humanism
has contributed in no small way to the radical yet sub-
tle departure from the Biblical Faith of the Reformers
and Puritans by the Evangelical Church of today, We
have, as it were, pulled the Faith inside out. Where
once what you believed, the doctrines of the Faith, was
of paramount importance, today, however, what is
central is a person’s religious experience. Thus doc-
trine has become vague and peripheral and is looked
upon as being divisive, cold and hard. This is why so
many evangelical churches no longer demand
adherence to a Creed or Confession of Faith as the con-
dition of Church membership. These have now become
interesting but not quite relevant historical documents.

With the pulpit reduced to being largely non-
propositional (i.e. weak and watery on doctrine), it has
in proportion become non-confrontational insofar as
the duties and sins of the nation and the individual
are no longer approached with an authoritative and ab-
solute ‘“Thus saith the LORD!"" Such a black and white
confrontatioual approach is considered too “unloving”’
and through years of studied irrelevance by pulpit and
pew alike, has finally given way to a bland greyness,
compromise and cowardice in the face of implacable
foes and to the vital issues and titanic struggles that
confront us today.
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This has given rise to what I call the two unwritten
laws of evangelicalism. Which are, firstly, Thou shalt
not make waves to rock the boat, If the truth is con-
troversial, shut up about it! And secondly, Thou shalt
not criticize or offend anyone for anything. Be nice and
smarmy at all times with sugared words and sweet
smiles. The net result of which is an emasculated,
spineless and withered church; a sort of Protestant con-
vent detached from reality in true platonic fashion —
A church that is more interested in mystic spiritual ex-
periences and dreams of revival than in being the salt
and light of the world, and that by its shameful silence
has given its tacit approval to the Divine Idea of the
State and the appalling implications thereof.

Wisdom instructs us to *‘Train up a child in the way
he should go and when he is old he will not depart
from it (Prov. 22:6}. Then why is there so little
wisdom manifest amongst Christians today? Surely it
is because there is so little of the fear of God in their
hearts (Prov. 1:7)? If Christians really feared and loved
God they would train their children to go in the way
of the Lord, instead of training them to go in the way
of the heathen through years of pagan schooling,
endless hours watching television, listening to the
radio and reading unwholesome literature. I put it to
you my reader, which way are your children going?
In all seriousness it is better to arrive at the right answer
to this question now than to have the wrong one at the
Day of Judgement. ‘‘Not everyone that saith unto me
Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom of heaven;
but he that doeth the will of my Father which is in
heaven” (Mat. 7:21).

It is truly marvelous how Christians can divorce the
will of God for them from His revealed will in the
Bible. We have Christian parents saying that the
Christian education of their children is perhaps not the
will of God for them, though it may be for you. In so
saying they have personalized and mystified the will
of God by removing it from the concrete and objective
reality of His revealed will in the Bible by placing it
in the religious feelings of the individual self-will.
When stripped of pious platitudes this is simply
another manifestation of original sin.

I started off by asking the question is Christian
education necessary? It is not only necessary it is ab-
solutely essential. Why? Because God says it is! And
the consequences of disobedience are grim indeed.
Therefore I can only say to you, Christian parent, that
you must go forward in the Name of the Father, in the
Name of the Son and in the Name of the Holy Ghost
and start your Christian school without further delay
and great blessings will follow not only to this genera-
tion but to those yet to come. I conclude with a
paraphrase of those words of Elijah the prophet: “How
long halt ye between two opinions? If the Baalistic
State be God then serve it by keeping your children
in its schools, But if the LORD be God then serve Him
and give your children the education that God com-
mands.”’

“U ye love me, keep my commandments’’ (Jn.
14:15). ©
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(or, woman from office in the Church — SMS) is
dragged into the forefront and magnified into a
grievous and very unwelcome restraint that could
hardly be thought of as imposed by God (cf., *‘I can’t
believe God would give me the ability without will-
ing me the opportunity.’’ — SMS).... As Luther
rightly points out, the temptation. . .directs itself
against God’'s Word. More specifically, it seeks to
make that Word doubtful to man. . . Adam and Eve
are to be led away from its truth according to the pur-
poses of the tempter.” If God’s Word is not Absolute,
it is relative. If it is relative, it is subject to the same
forces and influences as man’s word, indeed, it can
be no more absolute than Satan’s word. There is no
sure starting point; everything becomes relative. Man
might as well lead the way. God becomes simply a
very smart being who can offer good advice for the
bensfit of man, Man has fallen in with Satan to try
and do away with God. In so attempting, he merely
does away with himself. God does not come under
the death sentence. Man does.

The relativist seeks to lead the denomination away
from the Word of God as absolute, final, authoritative
and normative. He will appeal to passages such as
Galatians 3:28 (neither male nor female) in the same
way Satan asked Eve to regard the general permission
to eat from every tree (Gen. 2:16): as final in
themselves and admitting of no qualification, no, not
even by God. If God tells you you can eat, then eat
anything you like. Passages like 1 Timothy 2:11ff. are
then, a priori, inadmissable and unacceptable. But if
God speaks absolutely, (and, of course, that’s the only
way He can speak) then He legislates the exceptions
as well as the rules. To seek ‘‘freedom,’’ as some are
doing, by interpreting a qualified rule as unqualified,
is to embrace death. The relativist will not find all of
God’s law unacceptable, but like a spoiled child, he’ll
eat the chicken and sneak the spinach to the dog.
Christians, however, follow Jesus Christ, who said,
‘“Man shall not live by bread alone, but by EVERY
word that proceedeth out of the mouth of God’’ [Mat.
4:4).

{While we’re on the subject of words, I'd like to note
parenthetically that the Bible happens to be in favor
of “‘inclusive language,’’ though T doubt that it would
find favor with relativistic feminists. According to
Scripture, woman is INCLUDED in man, her head.
Therefore, Scripture says, ‘‘God created MAN in his
own image. . .male and female he created them.’’ If
they wish to be consistent, they might thiuk of speak-
ing about man and “‘wo.’’ But that might come too
close to the truth, in their case, for comfort!)

In addition to identification of the foe (not to be con-
fused with ““‘wo’’), we need wisdom. Who can deny
that relativists have taken full advantage of every op-
portunity to maneuver and manipulate? We need to
take to heart our Savior’s command to be “‘wise as
serpents’’ while remaining harmless as doves. Let us
strategize. Let us meet together before Classis
meetings, and certainly before and during Synods, to
analyze the movements of those who would destroy
our beloved denomination. As we say in Brooklyn,
we've got to ““get hip”’ to what's up and learn how
to use procedures patiently and persistently against
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the forces of the father of lies. And we especially need
to encourage greater participation by Elder delegatess
in all assemblies. Elders alone could make the dif-
ference if they are given sound, wise advice on how
they might be faithful in times like these.

Make no mistake about it, we also need courage.
It may—it will be necesary to say things against the
actions of people who may be personally dear to us.
But to place feelings toward another above loyalty to
Christ is to be guilty of idolatry. We ought to follow
up on questionable statements and practices of
ministers in our churches and in owr own and
neighboring classes. We need to make a little noise,
ruffle a few feathers. As I said, some people find it
easier to leave the denomination than to be a ‘‘pest
for Christ.”” But don’t we realize that if all our faithfu)
friends follow suit, this entire denomination with its
noble history will become a haunt of doctrines of
demons! We must not let this be!! We must remember
God’s words to Joshua, ‘Be strong and courageous,
because you will lead these people to inherit the land
I swore to their forefathers to give them. Be strong and
very courageous. Be careful to obey all the law my
servant Moses gave you.”

Now listen to a portion of that law: ‘‘Rebuke your
neighbor frankly so you will not share in his guilt”
(Lev. 19:17). Listen to Jesus: “If your brother sins,
rebuke him" (Lk 17:3). Listen to Paul: “‘when Peter
came to Antioch, 1 opposed him to his face, because
he was clearly in the wrong. . . When I saw that they
were not acting in line with the truth of the gospel,
I (rebuked} Peter in front of them all”’ {Gal 2:11, 14).
And again, note Paul’s instructions to Titus in the face
of spreading heresy: ““There are many rebellious
people, mere talkers and deceivers. . . They must be
silenced. . . [R)ebuke them sharply, so that they will
be sound in the faith.”” Things weren’t good, but Paul
didn’t advise, ‘‘Bail out.’* No. Rather, he told Titus, -
in the power of the Spirit of Truth, to dig in and fight!

Throughout Scripture, God raises up rebukers to set
people on or keep them in the right path. Little
Samue] reproved Eli with the Word of the Lord; a
donkey rebuked Balaam; John, Elijah and Nathan
brought the word of the Lord against nobility. Too
often, we are content to air our complaints only in the
sight of those who already agree with us. Its time to
have a showdown, face to face with those who have
been led into error and who endeavor to so lead
others. With the grace of God and humility of the
Spirit, which seeks not its own, but Christ’s, let us
REMAIN members of the Christian Reformed Church.
But let us confront the forces of relativism with every
spiritual, tactical and procedural weapon at our
disposal. There are plenty of corrupt denominations
in America and Canada already. Let us invite and per-
suade the relativists to leave us and join them!

Yes, we all hear the trumpet sounding. We all know
its a call to action. But I suggest the action we are
being called to is an aggressive, wise prudent and sus-
tained advonce, NOT A RETREAT. ®

Rev. Steve M. Schlissel of 1841-83rd 5%, Brooklyn, NY 11214, is
pasior of Messiahs Gangregatian and an elder in the Jamaeica, NY-
Queens CRC, and on elder delegaie to the 1986 Synod.







with the promise of success, wealth and respectabil-
ity. Thus we are pressed to join the World Council
and the World Alliance of Reformed Churches, with
some which deny Christ and His Gospel and are
therefore no longer Christian churches at all.

We have experienced the death of many stalwart
leaders who had helped to shape the life and Biblical
commitment of our churches, and present positions
of denominational leadership are no longer held by
people like them. James Bratt’s book observed that the
synod’s 1959 declaration that the Bible was infallible
was the last unqualified triumph of the Confessionals
in the church. Since that time there has been a steady
weakening of Reformed commitment in synod deci-
sions of the 60s, 70s and 80s. The speaker cited
mid-1890 predictions in De Wachter that as our
churches adapted themselves to their environment,
the Calvinistic doctrines of Dort would become ‘‘anti-
quated curiosities,”” psalms would be replaced by
hymns, choirs would replace congregational singing,
the catechism would no longer be taught and there
would be an indiscriminate search for novelties — all
of which are coming true. Our church members must
look at the real changes in our churches which plain-
ly show a decline — The Bible is no longer permitted
to function as the Word of God when we pick it apart.
We do not treasure and proclaim the Biblical doctrine
of election confessed in the Canons which stresses the
sovereignty of God in our salvation — so that Jesus
is our salvation. And our Church Order of Dort is
being amended out of existence, as decision-making
is shifted from the church assemblies to boards. The
shift in church services is from Worship to sensational
entertainment, as people, evidently ‘just don’t want
ta hear the Word of God.”” Christian discipline and
stable family life have been disappearing from our
churches, along with observance of the Lord’s day,
sacrificial giving, knowledge of the Bible, personal
piety and prayer. Thus, in summary, the speaker
described, where, according to his observations, we
are and the route by which we have arrived here.

Awakening to see our position and condition calls
us to repentance, first for our own waywardness, and
to a renewed trust in and commitment to our Lord and
His gospel. We must bring that gospel to all kinds of
people around us. We must work at teaching the
whole Gospel faith which we have been neglecting—
many in our churches have never heard it — and we
must live it and fight for it.

In following discussion the speaker called for
appropriate protests and appeals, to be accompanied
by refusal to implement and snpport un-Biblical ac-
tions of synods. We must ask what we are supporting;
our gifts may not be regarded or paid as taxes to sup-
port causes that do not promote the gospel.

In the Tuesday meetings, Rev. Richard Blauw of
Chino, California spoke on our problems with the of-
fice of deacons as we get away from the Bible; Rev.
Raymond Sikkema of Hamilton, Ontario presented a
Canadian perspective on the CRC; and Rev. Aaron
Kayayan, who has charge of the French broadcasts of
the Back-to-God Hour presented a Reformed view of
nuissions. {Because of space limitations, we hope to
deal with some of these addresses later.)
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Our Present Predicament

In the evening Rev. Nelson D. Kloosterman, pro-
fessor at Mid-America Reformed Seminary at Orange
City, lowa, described for the crowded church where
the C. R. denomination is today. Citing a couple of
local incidents, he showed how the 15-year,
sometimes bitter and divisive synod debates about
women in office, far from being settled by synod deci-
sions, were now simply being projected into each
congregation,

Instead of delineating the widespread movement
toward congregational independence, or the denom-
inational agencies’ grabs for power, or the ecumenical
drive toward merger with the RCA — warnings which
would come too late to do any good — the speaker
pointed out that for 15 years we have been seeing that
at the heart of our problem was the docirine of the
Bible — our failure to listen to the Word of God in
the church. Referring to Jeremiah 23:1-4, he observ-
ed that the standard by which we must assess our
denomination was God’s Word. There God said that
because the spiritual shepherds of His people had
scattered and failed to care for them, He would punish
the shepherds. Each of us needs to ask whether we
have been giving the necessary time to studying and
teaching God’s Word to those we are supposed to
lead. Our performance must be measured by the stan-
dard of God’s Word and by our confession of it.

In onr churches’ Belgic Confession Article 32, while
we acknowledge the need for wholesome order in the
church, we also reject all man-made laws ““to bind and
compel the conscience in any manner whatever.”” See
how that confession is plainly violated by last year’s
synod’s declaration that “‘a church is held accountable
to classis for its share of the quota payment deter-
mined by the number of its member families’” (Acts
1985, p. 811), a decision unsupported by a shred of
Biblical evidence. In that Confession article 32, we
also ‘‘admit only that which tends to nourish and
preserve concord and unity, and to keep all men in
obedience to God.”’* Note how the 1984 and 1985 deci-
sions to allow women in office did not promote “‘con-
cord and unity’’ but discord and disunity and were
supported by only one irrelevant text. The decision
to, in the name of Christ, compel payment against
one’s conscience is an immoral law — far removed
from the voluntary “‘cheerful’’ giving taught in God’s
Word (2 Cor. 9:7). Thus our synods have tried to com-
pel consciences and made ordinances which ““depart
from those things which Christ, our only Master has
instituted’’ (Belgic Confession).

Such developments are driving us to action — to
concerted action. In our trying to act, the speaker saw
three dangers against which we must be alert.
(1) Some have said that all that we have been doing
is talk among ourselves. This is misleading. There has
been a flood of overtures and appeals — which were
“reduced by the denominational machinery to a puff
of exhaust’’” — and there have been good minority
reports — There has been much more than talk. (2)
Some are saying that we must break the denomina-
tional bureaucracy. But we must beware of trying only
to correct structures when our problem is really the









dragging the church in an oppaosite course (2 Cor.
6:14-7:1). Our pursuit of that Biblical Reformed ob-
jective must be genuinely ecumenical, seeking to
draw together people who today are separated by
church boundaries, but who, becoming increasingly
aware of living amid ‘‘the great evangelical disaster,”’
are also increasingly aware of being drawn together
in the thrilling work that the Lord has done, is doing
and will do with His whole gospel until He Himself
returns. The future of such a course is indeed “‘as

The Concerned Members organization which
sponsored the conference had been seeking to
enlarge its mailing list by asking consistories to
permit the use of their membership lists for a
single informative appeal. The organization
found itself overwbelmed by the unexpected
need to send out some 25,000 mailings. Although
the work was done by volunteers, postage costs,
as well as the cost of the conference confronted

ioh . . as well as :
bright as the promises of God. P.D.J. it with sizable bills. The generous $3,300 con-

ference offerings contributed toward meeting
The following tapes of the conference are available from CMCRC these increasing expenses. We thank the Lord
Tapes, P.Q. Box 1338, Sauth Holland, IL 60473, for 3 per tape pius and the many loyal supporters of these continu-

$1 for postage and packaging:
#1 Godfrey, #2 Blauw, #3 Sikkema, #4 Kayayan and Lanning,
#5 Kloosterman, #6 Bestean.

ing efforts in His Name.

PREAMBLE

1. We take our stand without reservation on
Holy Scripture, the confessions of our church,
and the Church Order (prior to 1984), and seek
to be a positive reforming influence in the Chris-
tian Reformed Church by calling the church back
to her confessional basis.

2. We are concerned about evidence of depar-
tures from our Reformed standards and heritage
in the Christian Reformed Church. We refuse to
honor synodical decisions that undermine our
Reformed confessions.

3. We declare ourselves firmly opposed to any
and all such weakenings of our Reformed
heritage, and we urge others to join us in our
efforts. .

4, We are concerned about a lack af Reformed
leadership in the Christicn Reformed Church,
especially among those in important positions
in the church.

5. We express our concern about much of the
educational material that comes from the Board
of Publications—materials which do not build
up a sound training in the Reformed faith

I. REGARDING ACTING THROUGH
ECCLESIASTICAL CHANNELS

Resolved that individuals and consistories
ought to continue and intensify efforts to draw
attention to and prosecute departures from

Scripture and the creeds, as well as violotions
of the Church Order.

II. REGARDING THE DECISION OF SYNOD,
1984, OPENING THE OFFICE OF DEACON TO
WOMEN

Resolved: 1. that we declare this decision to
be in conflict with the Word of Cod, the Re-
formed confessions, and the Church Order;

2. that we will not cooperate with or contribute
to the implementation of this decision (C.O. Art.
29);

Resolutions of the Concerned Members of the Christian Reformed Church Conference —
April 29-30, '86

3. thaot we call upon the consistories of
the churches to so declare publicly.

III. REGARDING THE PRESENT QUOTA
SYSTEM

Resolved: 1. that we declare the enforcement
of quotas to be in conflict with the Scriptures
which teach ""Each man should give what he has
decided in his heart to give, not reluctantly or
under compulsion, for God loves a cheerful
giver.”” {2 Corinthians 9:7);

2. that, when for conscience sake, individuals
or consistories cannotf support an agency, in-
stitution, or program of the denomination, such
individuals or consistories ought to seek out
alternative causes which are Reformed in
character and worthy of their gifts and prayers.

V. REGARDING THE COMMITTEE OF
CONCERNED MEMBERS

Resolved: 1. that we support the on-going ef-
forts of the committee to assist consistories in
bringing their overtures to classes and synods;

2. that we encourage the Committee to con-
sider future conferences on the Christian
Reformed Church.

V. REGARDING A CALL TO PRAYER

Resolved that for the reformation and revival
of the Christian Reformed Ghuarch, believers be
called upon to exercise themselves individual-
ly and corporately in prayer to God for these
great ends.

VI. REGARDING THE CONTEMPORARY
TESTIMONY

Resolved that the Conference of Concerned
declare that it is opposed to the adoption of the
Contemnporary Testimony by the Synod of 1986,
that it repudiotes the notion that the Contem-
porary Testimony is a Biblically informed con-
fession and declare that if it is adopted, our
members will not be confessionally identified by
it, nor accept it in any form as a binding creedal
declaration. c
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