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ACTS OF SYNOD

OF THE
CHRISTIAN REFORMED CHURCH |

JUNE 12 to 29, 1934
Grand Rapids, Michigan, U.S.A.

TUESDAY EVENING; JUNE 12
Prayer Service

ARTICLE 1

The Prayer Service was held in the Flrst Christian
Reformed Chiurch of Grand Rapxds Mich., on the evening
of June 12, 1934, and was in charge of the Rev. D. D.
Bonnema, the pastor of the-calling church, and the Rev.
H. J. Kuiper, Vice-President of the Synod of 1932.

The Rev. H. J. Kuiper delivered the synodical sermon
on Isaiah 8:20, choosing as his theme: “To the Law and
-to'the Testimony-—the Watchword of the Church.” After
this he led in prayer, invoking God’s blessing upon our
Church and all its activities, and in particular upon the .
sessions of Synod.

WEDNESDAY MORNING, JUNE 13
First Session

ARTICLE 2

Havmg gathered in the auditorium of Calvin College,
~-the meeting is called to order by the Rev. H. J. Kuiper.
Two selections, Nos. 437 and 7, of the New Christian.
Hymnal, are sung. At the request of the chairman, Dr. S.
Volbeda leads in Scripture readlng (Eph 1:15-23 and
4:1-17), and in prayer.
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The Rev. H. J. Kuiper now addresses Synod as follows: -

EsTEEMED FATHERS AND BRETHREN :

It is my privilege this morning to welcome you, dele-
“gates to our synod of 1934. Some of you have served in
that capacity on former occasions. For others it is the
first time; and a few perhaps have never before attended
a synodical session. We hope you will succeed in mak-
ing yourself at home in this city, in the dormitory, where
. most of you are lodging, and in this meeting place, the
chapel of Calvin College. For some of you the surround-
ings may be strange; and yet you are not strangers but
brethren of one house, members of one Church, servants
of one Lord.

To be a delegate to our synod.is a pleasure, a privilege,
"~ an ordeal, and a challenge. ‘

It is a pleasure to serve as delegates to synod—in more
than one respect. First, hecause of the mental stimulus
which these meetings give to those who take part. It is
an education. One can learn a good deal about the inner
workings of our Church and about our principles and
rules of church government. You will be better elders
and ministers for having taken part in these delibera-
tions. Second, the associations which your stay here will
provide you should make it a pleasure. You will probably
form new friendships. You will meet brethren whose
names may be familiar to you but whom you have never
met face to face: ministers, missionaries, well known
elders from east and west and the center, and professors
of the college and the seminary. I know of no better
place to feel the pulse-beat of our heloved Church than
right here at Synod.

It is a privilege to be delegated to one of our synods.
We deem it one of the highest honors which can be con-
ferred upon an office-bearer in the Christian Reformed
Church. It gives one the opportunity to help shape the
policies and guide the destinies of our denomination, and
to increase his usefulness as’a worker in the kingdom of
God. . . . .. I believe it is a special privilege to be a
delegate to a Christian Reformed Synod. This is a truly
deliberative body. We are a small Church—not so highly
organized as larger denominations. It is not necessary to
leave most of our business to committees, secretaries, and

_boards. You will do more than listen to reports. You
will serve on committees, all of you, and be able to have
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your say at Synod. . ... This does not mean that we
have a perfect system or that there are no special dangers
confronting our synods. One of these dangers is un-
necessarily long speeches and repetition of what others
have already said. Another is sectionalism: having more
regard for the interests of one particular section than for
those of the Church as a whole. We are a small band
spread out over an immense area. We have a wing-
spread of three thousand miles. East and west do not
often meet. "There is a danger of becoming estranged
"~ from one another, and, when we do meet, as in synod, to
think in terms of our own section instead of regarding
the needs and interests of the Church as a whole. May
our hearts be enlarged and may we, as it were, take to
our bosom all the various needs and interests of our
churches. :

" It is also an ordeal to participate in the work of our
synods. It is a physical strain, and a mental one besides,
to sit here day after day and, in addition. do cominittee
work at night. Take good care of your health, brethren;
three square meals a day without daily walks will soon
unfit you for this work. May you remain alert and fit for
the Master’s use,. :

To serve as delegate to synod is also a challenge. It is
a challenge from Him who is the Head and King of the
Church to seek to know and to do his perfect will. Two
years ago the retiring moderator preached on the words,
“Thy kingdom come.” Let us be reminded this morning
of the next petition: “Thy will be done, as in heaven so
on éarth.” “Thy will be done.” O let us confess it hum-
bly: we are in danger of going to synod determined to
have our way in this matter or that; to be ready to do the
will of God only if it happens to coincide with our will.
May we set aside our own will and pray that the Lord
may have his own way with us. May his gentleness make
us great. May we be tenderly affectioned one toward
another, in honor preferring one another. And may we
speak the truth in love, striving for that happy balance,

which seems so hard to attain in this life, where truth does -

" not trample on love and love does not despise truth. Let
us work as in the sight of God, “coram Deo,” and then we
shall have peace in the consciousness of his approval,
rejoicing in the hope that one day we shall hear his
blessed, “Well done, thou good and faithful servant.”
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Just a word to our seminary professors, who are here
to serve synod in an advisory capacity. The delegates are

- eager to avail themselves of your knowledge and will

value your advice. Difficult matters will come up on

-which synod will need your counsel.

~ We welcome Dr. Stob as representative of .Calvin Col-

" lege. He has the privileges of the floor in all matters
pertaining to the College. ‘

We wish to thank the calling church for the excellent
* arrangements it has made for the meetings of synod, and
also wish to voice the appreciation of the Church to the
synodical committees which have prepared the thorough
reports which await consideration at these sessions and
to the boards which have done faithful work during the
past.two years.

May love and harmony prevall at all your sessions.
May your proceedings promote the peace and happiness
of our churches and serve to glorify God our Savior and
Christl our Klng

'ARTICLE 3 ,
From the credential letters it appears that the following

" brethren have been duly delegated by their respectlve

Classes:
Classis California .
Ministers—H. J. De Vries and R. J. Frens.’
" Elders—J. H. Bosscher and E. G. Schutt.
Classis Grand Raplds East
Ministers—G. Goris and W. P. Van Wyk.
Elders—J. B. Hulst and J. Monsma, Sr.

' o Clasgsis Grand Rapids West
Ministers—H. Baker and Y. P. De Jong.

- Elders—W De Graafi and W. Mulder.

' Classis Hackensack
Mlmsters—J M. Vande Kieft and J. Van Bruggen.
Elders—M. Bolier and H. Van Ostenbridge.

Classis Holland

' Ministers—D. Zwier and L. Veltkamp.
Elders—A. Peters and J. Sturmg
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. . Classis Hudson ‘
. Ministers—E. Kooistra and H. J. Triezenberg.
Elders—P. De Leeuw and B. Stap.
‘ Classis Illinois
Ministers—G. Hoeksema, J. 0. Bouwsma, and H. Kuiper.
Elders—N. Yﬁ‘, G. Speelman, and G. Kuiper. :
Classis Muskegon
Mlmsters—B J. Bos, C. Maring, and H. Goodyk.
Elders—F. Keegstra, M. A. Postmus, and A. J. Wibalda.
Classis Orange City
Ministers—B. Van Someren and C. Groot.
Elders—R. Cleveringa and H. L. Verhulst.
‘ ~ Classig Ostfriesland
Ministers—W. Bode and A. Folkema.
-Elder—»H M. Tjepkes. (C-f Art. 11.)
' * Classis Pacific
'Mlmsters—J Vanden Hoek and J. Mulder.
Elder—U J. Otter.
Classis Pella

Mmlsters—K Bergsma, J. Weidenaar, and P De Koek- -
koek.
‘Elders—C. Groenendyk and L. Moes.

‘ Classis Sioux Cenfer :
. Ministers—J. M. Dykstra, J. Gritter, and D. Flietstra.
Elders—J. Ten Harmsel, A. Keuning, and M. Huizenga.
‘ Classis Wisconsin
Ministers—W. Terpsma, J. C. Schaap, and K. W. Fortuin.
" Elders—S. Tjepkema, P. A. Westra, and G. Otten.
Classis Zeeland

- Ministers—1J. Geels, H. Keegstra, and W. Kok.
Elders—F. Langeland, S. Grasman, and H. Yonker.

(In explanatlon of the fact that nine of the Classes are
represented by less than the usual number of delegates, it
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should be stated here that this is due to the desire to
reduce the expenses of Synod in these times of financial
distress. Pursuant.to the suggestion of the Synodical
Committee [cf. its Report, Supplement I-a], these Classes
decided to send only four instead of six delegates.)

ARTICLE 4

Synod now proceeds to the election of officers, which
results as follows: ‘

President—the Rev. W. P. Van Wyk. !
Vice-President—the Rev. Herman Kuiper, D.D.
First Clerk—the Rev. D. Zwier.

Second Clerk—the Rev, J. M. Vande Kieft.

The officers take their places on the platform, and the
‘President addresses Synod briefly, expressing appreci-
ation of the honor conferred upon him, and asking the
co-operation and the prayers of all members of Synod.

' ARTICLE 5. : ‘
The President now reads the Public Declaration of
Agreement with the Forms of Unity, to which all the
delegates, rising from their seats, express their assent.

ARTICLE 6
President L. Berkhof and Professors S. Volbeda, C.
Bouma, H. Schultze, D. H. Kromminga, and M. J. Wyn-
gaarden of Calvin Seminary are welcomed by the Presi-
dent as advisory members of Synod; also President R.
Stob of Calvin College, as advisory member in all matters
pertaining to the College

ARTICLE 7

Synod decides to hold sessions from 8:30 to 11: 45 a.m.,
with a recess from 9:45 to 10:00 a. m.; and from 1:30 to
5:45 p. m., with a recess from 3:15 to 3:30 p- m.

ARTICLE 8

- The following delegates are appointed a Program Com-.
mittee: The officers of Synod together with the Revs. H. .J.
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De Vries, H. Baker, L. Veltkamp, G. Hoeksema, B. Van
Someren, J. Vanden Hoek, J. M. Dykstra, and 'J. Geels;
and the Elders J. B. Hulst, H. Van Ostenbridge, P. De
Leeuw, M. A. Postmus, H. M. Tjepkes, C. Groenendyk,
and S. Tjepkema. (Cf. Art. 169.)

ARTICLE 9

At the request of the President, the Rev. J. Noordewier,
the Nestor of our mlmsters, closes this session with prayer
and thanksgiving.

WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 13 -
Second Session

ARTICLE 10

After Synod has sung No. 120 of the New Chr1st1an |
Hymnal, the Rev. J. Weidenaar offers prayer.

ARTICLE 11

Elder J. Eekhoff, delegated by Classis Ostfriesland, is
now present and expresses his agreement with our Forms
of Unity. Elder J. J. Kneubels, who was expected as one
of the delegates of Classis Pella, has sent word that he
cannot be present, Accepted as information. '

ARTICLE 12

The chair now welcomes the Stated Clerk of Synod,
Dr. H. Beets, and Missionary L. P. Brink. The latter is
accorded advisory vote in all matters pertalnmd to
Missions.

ARTICLE 13 _
A motion is made and carried to exercise supervision

" over the reports of the reporters for the daily newspapers.

The Rev. H. J. Kuiper, editor of The Banner, is requested

" to act in this.capacity.
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ARTICLE 14 :
The report of the Program Committee is now presented
by the Revs. G. Hoeksema and D. Zwier. It is adopted as
" follows: ,
ESTEEMED BRETHREN :

Your Committee advises Synod that the following mat--
ters be laid directly before Synod, without giving them
into the hands of Committees:

Report in re Missionary Trammg School, Agenda I, p. 41.

Report in re Status of Rev. F. H.-Wezeman, Agenda I
p- H2.

Report in re Natlonal Chrls’uan Assoc1at10n Agenda I

© p. 63.

Report in re Chlcago Jewish MlSSIOIl, Agenda I, p. 169,
Supplement VI.

Report of the General Treasurer of the Jewish Mission,
Agenda II, p. 209.

Report in re Seamen’s Home, Agenda II, p. 212, Supple-
ment -VIL .

. Report in re American Bible Society, Agenda II, p. 214.

Report in re Paterson Hebrew Mission, Agenda II, p. 215
Supplement VI. .

Report in re Church Help Fund, Agenda II, p. 222, Sup—
plement IV.

Report in re General Home Missions, Agenda II p. 253,
Supplement II a.

“Report in re Interdenominational’ Synod or Congress, ‘
Agenda II, p. 255.

Report of the Publication Committee (cf. Supplement IX)

Overture of Classis Muskegon, Agenda II, p. VI '

Overture of Classis California, Agenda II p. IX (first

‘ overture). _

Overture of Classis Sioux Center, Agenda II, p. XXV (in
re adoption of infants).

We further advise Synod to appoint the following Pre-
advisory Comimittees, and to assign to them respectlvely
the following material:
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L Budget Commlttee Elders J. B. Hulst, A. Peters, B.

Material ;

Stap, and E. G. Schutt; Revs. E. Kooistra and
J.C. Schaap.. Adviser: President R. Stob.

AIl budget matters pertaining to. any of our
denominational funds. ;

Overture of Classis Orange City, Agenda II,
pp. XX-XXI. -

Overtures of Classis Sioux Center, Holland,
and Muskegon, Agenda I, pp. VII-IX, '

Overtures of Classis California, Agenda II,

p. IX.

Overlures of Classes Orange City, Ostfriesland,

and Pacific, Agenda II, p. X.

II. Committee on Mission Matters: Dr. W. Bode, Dr. G.

Materlal

Goris, Revs. D. Flietstra and J. Mulder; Elders
J. H. Bosscher, A. J. Wibalda, and W. Dn
Graaf. Adviser: Dr. H. Beets.

Report of Christian Reformed Board of Mis-
sions (Supplement V).

. Report of General Home Mission Committee

(Supplement Ila). ;
Reports on. South America, Agenda I, p. 47,
and Agenda II, p. 220, Supplement VIII.
Overture of Classis Grand Baplds East, Agenda
IL, p. X.

II: Committee on Calvin College and Seminary: Dr. H

Material

Kuiper, Revs. J. M. Dykstra, B. Vai Some-
ren and G. Hoeksema; Elders P. De Leeuw,
H. L. Verhulst, and S. Grasman. Advisers:
President L. Berkhof and President R. Stob.

Report of the Board of Trustees of Calvin Col-
lege and Seminary (Supplement II).

" Report on the Junior College Movement Agen-.

dal, p. 173.

Overture of Classis Hackensack, Agenda II
p. IV. :

Overtures of. Classes Wisconsin, Pelia, and Ost-
friesland, Agenda II, pp. VI-VIL
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IV. Commlttee on Varia and Publication Matters: Revs.

Material :

- L. Veltkamp, J. Gritter, and H. Goodyk; Elders
H. Van Ostenbridge, J. Monsma, Sr., and F.
Keegstra. Adviser: Prof. H. Schultze.

Report in re Rules for Synodical Procedure,
Agenda I, p. 181, Supplement XVI.

Report of Committee on Education, Agenda II,
p- 201, Supplement XI. ‘
Overture of Classis Hackensack, Agenda II, -

- pp. V-VL

Overture of Classis Pacific, Agenda II, pp. XIII
XIV. :

Overture of Classis Orange City, Agenda II,
p. XIV.

Overture of Classis Orange Clty, Agenda I1,

p. XXVI.

" Overture of Classis Illinois, Agenda II, pp.

XXVI-XXVIII.

V Committee on Church Order and Emeriti Matters:

Revs. H. Keegstra, R. J. Bos, and K. W. Fortuin;
Elders M. A. Postmus, J. Ten Harmsel, J. Stur-
ing, and L. Moes. Adviser: Dr. S. Volbeda.

Materlal "Report of Committee on Emeritus Fund, Agen-

da I, p. 61.

‘Report in re Ministerial Exchanges, Agenda I,

p. 65.

Report of Emeritus Board, Agenda II, p. 227,

Supplement XII.

Report of Mission Order Committee, Agenda
11, p. 306.

Overture of Classis Pamﬁc, Agenda II, pp.
X-XI.

Overtures of Class1s Pella, Agenda I, pp.
XI-XIIL.

Overture of Classis Cahfornla Agenda I, pp.
XIV-XV.

Overtures of Classes Grand Rapids West,
Hackensack, Holland; Hudson, Illinois, Mus-

" kegon, Wisconsin, Agenda II, pp. XV-XX,
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Overtures of Classes Orange City, Ostfriesland,
Pacific, Pella, Sioux Center, Agenda II, pp.
XXI-XXIV.

Overture of Classis Sioux Center, Agesda II,
p.- XXV.

VI Commzttee on Divorce Question: Revs. H Baker,
H.J. Triezenberg, J. Geels, W. Terpsma; Elders
C. Groenendyk, G. Ku1per, and R. Cleveringa.
Adviser: Dr. M. J. Wyngaarden.
‘Material: Report of Committee on Marriage and Divorce,
Agenda II, p. 229.
Report of same Committee (Minority), Agenda
IL, p. 259.
Protest of F. Nymeyer.

VII. Committee on Psalter-Hymnal and Doctrlnal Stan-
dards: Revs. H. J. De Vries, J. Weidenaar, J.
Bouwsma, J. Vanden Hoek; Elders G. Speel-

-man . and F. Langeland. Adviser: Dr. C.
Bouma.
Materlal Report of Committee for Pubhcatlon of Psalter-
Hymnal, Agenda I, from p. 84 to p. 132, up to
Christian Prayers.
Supplementary Report of Psalter-HymnaI
Committee (Supplement X).
Overture of Classis Pacific, Agenda II, p. XXIV.
Overtures of Classis Sioux Center, Agenda II
pp. XXIV-XXV.

VIII. Committee on Liturgical Prayers and Forms Revs.
. P. De Koekkoek, K. Bergsma, J. Van Bruggen;
Elders N. Y{f, M. Huizenga, G. Otten, and U. J.
Otter.
Material: Report of Committee for Publication of Psalter-
- Hymnal, Agenda I, from p. 132, Chrlstlan :
Prayers, to p. 168. -
Report on Revision of Liturgical Forms, Agen-
da I; p. 77.

IX Committee on Protests (first group) Dr. Y. P. De .
Jong, Revs. R. J. Frens, A. Folkema; Elders S.
‘Tjepkema, M. Bolier, A. Keuning, and J. Eek-
hoff. Adviser: Prof L. Berkhof.
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Material: Protests of the daughters of the late Mrs. L.
Ensing, nine members of the Graafschap
Church, J. Sytsma, F. W. Van Oyen, and
M. J. Broekhuizen.

“X. Committee on Protests (second group): Revs. J. M.
Vande Kieft, W. Kok, C. Maring; Elders H. M.
T]epkes, H. Yonker, and P. A. Westra. Ad-
viser: Prof. D. H. Kromminga.

Materlal Protests of John J. De Boer and ChlcagO\

League of Young Mén’s Societies, Fourth

Chicago Church, the Prinsburg case, A.
Godeke, and J. H. Hoekstra.

The Stated Clerk has received a number of belated .
overtures, and a few more protests, which he will divide
among the various Committees. ‘

It is the understanding that the first member of each -

Committee shall function as chairman, the second as
. reporter. ,

ARTICLE 15

Synod now takes in hand the Report of the Publication
Committee, which 1s read by Elder J. B. Hulst (Supple-
-ment IX) :

The Report as a whole is received as information.

The Publication Committee requests Synod to receive
Mr. J. B. Hulst, its chairman, as its official representative,
- who is ready to inform Synod on all matters that call for
explanation. The request is granted.

- I. The Committee asks Synod’s approval of the follow-
ing regulations in re the placing of certain artlcles in our
church papers:

“In view of the fact that our editors from time to t1me
receive articles criticizing the Church, the Board of Publi-

cation feels that the following regulations, govermng this
matter, should be adopted:

A. Articles which contain constructive criticism -should
not be refused merely because of their critical content.
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B. Articles should be refused: ,

1) When the editors feel they have good reason to
doubt that the article was prompted by love for
and genuine interest in the welfare of the Church.

2) When the editors are convinced that the article

imperils the purity of the Church in doctrine or
life. -

C. When the editors are in doubt what to do they shall
consult the editorial committee.”

Adopted.

II. The election of Editors-in- chlef Accordlng to svnod-
~ ical ruling (Acts 1926, p. 26) the Committee is to make a
nomination. It presents the following one: .
For De Wachter—Revs. R. L.. Haan, H. Keegstra, and
D. Zwier.
For The Banner—Dr. C. Bouma Revs. G._Hoeksema
-and H. J. Kuiper.
If Synod so desires it can add other names to the trios
presented. ‘
"~ Synod approves the nomlnatlon, and proceeds to the
election of Editors-in-chief.
The Rev. H. Keegstra is re-elected as Editor of De

Wachter, and the Rev. H. J. Kulper as Editor of The
Banner. ‘

III. "The electlon of Committee members. The retiring
brethren are: Baker, Feenstra, Hulst, and Steigenga. The
appointment of Rev. E. B, Pekelder to fill the vacancy left
open by the passing of. Prof. Heyns calls for approval.

lgeferred to the Committee on Appomtments (cf. Art.
© 169.)

ARTICLE 16

"The Report of the Synodical Committee is read by the
Stated Clerk, and received as information. (Cf. Supple-
‘ment I-a.-and Art. 141, XI.)

I. The first part of the Report, in re the actions of the
Committee in seeking to reduce the number of delegates to
- Synod, is referred to the Pre-advisory Committee on Church’
Order and Emeriti Matters. (Cf. Art. 145, XIL) -
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II. The suggestion of the Committee in regard to the
centennial celebration of the Secession of 1834 is. referred
© to the Pre-advisory Committee on Varia and Publication
Matters. (Cf. Art. 96, VL)

III. The suggestion of the Committee that Synod dele-
gate the Rev. I, Van Dellen, President of the former Synod,
‘who plans to visit the Netherlands this year, to represent
our Church at the celebration of the Centennial of the
Secession by the Reformed Churches in the Netherlands,
is adopted. '

In connection with this matter, it is moved and carried
that although we carry on no official correspondence with
the Christian Reformed Church -in the Netherlands, the
Rev. L. Van Dellén also be delegated to convey our greetings
to the General Synod of that Church, which meets-this year.

IV. The suggestion in the revision of the existing.Rules
and Regulations governing the Synodical Committee is_
referred to the Pre-advisory Committee on Varia and Publi-
catlon Matters. (Cf. Art. 141, XL)

ARTICLE 17

The President appoints the following Committees:

I. Reception Committee: Dr. G. Goris and Rev. J. M.
Vande Kieft. :
. II. Obituary Committee: the Revs. L. Veltkamp, J.
- Gritter, and J. C. Schaap. (Cf. Art. 110.)

- III. Committee on Appointments: the Revs. H. Baker,

R. J. Frens, E. Kooistra, J. Mulder, J. M. Dykstra, Dr. W.
. Bode; and Elders F. Langeland, G. Otten, A. Peters, N. Yfi,
and H. L. Verhulst. (Cf. Art. 169.)

ARTICLE 18

To give the Pre-advisory Committees an opportunity to
study the matters entrusted to their care and to prepare
their. reports; Synod decides to take recess until Thursday
afternoon, 1:30 o’clock.

ARTICLE 19

Thls session of Synod is closed with prayer by Elder
J. Ten Harmsel.



Acts orF Synop, 1934 - 17

THURSDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 14 -
Third Session

ARTICLE 20

Synod is led in prayer by Dr. W. Bode, after the singing
of No. 27 of the New Christian Hymnal.

ARTICLE 21
The roll call shows all delegates to be present.

ARTICLE 22.
The Clerk reads the minutes of the first and the second
sessions of Synod. A motion to approve them is carried.

_ » ARTICLE 23
It is moved and carried that the Report in re the Mis-
sionary Training School (Agenda I, p. 41) be referred to
- the Pre-advisory Committee on Varia and Publication Mat-
ters. (Cf. Art. 96, IV.)

ARTICLE 24
Synod now take in hand the Report in re Status of the
Rev. F. H. Wezeman, which is presented by the reporter,
the Rev. J. Gritter. (Cf. Agenda I, p. 52.)
- The Report as a whole is received as information.

The advice of the Committee is as follows:

In accordance with the opinions expressed in our report,
we would offer the following for your consideration as a
possible advice to Classis Ostfriesland (cf. Acts of Synod
1932, p. 59): ‘

1. If the Rev. F. Wezeman were engaged only as a teacher
of Bible, his ministerial status could be continued
though he were not actively engaged as a minister in
a congregation.

Adopted.

2. Since, however, the principalship of a high school does
not pertain to the Ministry of the Gospel, and this
constitutes a very large share of his activities, his
ministerial status should not be continued if he desires
to retain that position. B

Adopted.
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3. Since the brother professes a desire to return to the
active ministry, and since he is not solely responsible
for the present situation in regard to his ministerial
status, the Classis should fix a reasonable period of -
time to give him an opportunity either fo return to
work in a congregation or to arrange to become a
teacher of Bible only.

Adopted.

4. If he remains as a teacher of Bible only, he should pre-
ferably be called by some congregation near the school
and loaned to the school for the purpose of teaching
Bible, and thus become officially connected with that
congregation; or else he should petition the consistory
of the College Church for a definite leave of absence
for the purpose of teaching Bible at said school.

Laid on the table

5. If he demdes to retain his principalship, his ministerial
status terminates at the expiration of the term fixed
by the Classis, and the Classis should make this known
to him and the churches, and thereby the matter is
ended.

Adopted.

ARTICLE 25

The Report of the Board of Trustees of Calvin College
and Seminary is presented by the Rev. L. J. Lamberts,
Secretary of the Board, and received by Synod as infor-
mation. (Cf. Supplement IL)

Synod at this time takes action only on the Resolutions
passed by the Board in re the passing away of Profs. W.
Heyns and F. M. Ten Hoor, and the Rev. J. Vander Mey:

I. “The Board of Trustees of Calvin College and Semi-
nary mourns the loss by death of our Emeritus Professor
W. Heyns. His modesty, his tireless labors, the principles
he championed in the field of church polity, the many valu-

.albe text-books that were the fruit of his pen — for all these

we honor his memory and give thanks to our God. May

_the Lord comfort his loved ones and help us to follow in

his footsteps by working while it is day, ere the night
cometh.”




Acts oF SynNop, 1934 19

II. “The Board of Trustees of Calvin College and Semi-
nary mourns the loss by death of our Emeritus Professor
F. M. Ten Hoor. Through his lifelong devotion to theolog-
ical study, his keen thinking, and spirited defense of the
Calvinistic faith, he won himself a recognized place in the
world of Reformed thought and has left a distinct impress
on the minds and hearts of many of our ministers. His
work is done, but his spirit and influence live on in our
midst. May the Lord console his loved ones and help us to
continue the work of ‘the leaders that have gone to their
eternal reward.”

III. “The Board of Trustees of Calvin College and Semi-
nary wishes to express its deep appreciation of the valuable
services the Rev. J. Vander Mey rendered as Educational
Secretary of our school. His labors were richly blessed by
God and contributed materially to the educational develop-
ment, and especially to the financial welfare of our insti-
tution. May our Heavenly Father comfort in sorrow as He
alone can comfort.”

Synod adopts these three resolutions by a rising vote.

ARTICLE 26

The Report of our Representative with the Nafional
Christian Association, the Rev. James Putt, is read, and
received as information. (Cf. Agenda I, p. 63.).

The recommendation to continue to give this Christian
organization our moral and financial support for the next
two years is adopted.

The appointment of a representative is referred to the

Committee on Appointments. (Cf. Art. 169.) -

ARTICLE 27
The Report of the General Treasurer for Jewish Mis-
sions, the Rev. J. L. Van Tielen, is read, and received as
information. (Cf. Agenda II, p. 209.)
The “Form of Bequest,” suggested by the Treasurer is
approved.

ARTICLE 28

The Report of the Eastern Home Mission Board on. the
Seamen’s Home at Hoboken, N. J., is read, and received
as information. (Cf. Agenda II, p. 212))
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ARTICLE 29

The Beport of the delegate of the American Bibl:
Soczety, the Rev. John Bedbe, is read, and received as
information. (Cf. Agenda 1I, p. 214.)

The recommendation to place this Society on the list of
approved causes, and to give it our. moral and financial sup-
port, is adopted.

The appointment of a delegate is referred to the Com-
mittee on Appointments. (Cf. Art. 169.)

ARTICLE 30

The Report of the Paterson -Hebrew Mission is read,
and received as information. (Cf. Agenda II, p. 215.)

. ARTICLE 31

The Report of the Church Help Committee is read, and
received as information. (Cf. Agenda II, p. 222.) (Supple-
ment IV; cf. Art. 165.)

Synod takes note of the word “assessment,” which is used
twice in this Report on p. 223, and reminds the brethren
that this is not an “assessment,” but a “quota” or “appor-
tionment.”

All financial matters in this Report are referred to the

- Committee on Budgets. (Cf. Art. 165, IX.)

ARTICLE 32

The Report of the Committee on Inferdenominational
Synod or Congress is read, and received as mformatlon
(Cf. Agenda II, p. 255.)

It is moved and carried to adopt the suggestlon of the
Committee to keep in touch with the Churches in the Neth-
erlands and in South Africa, to give further thought to the
matter, and to appoint a Committee for this purpose, which
is to report at the following Synod. (See also Art. 66.)

The same Committee is re-appointed, consisting of Dr.
H. Beets, Prof. L. Berkhof, Prof. D. H. Kromminga, and
Rev. 1. Van Dellen.

ARTICLE 33

Synod now considers the followmg Overture of Classis
Muskegon: .
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Whereas the Synod of 1920 (cf. Acts 1920, page 60)
ruled with respect to the classical examination of candi-

_dates for the ministry that the test of gospel preaching

shall include preaching before the church in hearing of
the Classis;.and
Whereas some of the Classes do not follow this rule,

" requiring no more of the candidates, so far as preaching

is concerned, than that they shall deliver their sermon at
one of the classical sessions; to either change this ruling
‘or charge all the Classes to comply with it.”

This overture is rejected.

" In connection with this matter Synod decides to amend
the rule that candidates are required to “preach before the
Church in the hearing of Classis,” (cf. Acts of Synod 1920,
Art. 36), to read as follows: “Preaching before the Classis.”

_ ARTICLE 34
The Report.of the General Home Missions Committee

" is read, and received as information. (Cf. Agenda IL, p. 253.)

(Supplement IMl-a.) .

ARTICLE 35

The Overture of Classis California (Agenda II, p. ix),
thanking Synod for the financial aid afforded by the Synod-
ical Treasury during 1932-1934 toward the bearing of the
expenses of its classical meetings, and 1nform1ng Synod
that it does not need such aid during 1934-1936, is thank-
fully received as information.

ARTICLE 36

Synod now considers the following Overture of Classis
Sioux Center:

“Waar het doopen of niet doopen van aangenomen kinde-
ren in sommige gemeenten moeite aangebracht heeft; en
waar die moeite voortkomt uit het feit, dat men kinderen
aanneemt, van wie men niet weet of ze in de lijn des Ver-
bonds zijn geboren, of van wie men weet, dat ze in die lijn
niet geboren zijn, en voor wie men den doop begeert; en
waar er gewoonlijk wel gelegenheid is voor het aannemen
van kinderen, die in de lijn des Verbonds geboren zijn; en
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waar verbondskinderen bij echtparen, die een kind wenschen
aan te nemen, de voorkeur behooren te hebben, dewijl God
toch Zijn zegen belooft in de lijn des Verbonds; dringt de
Classis er bij de Synode op aan, dat de Synode uitspreke:
~Dat geloovige echtelieden, die kinderen wenschen aan te
nemen, beslist voorkeur behooren te geven aan kinderen,
. van Welke men weet, dat ze in de lijn des Verbonds gebo-
ren zijn.’
Decided to refer this overture to the Committee in re the
Baptism of Adopted Children (cf. Acts of Synod 1932, p.
188) and Art. 95 below.

ARTICLE 37

The Stated Clerk, Dr. H. Beets, reads a letter of Dr. G.
- Keizer of the Reformed Churches in the Netherlands, in-
forming our Synod that on account of their limited budget
they could not send a fraternal delegate to our Synod this
year. (Cf. Supplement XIII.)
Regretfully received as information.

ARTICLE 38

The Report on the Lord’s Day Alliance of the United
States is read by Dr. H. Beets, and received as informa-
tion. (Cf. Supplement XV.)

Synod once more recommends the Lord’s Day Alliance
of the United States to our churches for their moral and
financial support, and instructs its representatives on the
Board of this Alliance to render to the next Synod a full
report of the activities of thls organization.

Adopted.

The appointment of representatlves on the Board of Man-

agers of this Alliance is referred to the Commlttee on Ap-
pointments. (Cf. Art. 169.)

ARTICLE 39
A letter of Mr. J. Van Zwoll, General Secretary of the
Christian Labor Association, is read, and received as
information.
It is moved and carried to urge all our leaders, and in
particular our laboring men, to give this orgamzatlon their
moral support,
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ARTICLE 40

A motion is made and carried to send a Committee to
express the sympathy of Synod with the Rev. J. Manni in
his long continued affliction.

Committee: Rev. H. Keegstra and Dr. Y. P De Jong.
(Cf. Art. 172))

ARTICLE 41

Synod now takes recess, Elder G. Kuiper offering the
closing prayer.

'FRIDAY MORNING, JUNE 15
Fourth Session '

ARTICLE 42
The opening devotionals are conducted by Dr. Y. P. De
Jong. - No. 301 of the New Christian Hymnal is sung, and
prayer is offered by Dr. De Jong.

ARTICLE 43
The Roll Call shows all members to be present.

ARTICLE 44

The Clerk reads the minutes of the third session, which’
are adopted as read.

ARTICLE 45

The Report of the Emergency Committee for Fields,
Workers, and Funds is presented by the reporter, Dr. C.
Bouma. (Supplement III-b.)

In connection with this report, the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee on Missions presents the following recommenda-
tions:

1) To receive the Report of the Emergency Committee

for information.
Adopted.

2) To approve the work of the Committee, and to express
- appreciation for its splendid efforts
Adopted.. .
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3) Pursuant to the suggestion of the Board of Trustees
of Calvin College and Seminary (Supplement II), and
likewise in agreement with an overture of Classis
Illinois, which reads as follows:

“Synod continue the Emergency Fund for at least
two more years,” decided to re-appoint the Emer-
gency Committee for another two-year term.

4) Also adopted the advice of the Emergency Commit-
"tee to appoint a Committee whose duty it shall be to
make a study of the question how the gains and im-
provements that may have accrued from the emer-
gency type of activity may be utilized and perma-
nently conserved for the good of the Home Mission
methods of our Church.

Synod further decides to appoint the members of the
Emergency Committee to serve on this Committee together
with two additional members to be appointed by the Com-
mittee on Appointment. (Cf. Art. 169.)

ARTICLE 46
Dr. Herman. Kuiper, Vice-President of Synod, presents
the request to be excused from attending the Monday after-
noon session, June 18, in order to conduct a funeral of one
_ of the members. of his congregation. :
The request is granted.

ARTICLE 47

The Report of the Christian Reformed Board of Mis-
sions is read by its Secretary, Dr. H. Beets, and is received
as information. (Supplement V.) (Cf. Art. 77.)

ARTICLE 48

The Report of the Board of General Home Mlsszons is
read by its Secretary, Dr. H. Beets, and: received as infor-
mation. (Supplement IIT-a.) (Cf. Art. 77.)

ARTICLE 49

The first part of the Report of the Budget Committee is
read by the reporter, Elder A. Peters, and is received as
information.
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The Report reads as follows:
“ESTEEMED BRETHREN :

Your Committee has the honor to report to your honor-
able body in regard to the following matters entrusted to
its care:

I. Arrearages. .
The following overtures pertaining to arrearages were
duly considered by your Committee:

“Classis Sioux Center overtures Synod to appoint a
Comrmttee to advise Synod as to the method which should
be followed by, and the amount which shall be asked of,
- the congregations which are in arrears in the assessments.
Reasons:

a.. There are many cases where it is well nigh 1mp055}hle
to pay all the arrears and the coming assessments for
the next few years to come,

. b. Tt seems unfair to require all arrears for some years
back of those who have tried to do their part as God
has prospered them.

c. If some equitable settlement is made it will give new
courage and devotion for the Lord’s work.

d. We are living in a time in which all kinds of debts
are taken out of the way by settlement.”

2. “Inregard to arrears of many of our churches in pay-
ment of their assessments, Classis Holland overtures
Synod:

a. Not to cancel the unpaid balances by takmg them off

the books. Grounds:

This would undermine the sense of obligation to-
ward synodical assessments and it would be unfair to
those churches which have made special efforts to
pay their assessments even during hard times.

b. To make fair and adequate adjustments in this

matter.”

3. “Classis Muskegon overtures Synod not to make any
provisions for a general cancellation of arrearages,.but
rather to appoint a committee whose duty it shall be to
study the whole matter of these arrearages and if necessary |
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investigate individual cases, and thus come with detailed
advice and recommendations to the following Synod
a. Since many of our churches are in arrears in the pay--
ment of their assessments; and

b. Since the question of arrearages and their cancel-
lation comes up from time to time; and

¢. Since either cancellation or re-adjustment of these
arrearages may be the only logical and just thing in
some cases while totally unjust in others.”

4. “Considering the fact that many of our churches and
Classes are in arrears as o their Synodical assessments,
Classis Zeeland overtures the Synod of 1934:

1. To appoint a committee, which is

a. to investigate:

1) as to the arrears of the different Classes and
churches with respect to each fund;

2) the needs and reasonable claims of persons and
causes which during the years of depression did
not receive what was promised to them;

3) the ability of the respective Classes and churches
to pay in the near future what they owe to the dif-
ferent funds.

"b. to advise the Synod of 1936 as to the best method
of collecting the arrearages of said Classes and
churches.

II. To advise the different Classes to appoint commit-
tees of investigation with whom the Synodical Committee
~ can confer in these matters. (These Classical committees
can better judge of the conditions in their own vicinity.)
Reasons:

- 1) A reasonable settlement of all the arrearages and rea-
sonable claims in the near future is desirable for all
concerned. .

2) Some Classes may not be able to pay their arrears
and at the same time meet their obligations with re-
pect to future assessments.”

5. “Classis Orange City overtures Synod to appomt a
Committee to make a study of the question of unpaid assess-
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ments for the Theological School and Emeritus Funds in
order to come to a fair conception of the matter. Reasons:

.a. There is a general tendency to reéard the unpaid as-
sessments as debts.

b. It is very much a question whether these unpald as-
- sessments may be held as debts when there is insuffi-
cient income to pay.

¢. The unpaid assessments are becoming such an unbear-
able burden to many congregations, that they despair
of ever being able to pay them, and the desire to con-
tribute is beginning to lag on that account.

d. There is a widespread feeling that payment of many
debts of Calvin College and of the claims against the
Emeritus Fund should no longer be demanded.”

6. “Inregard to the arrears of many of our churches in
the payment of their assessments, Classis . Hudson over-
tures Synod: ‘ )

a. Not to concel the unpaid balances by taking them off

the books. Grounds:

This would undermine the sense of obligation to-
wards the Synodical assessments, and it would be un-
fair to those churches which have made special efforts
to pay their assessments even during hard times.

b. To make fair and adequate adjustments in this matter.

Classis further overtures Synod to reduce the assessment
to a minimum basis, consistent with present-day conditions.”

7. “Classis Grand Rapids West overtures Synod to
hold the de]jnquent churches responsible in the matter- of
arrearages only in so far as debts or obligations have been
* incurred by the institutions concerned.”

Reply to all the aforementioned overtures:
In view of:
~a. the absolute necessity of making an adjustment con-
cerning the amount of arrearages in the synodical as-
sessments of many of our congregations, which in
some cases may amount to cancellation,-
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b. the desirability of having each Classis conduct an in-
vestigation in their own territory pertaining to the
financial ability of the various congregations which are
in arrears,

c. the possibility of being able to make a partial or com-

" plete settlement of these arrearages, now or in the
future, by these congregations,

d. our Christian duty to bear one another’s burden inso-
far as we are able and to carry out this duty i in equity
to all,

Your Committee advises:

1) to request each Classis to appoint a special committee
consisting of two ministers and two elders to investi-
gate the financial ability of all their congregations
which are in arears in synodical assessments (not ap-
portionments or quotas). If necessary, these commit-
tees are to meet personally with the consistories of
such congregations.

Adopted.

2) that these special committees shall report their find-
ings to their Classes for approval of the recommen-
dations concerning each congregation mvolved

Adopted. .

3) that all Classes shall submit the approved recommen-
dations of these committees to the Synod of 1936 for

~ final action.

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 90.)

ARTICLE 50
The morning session is closed with prayer by E]der A.
Peters.

FRIDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 15
’ Fifth Session
ARTICLE 51

. After the singing of Psalter No. 125, Synod is led in
prayer by the Rev: J. M. Vande Kieft.
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ARTICLE 52

The Reception Committee now introduces the Rev. J.
Beebe, who briefly addresses. Synod on the work of.the
American Bible Society, and in name of this Society re-
quests the continued support of all our churches.

The Rev. J. M. Vande Kieft replies, informing the speaker
that Synod has already taken action in accordance with his
request (cf. Art. 29).

ARTICLE 53

Mr. Henry Hekman of the Board of Bethesda Sanatorium
addresses Synod on behalf of this institution for the care
of those afflicted with tuberculosis. He stresses the need
of continued moral and financial support, and in particular
urges fo send our patients to this Christian institution.

In replying to this-address, the Rev.-J. Mulder assures the
speaker that our people will continue to remember this
institution, which provides a home and has been a great
blessing, both physically and spiritually, for many of our
patients.

ARTICLE 54

Synod now listens to an address by Mr. A. Peters, Presi-
dent of the Christian Psychopathic Hospital Board. He tells
about the wonderful growth of this institution and the great
need of its extension, and bespeaks the continued support
of this institution for the care of those who are stricken
with the most terrible of all diseases, mental derangement.

The Rev. J. Bouwsma responds to this address, assuring
the speaker of our deep interest in this work of Christian
mercy. :

ARTICLE 55 ,
Mr. P. De Leeuw of the Board of Goffle Hill Christian
Sanatorium, an institution for the care of the mentally un-
balanced, maintained by our people in the Eastern part of
o our country, speaks a few words on behalf of this institu-
Y - tion. He asks for our prayers and good wishes, and espe-

cially pleads for due recognition of the work done in the
East
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On behalf of Synod, the Rev. E. Kooistra assures the
brother that our people all over the country will no doubt
gladly give also this institution of Christian mercy a place
in their prayers.

ARTICLE 56

The Reception Committee now introduces Dr. J. A. Dyk-
stra of the Central Reformed Church of Grand Rapids, fra-
ternal delegate of the General Synod of the Ref. Church
in America, which has just closed its sessions in this city.
Dr. Dykstra brings the fraternal greetings of his Church,
and speaks of our common heritage, our common creed,
our common aim, and pleads for co-operation between the
Church he represents and the Christian Reformeéd Church.

Elder G. Kuiper, delegate of Classis Ilinois, a former
schoolmate of the speaker, replies to this address in a few
well-chosen words.

ARTICLE 57

Synod now takes in hand the Report of the Pre-advisory
Committee on Calvin College and Seminary, the Rev.
J. M. Dykstra serving as reporter.

The report is received as information, and action is taken
on the recommendations of the Committee:

“ESTEEMED BRETHREN ;

Your Committee on Calvin College and Semlnary has the
following matters to report on:

1. The Study of Dutch History and Language in the
Pre-Seminary Course (cf. Report of the Board of Trus-
tees of Calvin College and Seminary, under point F).

1. Dutch History. .
The Board of Trustees-of Calvin College and Seminary
at its last meeting received a communication from Classis
Wisconsin supported by Classis Orange City requesting the
Board to rescind a decision made with respect to the study
of Dutch History in the pre-seminary course. As things:
- now stand ‘the course in Dutch History is optional for pre-
seminary students but with the understanding that they will
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be urged strongly to take it’ Also, there is no special
course in the history of the Netherlands Churches in the
- department of Church History at our Seminary. In the
course on the history of our own denomination some refer-
ence is made to the history of the Reformed Churches in
the Netherlands, as constituting the background of our
~Church, but this reference is necessarily brief.

Your Committee is of the opinion that what is given in
Dutch History, both general — and church —, .is hardly
adequate to the needs of our future ministers. In view of
the fact that the roots of our people and churches are so
largely found in the life and history of the people of the
old Fatherland, we deem it of the utmost importance that
this historical and doctrinal background be emphaswed
more than is now done.

Your Committee advises Synod to request our College
and Seminary faculties to give earnest consideration to the
problem of including a compulsory course in Dutch his-
tory in the pre-seminary course of our college, and a spe-
cial course in the history of the Reformed Churches of the
Netherlands in the curriculum of our Seminary, and to in-
stitute such a.course if at all possible and then as soon as
possible.

2. Duich Language.

The Report of the Board of Trustees states: “This same
Classis (Wisconsin) urged the Board to exert itself in main-
taining the study of the Holland language so that our future
ministers may be able to use this tongue fluently. The
Board decided to call the attention of this Classis to the
action it took respecting the Holland language question in
1930 (Acts, p. 223), a matter of which it gave a detailed
report to Synod at that time,

“In view of the fact that Classis Grand Rapids East is
overturing Synod for an adequate course of study in the
Holland language and that the following of the course be
made compulsory for'all those studying for the ministry,
the Board calls attention to the fact that study of the Hol-
land language is compulsory for those that are taking the
pre-seminary course at our college.” ’
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The overture of Classis Wisconsin (Agenda 11, p. vi) reads
as follows:

“De Classis dringt er op aan bij de Synode, dat de Hol-
landsche taal door de theologische studenten meer bestu-
- deerd worde.”

The Overture of Classis Grand Rapids East (not in
Agenda) reads as follows:

_“Synod as far as possible make provision in the curricu-
lum of Calvin College and Seminary for an adequate course
in the Holland language; and that following of the course
be made compulsory for all who are studying for the min-
" istry. Grounds:

.a) Intelligent reading of some of the splendid works of

the Dutch theologlans only a few of which are frans-

. lated into English, is very desirable, if not essential to

the thorough {raining of the Reformed ministers of
the Gospel.

b) Many of our churches are still using the Holland
language in public worship, and therefore need min-
isters who are able to preach in that language to their
edification.

Synod suggest to our High Schools and Academies that
they introduce courses in Dutch and stllnulate interest in
‘the Holland language.”™

- Recommendation: Your committee recommends that
Synod give Classes Grand Rapids East and Wisconsin the
following reply:

1. That the study of the Holland language is compulsory
for-those that are taking the pre-seminary course at
our College (cf. Report of the Board of Trustees):

Adopted.

2. That the college and seminary faculties are doing as
much as can be reasonably expected to promote the
knowledge of Dutch with our students. Students who'
have comnsiderable Dutch background are urged to
read Dutch literature and use the Duich language as
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much as possible. As a result some of our graduates
each year can still preach very acceptably ‘in the
Dutch language.

Adopted.

3. However, the faculties of College and Seminary are
coping with an exceedingly difficult problem because
‘many of our students upon entering our school lack
the old Dutch background and atmosphere. As a re-
sult an English Grammar must be used in the study
of the Dutch language in the pe-seminary course,
_and the Dutch language can no longer be used as the
general medium of instruction in the Seminary. Many
of our students could not derive full benefit from
such instruction and a few could not understand it
at all.

Adopted.

4. With respect to the note at the bottom of  the Over-
ture of Classis Grand Rapids East your Committee
recommends that Synod decide as follows:

Synod strongly sympathizes with the idea of Classis

‘Grand Rapids East as to what courses in Dutch be in- .

troduced in our High Schools and Academies, thus to

- stimulate interest in the Holland language, but Synod
hesitates to suggest courses to 1nst1tutlons not under

ecclesiastical control. -

- Adopted. (Continued in Art. 64.)

ARTICLE 58
The Pre-advisory Committee on Liturgical Prayers ant
Forms asks Synod to take action at this time on the fol-
lowmg proposals:

A. Your Committee advises Synod not to adopt the
Dutch version.of the new Form for the Solemnization of
Marriage, as found in the Agenda I, pp. 77-80, but to con-
tinue the use of the old Form, or whatever new Form may
be adopted by the Reformed Churches'in the Netherlands.
- Grounds: '

- 1. There will be but very hmltcd use for the Dutch Form
in this country.
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2. Those who still desire the use of the Dutch language
at their marriage service will naturally prefer the old -
Dutch version as now found in the Dutch Psalter.

3. A special edition of the new version would have to be
printed, if it should be adopted by Synod. '

4. According to the mind of your Committee, the Dutch
version as presented in the Agenda would need con-
siderable revision.

Adopted.

B. Your Committee also advises Synod not to.adopt the
Dutch version of the new Form for the Ordination of Elders
and Deacons, as found in the Agenda 1, pp. 80-83, but to con-

" tinue the use of the old Form found in the Dutch Psalter, or
whatever new Form may possibly be adopted by the Re-
formed Churches in the Netherlands.

Our grounds for this advice are largely the same as those '
given above. The use of the Dutch language in the services

" of installation is rapidly decreasing, and it seems. hardly
" worth while for us in this country to prepare and publish
a new Dutch version of this Form.

Adopted.

ARTI CLE 59

The first part of the Report of the Pre- adv1sory Com-
- mittee on Protests (Group II) is read by the reporter, the
‘Rev. W. Kok, and received as information:

I. THE: PRINSBURG CASE |
ESTEEMED BRETHREN :

Your Committee received the foIlowmg documents in re
the Prinsburg Case:

1. Overture of the Prinsburg Consistory and endorsed
by Classis Orange City.

-. 2. An appeal to Synod by ten members of the Prinsburg
- Congregation, who were in the Consistory in 1931 dur-
ing which time the Rev. E. Van Farowe was dismissed.
This appeal is endorsed by Classis Orange City.
3. The following protests:
.a.Mr. Henry Bulthuis agalnst the C0n51st0ry of
Prinsburg. ‘ .
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b.Mr. George Lundquist against the Consistory of
Prinsburg. .

¢. Mr. Abe Berghuis agamst the Consistory of Prins- .
burg.

 d. Mr. Henry Bulthuis against Classis Orange City.

e. Mr. George Lundquist against Classis Orange City

f.Mr. N. A. Kleinhuizen against the Consistory of
Prinsburg and Classis Orange City.

4. The answer of the Consistory of Prinsburg to the
protests against the Consistory.

5. ‘A statement by Classis Orange City that the answer
of the Consistory of Prinsburg to the protests is also
the answer of the Classis. o

6. A copy of Article 71 of the minutes of Classis Orange
City in which the action of the Classis is recorded in
connection with the synodlcal decision 'with respect
to “wachtgeld” (cf. Acts of Synod 1932, p. 126).

7. A letter of Mr. Abe Berghuis and one of Mr. George
Lundquist stating that they do not desire the death of
Rev. E. Van Farowe to be considered as a cause for
stopping further action in fhis matter.

This material is legally before Synod, and your Com-
mittee advises Synod so to declare.
Adopted.
%ok kK R R R ok k%

The Committee advises Synod to express its regret that
it has to deal with the case of the Rev. E. Van Farowe after

. the death of the brother, since it involves his good name
- -and reputation and he no longer is able to defend himself.

But the present status of the case: leaves Synod no choice.
Adopted.

*7*********

A. First-of all your Committee brings before Synod
the Overture of the Prinsburg Consistory, endorsed by
Classis Orange City:

In this overture, preserved in the archives of. Synod the
Consistory of Prinsburg and the Classis of Orange City first
present a complete history of the case since the Synod of
1932, and then come to the present Synod with the follow-
ing requests:
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“1. Since the Synod of 1932 instructed Classis Orange
City to see to it that the Prinsburg church promised and
guaranteed the Rev. Van Farowe a proper allowance, and
the consistory of Prinsburg has carried out the instructions.
of Classis in this matter; and since this decision of Classis
has not been agreeable to Rev. Van Farowe, who is now
bringing suit against the Prinshurg congregation, the con-
sistory hereby asks Synod to approve and confirm the action
of Classis Orange City, either stating clearly that Prinsburg
has fulfilled its obligations to the Rev. Van Farowe upon
the basis of the synodical decision of 1932, or placing the
entire matter definitely in the hands of Classis Orange City.

~ “2. And since the Rev. Van Farowe in a recent letter
which has come into our possession states that his removal
was sought ‘by underhanded propaganda,” that he was dis-
missed ‘without cause,” and ‘in a totally unethical way and
even contrary to the rules of the Church at large’; charges
which he in essence reiterates in his legal complaint against
us, the consistory hereby asks Synod not only to accede to
our request for an interpretation of Point 4 of the synod-
ical decision of 1932, but also for a clearer statement of
Point 1 of said decision, so that we may have an authori-
. tative and incontrovertible declaration that there was cause
for his dismissal, and that it was doue accordmg to the
" rules and regulations of our Church.

Your Comlmttee, after a thorough study of the case, now
presents the following findings and recommendations:

1. In the first-request the Consistory of Prinshurg and
the Classis Orange Clty ask Synod to approve and confirm .
their action in carrying out the decision of the Synod of
1932: “That Classis Orange City shall see to it that the
Prinshurg Church promises and guarantees the Rev. E. Van
Farowe a proper allowance (een behoorllﬂc wachtqe[d)
for six months from the present date.”

Your Commlttee calls attention to the following facts
‘revealed by the documents:

a. Synod had left the precise amount of the-allowance to
the judgment of Classis Orange City. The Classis de-
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cided that the Rev. Van Farowe should receive $80.00
per month.
b. Since Synod qualified the allowance as “wachtgeld,”
. Classis Orange City decided that the obligation ter-
minated when Rev. E. Van Farowe received and ac-
cepted a call and when he asked for and was. offered
his credentials by the consistory on August 1, 1932.

¢. In accordance with these decisions the Consistory of
Prinsburg sent Rev. E. Van Farowe a check for
$100.00.

d. The Rev. E. Van Farowe presented the check for pay-

- ment with a condition attached to his endorsement.
“The Consistory thereupon notified the Rev. Van
Farowe that the only way remaining open for the
consistory was to appeal to the Synod of 1934.” An
appeal addressed to the Synod was sent up to the
Stated Clerk.

In consideration of the above facts, your Committee ad-
vises Synod to state in answer to the request-of Prins-

‘burg that both the Consistory of Prinsburg and Classis

Orange City have faithfully followed the instructions of

 the Synod of 1932 (cf. Acts of Synod 1932, p. 126).

Adopted

2. In the second request the Consistory of Prinsburg
and-the Classis Orange City ask Synod for a clear statement -
that the dismissal of the Rev. E. Van Farowe took place
in accordance with the rules and regulations of our Church.

Your Comimnittee calls attention to the following resolu-

tions adopted by the Synod of 1932 in re the Prinsburg
case (Acts of Synod 1932, p. 126):

“l. That it is convinced that the relation between the
Rev. Van Farowe and the Prinsburg Church had be-
come untenable, so that dissolution of the pastoral
relation between the Rev. Van Farowe and the Prms—
burg Church was necessary.

© “2. That it approves of the action of Classis Orange City
© . in assisting the Consistory of Prinsburg in- brlngmg -

about this dissolution.
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“3. That inasmuch as this dismissal is not a disciplinary
measure, the right to preach in our churches should
be and is hereby restored to the Rev, E. Van Farowe,
and that he is eligible to a call from one of our
churches.”

Your Committee advises Synod to ‘declare: | !

. 1) That the Synod of 1932 in point 1 intentionally re-
 frained from placing the blame for the untenable re-
lation existing between the Rev. Van Farowe and the
Prinsburg Church upon either one of the parties in-
volved. It merely acknowledged the fact that the rela-
tion had become untenable and that therefore dlSSO—
lution of the pastoral relation between the Rev.-
Van Farowe and the Prinshurg Church was neces-
sary. ,
. 2) That because of thls the Synod of 1932 approved of
' the action of Classis Orange City in assisting the Con-
sistory of Prinsburg in bringing about this dissoluton.

. 3) That for thls same reason the Synod of 1932 also
stated that the dismissal of Rev. E. Van Farowe is not
a disciplinary measure.

4) That this decision, which is in accord with the rules
' and regulations of our Church (cf. Art. 11 of the
Church Order), and is in accord with the course
usually followed under similar circumstances, forbids
either party to use it either for purposes of vindicating.

self or accusing others.

5) That when the Rev. E. Van Farowe repeated his old
charges as f.i. that he was dismissed “without cause”
and “in a totally unethical way and even contrary to.
the rules of the Church at large,” he violated the deci-
sion and settlement reached by the Synod of 1932

AdOpted

* ok ok ook ok %k ok k ok ok

B. Your Committee considered also “An appeal to
Synod of ten members of the Prinsburg Congregation, who
were in the Consistory in 1931 during which time the Rev.
Van Farowe was dismissed.” This appeal is endorsed by
the Consistory of Prinsburg and by Classis Orange City.
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| This document cbntains a two-fold request:
1. That the Synod of 1934 interpret the decision of the .
Synod of 1932 in re Rev. E. Van Farowe.

. Your Committee advises Synod to refer the brethren to
the interpretation of this decision under A, which also meets
the grounds adduced for their request. .

2. That the Synod of 1934 declare that the Rev. E. Van

" Farowe is no longer a minister in good standing as
far as the Christian Reformed Church is concerned,
and forfeits all right to preach therein.

Your Committee reminds Synod that this was written
March 5, 1934, therefore before the death of Rev. Van
Farowe.

This request asks for a reconsideration of the decision of
the Synod of 1932 which declares: - “That inasmuch as this
dismissal is not a disciplinary measure, the right to preach -
in our churches is hereby restored to the Rev. Van Farowe, -
and that he is eligible to a call from one of our churches.”

This request is made upon the ground that testimony can’
be furnished which was not available to the Synod of 1932.
The Committee has read this material.

However, in view of the fact that it will be impossible
for the accused to defend himself, your Committee advises

. Synod to abide by its former decision as interpreted

under A.
Adopted.

C. Further your Committee con51dered the various pro-
tests against the Consistory of Prmsburg and the Classis

_Orange City. These protésts proved to be virtually the

same. They call attention to the decision of the Synod of
1932: “that Classis Orange City shall see to it that the

‘Prinsburg Church promises and guarantees the Rev. E.

Van Farowe a proper allowance (‘een behoorlijk wacht-
geld’) for six months from the present date.” (Acts of
Synod 1932, p. 126.) The protesting brethren claim that -
neither the Consistory nor the Classis has carried out the‘
decision ‘of Synod.

We quote one of the protests: “I the undersigned, hereby
protest against the Prinsburg Consistory, and the Orange
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City Classis as to its fajlure in carrying out the decision of

, the Synod of 1932 relative to the ‘six months’ allowance
Rev. E. Van Farowe should receive from the Prinsburg

Church.” : : '

Your Committee advises Synod to declare that the pro-
test of the brethren is born of a misconception of the deci-
sion of the Synod of 1932.

The brethren are of the opinion that the monthly allow-

ance should have been paid regardless of whether the Rev.
~ E. Van Farowe received a call from a congregation or not.
The term “proper allowance” duly translated and inter-
preted as “een behoorlijk wachtgeld,” has been properly
construed by Classis Orange City and by the Consistory of
. ‘Pinsburg when it was taken to mean that the allowance
‘promised and guaranteed to the Rev. E. Van Farowe ex-
tended from the date set by Synod, June 22, 1932, until the
consistory meeting at which the Rev. E. Van Farowe pre-
sented his request for his certificate, August 1, 1932. The
term “wachtgeld” clearly indicates that the financial obli-
gation .of the Consistory to the Rev. E. Van Farowe was to
continue only during the interim that he was waiting for a
call. As soon as he received a call, however, this obligation
automatically ceased as his status was no longer that of one
“waiting” for a call. In case he had received no call the
period, during which he was entitled to receive the allow--
ance (wachtgeld) having been set at six months, would
have continued for that time.

Adopted.

"Finally your Committee calls attention to some matters
mentioned in some of the protests of these brethren:

1. That the Consistory of the Prinsburg congregation re-
fused to give “clean papers” to Rev. E. Van Farowe when
he asked for them August 1, 1932, notwithstanding Synod
of 1932 had declared that “inasmuch as this dismissal is
not a disciplinary measure, the right to preach in our
churches should be and is hereby restored to the Rev. Van
Farowe, and that he is eligible to a call from one of our
churches.” ) '
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Because of this action on the part of the Consistory Rev.
Van Farowe was not installed in his new charge until Octo-
ber 12, 1932.

Your Committee advises Synod to declare that the action
of Rev. E. Van Farowe subsequent to the Synod of 1932
and related in the overture of the Consistory of Prinsburg
under II, B, and criticized in the last paragraph under A
in this report, called for censure by his consistory.

Adopted.

2.

That Rev. Van Farowe received no salary for three

months previous to the meeting of the Synod of 1932.
Your Committee advises Synod to reply:

a.

That since this fact antedates the Synod of 1932, com-
plaint should have been before this Synod if at that

time the action of the consistory was held by any

party to be unjust.

That the agreement reached between the cons1story

and Rev. E. Van Farowe at the meeting of the consis-
tory on September 21, 1931, provided for the payment
of $100 per month from September 21, 1931, for the .
next six months and not till the time Synod would

meet.

That Rev. Van Farowe in harmony with the above
agreement did receive from the Prinsburg Consistory
the sum of six hundred dollars ($600.00), being one
hundred dollars ($100.00) for six months from Sep-

tember 21, 1931. '

Adopted.

. 8.
~ port from March, 1932, to October, 1932.

That Rev. Van Farowe did not receive a cent of sup,-»

Your Committee advises Synod to reply:

a.

b.

His failure to receive salary from March, 1932 till the -

~meeting of Synod of 1932 has been explamed above.

That he did not receive salary since the meeting of
the Synod of 1932 is claimed wrongly by the protes-
tant to be due to the action of the consistory. The
consistory offered the Rev. Van Farowe a check for
$100.00 in accordance with the decision of Classis
Orange City concerning “het wachtgeld.” This check
Rev. Van Farowe refused to accept as a final payment

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 126)
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ARTICLE 60

It is moved and carried to take recess until Monday after-
noon at 1:30 o’clock. Elder P. De Leeuw closes this session

. with prayer and thanksgiving.

MONDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 18
Sixth Session

ARTICLE 61

After the smging of Psalter No. 350, Synod is led in
prayer by the Rev. D. Zwier.

. ARTICLE 62

The Roll Call shows Dr. H. Kulper of Classis 111111015 to
be absent (cf. Art. 46). -
" The place of Elder F. Langeland of Classis Zeeland is
taken by his alternate, Elder N. Tanis; of Elders W. Mul-
der and W. De Graaf of Classis Grand Rapids West by
their alternates, Elders W. Strooi and J. Vander Schuur.
'At the request of thé President, these brethren express .
their agreement with our Forms of Unity.

ARTICLE 63

The mmutes of the fourth and fifth sessions are read
by the Clerk, and after a few corrections have been madc,
approved.

ARTICLE 64
Continuation of the Report of the Pre- adv1sory Com-
mittee on Calvin College and Semznary (cf Art. 57):
II. Emergency Committee.
Action on our proposals in regard to the Emergency
Committee have already been taken. (Cf. Art, 45).
" III.  Number of Curators.

- The Synod of 1932 (see Acts 1932, Art. 18, IL. 2, p. 18)
referred back to the Board of Trustees the following pro-
posal: “Increase in’ membership by the addition of seven
laymeén as Curators at large, these to be appointed by
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‘Synod upon nomination by the Board for a term of four
years, four of this number to retire one synodlcal year,
and three the following synodical year, but ehglble to
re-election.”

Regarding the number. of curators we also have an
overture from Classis Grand Rapids West, which over-
ture reads as follows:

“Classis Grand Raplds West requests Synod to recon-
sider its decision (Acts 1932, Art. 18, H., p. 18) relative to
the reduction of the membership of the Curatorium, and
to decide at this time to make the reduction as proposed -
by our Classis in Agenda 1932, Part II, p. VIL..

' Grounds
1 The argument presented under a) Acts 1932 p- 24,
is not true to fact.
2. In our-estimation a body of 15 men is amply suffi-
cient for the concededly important work.

3. History bears out that there has been sufficient con--
tinuity of membership in the Curatorium to guaran-
tee continued familiarity with the work.”

* Your committee calls the attention of Synod with re-
spect to this matter to the report of the Board of Trustees,
under point G, where we read:

“The Board has reconsidered its former action. and

. believes that it should not advocate nor urge at this time

the request of having seven laymen on the Board.”

“Since in the opinion of some that the granting of
licensure and. candidacy according to Reformed policy is
specifically a right belonging rather to Classis than to the
Board and that practical reasons for continuing the pres-
ent practice no longer exist as it did when Curatorium
was appointed to do, this work, the Board instructed a
committee to make a thorough study of the whole prob-

- lem of ‘praeparatoir’ examinations. In view of this

action, the Board asks Synod to refrain at this time from
making any changes in the number of Board members.”

Your committee advises that Synod decide “to refrain
at this time from making any changes in the number of
Board members.”



44 CHuRrisTIAN RErorRMED CHURCH

Ground: This matter can more feasibly be considered
after the Committee appointed by the Board of Trustees
of Calvin College and Seminary has brought in its repmt

. Adopted.

IV. Student Preaching.

Your committee calls the attention of Synod to the.
following paragraph of the report of the Board of Trus-
tees, under point H:

" “The students of the Semmary complained to the Board
that consistories and classes permit students of other in-
stitutions to conduct religious services thereby depriving
our own men of the opportunity to speak a word of edifi-

‘cation for the churches. In view of this situation the
Board asks Synod to call the attention of all the classes
-and all the consistories once again to the decisions regard-
ing religious addresses of students made by the Synod of
1916 and by the Synod of 1920 that the classes and con-
sistories will be more careful in carrymg out the de—
cisions of past Synods.”

\

"Recommendation:” Your committee advises Synod to
adopt the following:

Synod calls attention to the followmg regulations
touching religious addresses of students in our churches
and urges the consistories faithfully to observe these
synodical rules: :

, “If theological students desire to take post-graduate
work: at other institutions, they should inform the Board
of Trustees to that effect.”

“As long as they continue their study elsewhere they
should annually apply to.the Board of Trustees for re-
newal of the privilege of ‘speaking unto edification in the
meetings for public worship.”” (Acts 1920, ‘Art, 29, IV,
5,1.)

“To Curatorium is given the right to grant hcense to
preach: to:

1. Such graduates of the Seminary who are pursuing

theological studies with a purpose of entermg the
Gospel Ministry; and .
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‘2. Such graduates of the Seminary who are serxiiné our -

6. churches in an administrative or teaching capacity
A at Calvin College or at the Semmary (Acts 1926,
Art. 36, VI.) : '

“Synod upon request of the Curatorium, points out to

the various classes the inadvisability of licensing those
: not studymg at our Theological School to preach in our
/ churches.”
S “Synod, also upon request of Curatorium, emphatlcally
calls the attention of the consistories to the fact that they
should not permit students who have not been licensed o
preach to speak in Public Worship.” (Acts 1924, Art.
41, E, p. 38.) .

Adopted.

V. Reappointment of Professors.
. Synod meets- in executive session to consider this’
~ matter,
The following actions are taken:
Prof. Henry Schultze is reappointed 1ndeﬁn1tely to the
‘chair of Exegetical Theology, New Testament. (Art. 116.)
Dr. Martin J. Wyngaarden is reappointed for a.term of
two years to the chair of Exegetical Theologv, Old Testa-
ment. (Art. 79.)

ik % 7/ * 7 Lad

.VI. Report in re Junior College Mov nt. " (Cf.
Agenda I, pp. 173-180.) T W ‘

Your Committee, after a careful study of the Report,
as also of the minority report of Dr. Wezeman, advises
Synod not to grant the request of the Fourth Christian
Reformed church of Chicago, on the grounds 1. and 2. of -

" the Report:

1. Although it is concelvable albeit very 1mprobable,
that at some future time the establishment of mmany Junior
Colleges among us may render the elimination of the first -

: two years from Calvin advisable, such is not the case now.

(S Therefore, there is no cause for action at this time.

" 2. Our efforts should be in the direction of further

centralization, i.e., of one strong, central, Reformed

College, rather than in the direction of decentralization.
Adopted. (Continued in Art. 89.)

L i3
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ARTICLE 65

The first part of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee on Varia and Publication Matiers is read by the
reporter, the Rev. J. Gritter, and is received as mfor-
mation:

ESTEEMED BRETHREN :

This committee has the following to report on: -

1. An overture of Classis Pacific, supported by Orange
City, asking that Synod ‘“bring about the publication of
English sermons sufficient in supply to answer the grow-

. ing need for English reading services.” (Agenda II, pp.
XIIT f£.) '

Your committee advises:
1. Not to accede to this request.

" Grounds:
a. A similar request was refused by a former
Synod; :

b. The demand would not be sufficient to warrant
such a publication.
Adopted.

2. To refer any church needing such sermons to their
own classes to supply this need, as was successfully done
e. g. by classes Muskegon and Sioux Center.

' («CQntinued in Art, 72.)

ARTICLE 66 '

The Stated Clerk reads a letter from the Reformed
Church in South Africa, conveying the greetings of its
Synod to our Synod. -
~ This letter is received as 1nf0rmat10n (Cf. Supplement -

XIV.)

The question in regard to missions and polygamy, to
which reference is made in this letter, is referred to the -
Committee for correspondence in re an International

- Synod or Conference of Reformed Churches. (Art. 32.)

ARTICLE 67 -
The Report of the Synodical Treasurer, Mr. Tony Noor-
dewier, is read, and received as information. (Cf. Sup-
" plement I-b.) :
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A Committee consisting of the Revs. J.Mulder, H. J.
De Vries, P. De Koekkoek, and J. M. Dykstra, is appointed -

" to meet with the Synodical Treasurer, for the purpose of

removing the misunderstanding in regard to the subsidy

- ‘granted by the Synod of 1928 to the Classes California

and Pacific. (Cf. Art. 165, XIV.)
All other matters in this Report are referred to the
Budget Committee.
ARTICLE 68
This session is closed, Elder N. Tanis leading in prayer -
and thanksgiving.

TUESDAY MORNING, JUNE 19 ‘
Seventh Session

ARTICLE 69
- The Rev. E. Kooistra leads in prayer, after Synod has

" sung the Dutch version of Psalm 68:10.

ARTICLE 70 .
The Roll Call shows that Dr. Herman Kuiper of Classis

* Illinois is present again, and Elder W. Mulder of Classis

Grand Rapids West in place of Elder W. Strooi, and

Elder F. Langeland of Classis Zeeland in place of Elder
N. Tanis.

ARTICLE 71
. The minmtes of the sixth session are read and approved.

_ ARTICLE 72
Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com--
mittee on Varia and Publication Matters (Cf. Art. 65) :

II. The Report of the Commiltee on Education (Agen-
da II, pp. 201 ff., Supplement XI).

1. In harmony with the request made on p. 208, d, your

‘committee suggests that the Rev. W. Stuart act as adwser

of Synod in the dlSCllSSlOIl of this report. -
Adopted. <
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2. We advise to receive as information the material
found on pp. 201-3, up to Sectlon 11.
Adopted.

3. In Section II, a, on p. 203, the committee complains

“that Synod of 1928 appointed it a permanent committee;

but Synod of 1982, by stating that it “continues” the com-
mittee, seemed to forget all about its permanency.
For the sake of clarity we advise you to declare that b)
the decision of 1928 the commlhtec is permanent.
Adopted.

4. On page 204, Section II, b, the committee states that
Synod of 1932 gave it instructions which are inconsistent.
The contention of the committee is that Synod first de-
clared that the International Sunday School lessons are
not acceptable because they give the same topic for all
ages, and that Synod charged the committee to complete

_the books for the unified church school; and that after

that Synod instructed the committee to draw up a 51x-year
cycle of lessons'for the Sunday School.

Our opinion is that the committee is correct in this con-
tention. If Synod could not approve of the International
Sunday School lessons and urged that the committee com-

plete the books for a unified church school, it could not -

well instruct that committee to draw up a six-year cycle
of lessons for the Sunday School alone. We therefore
advise that the committee be excused from this latter
task. .

Adopted.

5. On pp. 204-5, Se.c:tion I1I, the first three paragraphs,

~ the committee calls attention “to its plan for a unified

Church School,” as proposed in 1930, and twice referred

to the churches for study. The committee “respectfully

asks the Synod to give its definite approval.” ‘
Classis Hackensack in an overture found in Agenda II,
.V, expresses its approval of this plan and overtures

‘ Synod that it give the committee full power to pubhsh the

materials called for by this plan.
Classis Holland in an overture also ‘expresses agree-

- ment in principle with the plan of the committee. .



Acts oF ‘SYN(.)D, 1_934 49

Classis:Zeeland sent in the following overture:

“In answer to the request of the synod’s Committee
on Education that the consistories and Classes give their
opinion of the plan proposed.by the committee (Acta
Synodi 1930) Classis Zeeland wishes to state:

1. That it agrees with the opinion of the committee

~ that there is need of a greater unification of the
educational work carried on in our churches.

2. Also that we should get away from the International
Sunday School Lesson system.

-3. However, the Classis is of the opinion that the plan
proposed is too elaborate to be carried out. We do
not have the teachers that such a plan calls for.

4. That if this plan be put in operation the catechism

" classes are in danger of being swallowed up in the

Sunday School.

5. That for a unified plan of instruction both in Blble
History and Doctrine co-operation should be sought
between the Christian School and the Church.”

A Your Committee advises Synod to approve the plan
as ideal to strive after; to urge the consistoriés to con-
-form to it, with discretion, according to local conditions.
Laid on the table.

It is moved and carried to request the Committee on
Education fully to elucidate its plan in our church papers
during the next two years, thus giving our people suffi-
cient time and opportunity to study the whole matter.

"B. As to the objections in statements 3-5 of Zeeland,
" we would advise Synod to reply as follows:

As to 3 (that we have not the necessary teachers to
carry out such an elaborate plan), that with a view to
this difficulty the unified Church School should be intro-
“duced gradual.ly, and only as far as practicable; also, that
with a view .to that the committee advocates the orgam-'
zation of Bible schools to train teachers.

As to 4 (that the Sunday School may swallow up the
catechism classes), that the intention is that the unified
Church School, combining catechism classes . and Sunday
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School, shall be conducted by the pastor and by other
teachers under strict supervision of the consistory, and
thus the official character of the instruction will he safe-
guarded.

As to 5 (that Christian School and Church should co-
operate in this matter), that this is also the intent of the
committee, .

Laid on the table.

6. On the middle of page 205 the committee informs us

that Synod of 1932 directed it to prepare a prospectus of
~ Sunday School Readers for grades 3, 4, and 5, and that for
financial reasons nothing has as yet been done.

We advise Synod to direct the committee to carry out
this mandate as soon as possible.

Latid on the table.

7. Section IV, pp. 205-7, will be taken up by your com-
mittee later, in connection with the report on a Mission
,/Training and Bible School.

Received as information.

8. We advise you to receive V, a and b, pp. 207-8, as
- information.
Adopted.

9.. Pertinent to the suggestion made in ¢ on p. 208, we .
advise to make the official name of this committee: “Com-
mittee on Education.”

Adopted.

10. On p. 208, ¢, we are told that the terms of the
brethren A Peters, AT Books, and W. Stuart, e*cplre
" this year. :
‘We recommend that these brethren be re-appointed.
Referred to the Committee on Appointments, (Art. 169.)
('Continued in Art. 96.)

ARTICLE 73
The Reception Committee introduces the Rev. S. Brond-
sema, Secretary of the Faith, Prayer and Tract League,
who speaks briefly on the work of the League in dis-
* tributing tracts that are scrlpturally sound practically at
cost price,
The'Rev. H. J. De Vries responds to this address.
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Synod recommends that our churches give the fract
work of this League their moral and financial support,

, ~ ARTICLE 74
Synod sets aside one hour on Thursday, evening, at
9:00 o’clock, for an illustrated lecture on the Indian Mis-
sion work by the Rev. John Dolfin, Treasurer of the Mis-

. sion Board.

. The reason for this request is that Synod will be called
upon to decide whether or not to take over certain build-
ings and grounds on the Indian Mission field, which will
be shown in these pictures. (See Art. 118.)

On motion decided to grant this request.

ARTICLE 75
This session is closed with prayer by Elder N. Yff.

TUESDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 19
Eighth Session

ARTICLE 76

The devotionals are conducted by Professor L. Berkhof,
who leads in prayer, after Synod has sung Psalter No. 38.

ARTICLE 77 7

Synod now takes in hand the Report of the Pre-advisory
Committee on Missions, Dr. G. Goris serving as reporter:
ESTEEMED BRETHREN :

There was placed into our hands the following material’

I. Report of the Christian Reformed Board of Missions.
(Supplement V.)

1. This Report has already been received as 1nforma '
tion. (Cf. Art. 47.)

2. Your Committee recommends that Synod do not en-
ter upon the proposition of taking over and assuming re-
sponsibility for the Sudan United Mission field where the
late Johanna Veenstra labored (cf. Acts of Synod 1932,
p. 57, and 1930, p. 34 £.). '



52 CHRISTIAN REFORMED ' CHURCH

Reason: the economic situation. This work would in-
volve an expense of approximately $10,000.00 annually.

Adopted.

3. We recommend that Synod approve the appomtment
of the following brethren as representatives of their various
Classes to the Christian Reformed Board of Missions for a
term of two'years each: :

Classis California—Rev. J. De Jonge.

Classis Grand Rapids East—Rev. H. Verduin.
Classis Grand Rapids West—Rev. H. J. Mulder.
Classis Hackensack—Rev. J. J. Beebe.
Classis Holland—Rev. L. Van Laar. -

Classis Hudson—Rev. R. Bolt.

Classis Illinois-——Rev. J. H, Monsma.

Classis Muskegon—Rev. J. Dolfin.

Classis Orange City—Rev. J. Paauw.
Classis Ostfriesland—Rev. H. C. Bode."
Classis Pacific—Rev. J. Mulder.

Classis Pella—Rev. I. Van Dellen.

.Classis Sioux Center—Rev. J. C. De Bruyn.
Classis Wisconsin—Rev. J. C. Schaap.
Classis Zeeland Rev. G. J. Vande Riet.

Adopted. The Clerk is 1nstructed to cast the ballot for
- these men. _ : '

4, We further recommend that Synod approve the
names of H. Denkema, H. Hekman, J. Kos, Dr. E. H. Beer-
nink, Dr. J. D. Mulder, and E. Wicrenga as nominees for
delegates-at-large. The first three are serving now.

“Adopted.

' Synod proceeds to elect three from the list of nominees,
* with this result that the brethren H Denkema, H. Hekman,
and J. Kos are re-electfed.

II. Report of the General Home Missions Commit‘tee.r
(Supplement IIIa.)

1. This Report has already been recelved as informa-
tion. (Cf. Art. 48.)
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2. “We recommend that Synod approve the action of
the Executive Committee in re Rev. B. Vanden Brink’s
allowance (see Acts of Synod 1932, pp. 92, 93)—namely,
that it was given pro rata, even as the other allowances
from the General Home Mission Fund, since Synod did .
not stipulate that this was to be a preferred 1tem :

Adopted.

3. We further recommend that this special arrange-

ment be terminated and Classis Orange City be instructed
to send in a request for subsidy for Sibley.
' Adopted, with this amendment that the General Home
- Mission Committee be authorized to grant the subsidy to
be requested by the Home Mission Committee of Classis
. Orange City, to the amount of $600.00 per year, which
shall be paid in this case as a preferred allowance.

4. Your Committee recommends that the following
delegates from the respective Classes be approved as
* members of the General Home Mission Committee:

Classis California-—Rev. J. De Jonge.
Classis Grand Rapids East—J. B. Hulst.
Classis Grand Rapids West—Rev, H. Baker.
Classis Hackensack—Rev. D. De Beer.
Classis Holland—Rev. N, Monsma.
Classis Hudson—Rev. P. Van Dyk.
Classis Illinois—Rev. F, Doezema.
Classis Muskegon—Rev. R. J. Karsen.
Classis Orange City—Rev. J. R. Van Dyke.
Classis Ostfriesland—Rev. H. C. Bode.

- Classis Pacific—Rev. J. Mulder.
Classis Pella—Rev. C. Witt.
Classis Sioux Center—Rev. J. H. Geerlings.
Classis Wisconsin—Rev. J. J. Holwerda.

- Classis Zeeland—Rev. H. Qostendorp.

Adopted. The Clerk is 1nstructed fo cast the ballot for
" these men. .

5. We recommend that Synod express itself in favor
of a more uniform classical allignment of cur churches in -
the Dominion of Canada, and to achieve that end assign
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- the churches of Chatham, Blackwell, and Windsor to

Classis Grand Rapids East, and the church of Winnipeg
to Classis Orange City, and that these Classes seek sub-

- sidy from the General Fund to the amount needed.

Adopted . .
III. Reports of the Committee for South America.

(Agenda I, p. 47; 11, p. 220.) (Supplement VIIL)

1. Your Committee recommends that these Reports be
received as information.

Adopted.

2. We further rccommend that the transfer of Classis
Buenos Aires and the whole South American Field, as
proposed by the last General Synod of the Reformed_
Churches in the Netherlands, including the iransfer of
the pastor of the Buenos Aires congregation, be held in
abeyance until the Synod of 1936, since the Classis itself"
has taken no final action in this matter; and that negoti-

" ation in this matter be continued.

Adopted.

3. We advise that Synod give Cand. Wm. V. Muller,
who is present with us, an opportumty to address Synod
on the work in South America.

Adopted ,
"~ Candidate Wm. V. Mullcr addresses Synod for fifteen

“minutes speaking about the needs of the field, and of the

heartfelt desire of himself and his wife to do Gospel work
in that field. -

After this address Synod continues the discussion of

_ the report of the Pre-advisory Committee:

4, Your Committee recommends that Synod decide to
express its great desire to see Mr. Muller added to the
South American force, and.its trust that some financial
arrangement can be made that will not require additional
quotas from our already heavily burdened churches.

Adopted with this amendment that this matter is re-
ferred back to the Committee for further report (Cf.

. Art. 86.)
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‘5. 'We recommend that Synod re-appoint Dr. H. Beets,
Rev. J. Wyngaarden, Dr. M. J. Wyngaarden, and Rev H.
Blystra as a Committee for South America.

Referred to the Comimittee on Appointments. (Cf. -
Art. 169.) :

- IV. The Report of the Emergency Comumitice. (Cf.
Supplement 11Ib.)
The recommendations of your Committee in re this

" matter have already been adopted by Synod. (Cf. Art.
45.)

V. Overture of Classis Grand Rapids East:

“Classis ‘Grand Rapids East requests Synod for more
detailed reports respecting the financial side of our Mis-
sion personnel and fields, both in New Mexico and China.

" Ground:

The Church must be conceded the right to know
what salaries are paid our Mission personnel, and
what allowance is made for ‘automobile expenditures,
additional allowances, etc.”

We recommend that this overture be adopted.
Adopled.

VI. Overture of the Consistory of Second Paterson.

In this overture the Consistory proposes that a candi-
date be appointed for the work at the Seamen’s Home,
Hoboken, N. J..

Your Committee recommends to leave the matter of
this appointment to the discretion of the Board of the
Eastern Home Missions and the two Classes, Hudson and
Hackensack. :

Reasons:

(1) The proposal of Paterson II has already been sug-
gested by the Board, and Classis Hudson has al-
ready instructed the Board to devise ways and
means to carry out the suggestion of the Board
according to the minutes of Classm Hudson, Jan.
24, 1933.
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(2) That Synod should not hasten such an appomt—
ment, since:

a) Mr. Apol'is doing his work very satisfactorily,

and at a very small salary. ‘

b) He has only been re-appointed for one year,
leaving the possibility of calling a candidate at
the expiration of that term open.

" ¢) Mr. Apol, in order to keep down expenses of the
institution, is doing work which an ordained:
man might not be willing or qualified to do.

d) The need of having a candidate with specialized
training is not so urgent since the services of
Rev. Van Tielen, pastor of the Hoboken Church,
are available for this work according to a rule
which specifies that for every $100 subsidy re-
ceived, the subsidized church should give one .
week of service of its pastor.

e) Both Classes are of the opinion that this ar-

- rangement is the very best for the present (See
minutes Hudson ‘April 17, 1934, and minutes
Hackensack April 17, 1934). “The Board is of
the opinion that the best possible arrangement
under the present circumstances is that the
pastor 'of Hoboken be in charge of the Mis-
sionary work in the Seaman’s Home, in view of
the subsidy which the Hoboken congregation
receives from the Classis.” and “The assistant
Mr. Apol should be retained one year.”

Adopl‘ed‘ (Continued in Art. 86.)

. ARTICLE 78

The Pre-advisory Committee on Psalter-Hymnal amd
Doctrinal Standards brings before Synod the following
question:

Does Synod desire to receive the revision of the trans-
lations of the Doctrinal Standards and the Liturgical
Forms offered by the Committee for the Publication of

~ the Psalter-Hymnal, even though it had received no man-
date of the Synod of 1932 for this work? (Cf. Agenda I,
p- 86)
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A motlon is made: ‘ ,
a) That Synod approve the fact that the Committee for -
the Publication of the Psalter-Hymnal has gone be-
yond its mandate in preparing revisions of the
translations of the Doctrinal Standards and Litur-
. gical Forms.
b) That Synod receive the material oﬂ‘ercd bv the
Committee in its Report, Agenda I, pp. 98-168.
¢) That Synod commit this material to the Pre-advisory
Committees on Psalter-Hymnal, Doctrinal Stan-
dards, Liturgical Prayers and Forms.
- Carried,
: ARTICLE 79 ‘
The following letter is read: I
To the Synod of the Chr. Ref. Church, 1934
. Dear Brethren:
" Receive my thanks for the reappomtment whlch is -
hereby accepted. Our help is in .the Lord. Your prayers
are requested. , - M. J. WYNGAARDEN.
Recewed as information. (Art 64 V)

ARTICLE 80

. Elder H. L. Verhulst closes this session with prayer and
" thanksgiving.

WEDNESDAY MORNING, JUNE 20
Ninth Session '

ARTICLE 81
‘After singing No. 51 of the New Christian Hymnal,

' Synod is led in prayer by the Rev. H. Keegstra.

ARTICLE 82

_ The Roll Call shows all members to be pre%ent except
a few reporters of Pre-advisory Committees, who are
engaged in writing their reports this morning.

ARTICLE 83

The minutes of the seventh and the eighth sessmns are
read by the Clerk, and approved by Synod.
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ARTICLE 84

The first part of the Report of the Pre- adv1sory Com-
mittee on Church Order and Emeriti Matters is read by
the reporter, the Rev. R. J. Bos, and received as informa-
tion by Synod.

ESTEEMED BRETHREN :
Your Committee has considered the following material:
I. Request of Rev. J. S. Dykstra.

A. The Rev. J. S. Dykstra requested .Classis Pella at
her March session: “to seek at the forthcoming Synod of
1934 a continuation, if possible an indefinite continuation,
of my ministerial status.” For reasons mentioned in his
letter, the brother also writes: “I therefore waive all
" rights to any financial support which ordinarily is given
to emeritus ministers.”
~ Classis Pella hereby petitions Synod to grant the re-

quest of Rev. J. S. Dykstra, and- sends the brother’s own
letter and a related statement of his own (Dennis Ave-
. nue) Consistory for information.
_.Synod of 1932 permitted “the status of the Rev. J. S.
Dykstra as a minister in good standing to continue until
- the Synod of 1934. Grounds:
(1) The Rev. Dykstra was deprived of his church
through no fault of his own;
. (2) The Rev. Dykstra declares it is his desire to remain
in the ministry;
(3) The Reformed Churches have always proceeded
: slowly in depriving one of his status as a minister
in the Church.”
(Decision -recorded in Acts, Art, 139.)

B. Your committee also was given a letter of Rev.
. Dykstra and a statement of membership from his con-
_ sistory.

Your committee recommends Synod to advise Classis
Pella to grant honorable dismissal from the ministry to
the Rev. J. S. Dykstra:

Grounds:

1. Rev. J. S. Dykstra has entered upon a secular
vocation. )
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2. In the years of grace Synod has glven hlm he has
received no call,

Adopted.
"II. Belated Reports.

Classis Grand Rapids East overtures Synod that it re-
quire that the reports of boards and funds which can not

or do not report before Synod meets be submitted to the -

synodical delegates the first day of Synod.
Your committee recommends the adoption of this rule.
Adopted.

IIL. Delegation to Synod.

A. Classis Grand Rapids East overtures.Synod to re-
duce the number of delegates to our synodical assemblies
by approximately one-third.

- . Grounds:

a. The continued and growing sentiment in the Church

for such reduction.

b. The smaller group on the floor of Synod and in com-
mittees will work for greater efficiency.

. The example of other Churches akin to ours.

c _
"d. It will tend to shorten the sessions, which now ex-

tend over 214 or 3 weeks. .
e. It will cut the expense to the extent of approximate-
" ly two thousand dollars.

Classis overtures Synod to revise Art. 50 of the Church
Order, so that delegation to Synod shall be as follows:

1. That all Classes consisting of 12 congregations: or .

. less send two delegates.

2, That all Classes consisting of 13 to 24 congregations
send four delegates.

3. That all Classes consisting of-25 or more congrega-.

tions send six delegates.
(This would make a total of 62 delegates.) .

Grounds:

a. It will be more in conformity with Art. 84, C. O. “No
‘church shall in any way lord it over other churches.”
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b. By this plan we can reach our aim of fairer distribu-
tion of delegates according to the number of
churches, without in any way disturbing the present .
arrangement of Classes.

c. It furnishes us with a simple and permanent method

- of determining more equal representation at Synod.

B. Classis Grand Rapids West overtures Synod to re- .-
consider its decision: (Acts 1932, Art. 83, XIIL, pp. 68-70)
relative to the reduction of the number of delegates to
Synod, and requests Synod to once more consider -the
~ advisability and feasibility of reducing the number of
such delegates. \

Grounds:

a. The continued eéconomic’ conditions made a reduc- .

tion of expenditures imperative.

"~ b. The increase of the number of Classes during the

" . last decade, adding to the expense. '

c. The grounds adduced by the committee of pre-

- advice at the Synod of 1932 in this matter warrant
serious reconsideration at this time. (Acts, p. 70.)

Your committee recommends that these overtures bc
placed in the hands of a competent committee. This com-
: m1ttee to offer in 1936 a well-grounded report. '

Grounds:

1. These overtures suggest a revision of an article of
the Church Order. The Church Order should not be
revised. except after deliberate and thorough con-

- sideration.

2. If a decision should now be made, the danger exists
that depression pressure might exert a preponder-

" ant influence.

3. Synod of 1932 had part of this matter before it. This
Synod rejected the suggested revision of the Church
Order. The present Synod should not reverse 1932
without having consider,ed all the implications ‘of
the proposed revisions. Placing all these implica-
tions before you is impossible for your commlttee A
because of limitations of time.

Adopted.
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The following motion is introduced: -

The above decision naturally does not allow for any
decisive change in the matter of synodlcal delegation at
this Synod.

However, there are various reasons why Synod con-
_ siders .it -advisable to offer a suggestmn to the Classes in

this matter:

(a) There is a strong sentiment in the Ghurch in favor
of reduction of synodical delegation. .

(b) A very worthwhile financial saving would be

. effected and the unconditional postponement of
this possible saving for another two years will pos-
sibly meet with much criticism.

(¢) The present Synod, with a synodical delegation of
only four from some Classes, did not feel itself
hampered in the work bécause the number of dele-
gates was appreciably reduced. ,

" (d) Before a final decision is taken in this matter it
would be valuable as an experiment, that we have
at least one Synod with a delegation of only four
from each Classis.

~ In view of all these con51derat10ns, Synod, while recog-
‘nizing the full right of our Classes to-send six delegates to
the next Synod,
‘ (a) Suggests to each Glassm that it send only four dele-
gates to the Synod of 1936.

(b) Requests those Classes that would prefer to exer-
cise their right to send six delegates, to consider
the advisability of sending only four, if .a majority
of the Classis voluntarlly so decides.

Adopled.

IV. Overture in re synodical delegates for the Emeri-
tus Fund. -

Classis Sioux Center stelt voor aan de Synode om een
deputaat in elke Classis te hebben voor de Emeritus Kas,
opdat de Kerk meer meeleve in deze zaak. :

Instead of thus increasing the number of ‘synodical
‘delegates, your committee believes the following will
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answer the purpose Classis Sioux Center has in mind.
Hence your Committee advises:

‘Synod instructs the Emeritus Board to send to the
Classes twice a year a statement giving receipts and
itemized disbursements (also percent paid each year) of
this Fund.

~ Adopted.

V. Emeritus Fund.

The following material, dealing with the reorganization
of the Emeritus Fund, was placed into our hands:

A. Report of the Committee on Emeritus Fund (cf.
Agenda I, p. 61).

B. Overture of Classis Illinois (cf. Agenda II, p. XVII).

C. Overture of Classis Muskegon (cf. Agenda II, p.
XVIII).

D. Overture of Classis Hackensack (ef. Agenda II, D
XV).

E. Overture of Classis Ostfriesland (cf. Agenda II, p.
XXI) :

~'F. In addition to these overtures found in thc Agenda,
we received a belated overture of Classm Zeeland, read-
mg as follows:

Classis overtures the Synod of 1934:

1. Not to adopt the advice of the Committee in re the
Emeritus Fund (Agenda Part 1, p. 61, 62) to postpone
action in re the. administration of this fund but to take

-some definite action.

Grounds;

a. Due to the present economic conditions and the
burden our people must carry, some changes in the
administration of this fund are imperative, there-
fore some action should be taken.

b. The present arrangement is very unpopular with
our people and calls for a change.

2. That the Synod declare the Emeritus Fund to be a
Relief Fund only, the funds to be administered only in
. case of actual need and according to the needs, after the

.. needs have been definitely investigated and established.
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Grounds:

a. It is doubtful, in our estimation, whether Scripture
demands that the Church support the emeriti minis-
ters, widows, and orphans who are able to support
themselves.

b. Article 13 of the Church Order requires that the
. Church shall provide “honorably for thém in their .
need.” This we take to mean that only those in
need shall be provided for. .

c. ‘A declaration by the Synod of this character, and
the administration of this fund according to this
plan, will in our estimation remove one of the most
‘serious objections to this fund.”

Your committee has carefully studied the report and
the overtures. We are convinced that some definite
method for the raising of funds for this cause ought to be
adopted soon.

However, we hesitate to recommend the adoption of
- either of the plans of Muskegon or Ostfriesland as these
would include at least a partial repudiation of the princi-
ple adopted in 1932. The same can most emphatically be
said of the overture of ‘Classis Zeeland. If the standpoint
of 1932 in ‘whole or in part is to be repudiated, your com-
mittee feels this requires more consideration than your
present committee can give to it. Two Classes, Hacken-
" sack and Illinois, also warn .against hasty adoption of a -
'new plan,

Hence we recommend the following:

1. That the report of the Committee on the Emeritus
Fund be received as information.

2. That the present committee or a new committee be
appointed and instructed to carry out.the mandate
of 1932,

3. That they be especially urged to beqm immediately
that part of the work given them in 1932: “to en-
lighten our people in reference to the principles up-
on which the support of our Emeriti . . . is based.”

4. That all the above named overtures be referred to
them for study and consideration. :
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" 5. That the rule adopted in 1932 Acts p. b2, section 8,
be continued as long as there are not sufﬁc1ent funds
to pay the full allowances.

6. That Synod urge .all consistories to do all in their
power to raise the assessments, or at least part of
them in order that there may be no real want in the
homes of those who have faithfully served the
Church and can now no longer do so.

Laid on the table.

It is moved and carried to appoint a special Committee
to consider the Emeritus problem—this Committee to re-
port before the close of Synod.

The following Committee is appointed: Dr. W. Bode,
- Revs. L. Veltkamp and J. C. Schaap, Elders A. J. Wibalda,

- P. De Leeuw, J. Ten Harmsel, and G. Otten. (Cf. Art.
161.)

VI. Report of the Commzttee on Mmzsterzal Exchange.s
(Agenda I, pp. 65 ff).
Your committee having carefully con51dered the report -
would make the following recommendations:
A. That the report be accepted as information and the
committee be thanked for the work done.
Adopted.

B. Synod adopt recommendation 1, p. 72, which reads
as follows: “In view of the impracticableness of such a
procedure and in view of the dangerous trend evidenced
"in other church groups in the attempt to solve this prob-
lem, which, according to their admission and our con-
viction are not Reformed, we would recommend that
- Synod refrain from appointing a committee for the ex-
change of ministers and charges.”

Adopted.

C. Synod adopt recommendation 2, p. 72, which reads
“as follows:

“Considering that for 'many years to come the vast
. majority of our ministers can hardly expect to receive a -

c¢all to another field of labor, your committee feels con-
- strained to recommend that Synod exhort the churches

\
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and particularly the ministers and consistories, to do all

‘within their power to prevent the arising of such situ-

ations whereby an exchange would become imperative.
Always remembering that God’s blessing a abides there
where peace is sought and found. A remmdc—n of the
power of prayer might not be out of place.”

Adopted.

D. Synod adopt the first paragraph of recommenda-
tion 3, p. 73. Synod will observe that thus the recommen-
dation of the comimittee, that Classes shall be instructed
to arrange exchanges, is rejected by your committee. We
recommend this to Synod on the following grounds:

1. The historicity of the precedents quoted is not de-
nied, but your committee draws the attention of
Synod to the fact that these are mainly taken from
a period in Reformed church history when condi-
tions were abnormal. ‘

2. The plan presents what to the commlttee seem to be
'serious practical difficulties.
‘a) Not one or two but six parties must be pleased
shall the plan prove satisfactory.
b) If negotiations for an exchangé are begun and
fail, a more unbearable situation would develop.
¢) The possibility of such an exchange would have
a tendency to cause congregations to demand an
exchange when mutual forbearance and love is
called for.

3. The Church Order provides for dissolution when and
if the situation is such that profitable co-operation
is no longer possible (ef. Art. 11)

Adopted.

E. Synod reject the recommendation of the Committec

that ministers arrange occasional exchanges, because
there is no need for Synod to express itself on this matter
(cf. Agenda I, last paragraph of p. 75).

Adopted.

F. Synod also reject the two recommendations of the

 Committee found on p. 76 of the Agenda I, because these
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' recom'mendations would unduly restrict the liberties of

the churches and ministers without biblical sanctlon
"~ Adopted. (Continued in Art, 119.)

ARTICLE 85

 The Committee in re Re-imbursement of Traveling Ex-
penses, appointed by the Synod of 1932, Art. 94 p. 82,
reports as follows:

. ESTEEMED BRETHREN :
Our mandate received from the former Synod is as
- follows:
_“Because these rules are not adequate and do mot cover
every individual case properly, Synod decides to appoint

a Committee, consisting of Mr. Tony Noordewier, Mr.

Henry Voss, and thé Rev. H. Baker, to compose an im-
proved set of rules, and report to the Synod of 1934.”

In discharging the duty of working out a plan for com-
putation of allowable expenses of delegates to Synod,
your Committee has given some little time and thought
to its work but was somewhat at a loss to know just what
to suggest in the way of a fixed allowance.

Heretofore it has been the policy of Synod to allow a

. graduated mileage and we assume that this was done -

.because of the fact that some were inclined to more
liberal expenditures than others, and yet it is the opinion
of your Committee that the only fair way is for Synod to
care for the actual traveling expenses of its delegates.

With this in view, your Committee makes the following
recommendations:

That each delegate be allowed a reimbursements of
expense which shall not exceed one actual round-trip

" railroad and/or steamship fare plus lc per mile for

sleeping accommodations and meals,

It should be considered incumbent upon the clergy to"

make use of their clergy permits whenever possible.
If transportation is by automobile carrying one or more

delegates, reimbursement should be for actual expenses,.

,- not to exceed the railroad fare plus 1c per mile.
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Grounds: -
1. We consider this to be an equitable disposition of
the matter of expense.

2. An allowance of 1e¢ per mile for sleeping accommo-
~ dations and meals would seem adequate.

Received as information. , .

It is moved and carried to adopt the recommendations

" of the Committee.

ARTICLE 86

~ Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee on Missions (cf. Art. 77) :
' Synod instructed your Committee (cf. Art. 77, 111, 4) to
try to find some financial arrangement by which Cand.
Wm. V. Muller can be sent to South America, without
adding to the burdens of our churches in general.

1. We have given this matfer some thought, and now
advise Synod to instruct the Committee for South ‘Ameri-
ca to get in touch with the Classes Hudson and Hacken-
sack, the Emergency Committee, and, if necessary, with
~ any individual or group which might be interested, to
- see'if the necessary funds cannot be secured. A

Reasons for this advice:

. a) The churches are already overburdened with assess-
ments and are clamoring for reductions.

b) We already face arrearages in nearly all our mis-'
sion funds. , -

¢) Classes Hackensack and Hudson have for the past
year supported Candidate Muller to the extent of
8300, thereby showing their interest in him.

d) Mr. Muller is a candidate, and since the Emergency
fund specifically seeks to provide places for our
candidates, and to supplement support given by
others in order to do so, the aiding of Mr. Muller
would be in line with its work. - ‘ '

Adopted.

2. We further advise Synod that as soon as the needed
funds are secured, the Committee for South America be
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authorized to take the steps necessary for sending Cand.
Muller to South Amerloa

Adopled.

Your Committee now continues its report on the ma-
terial entrusted to us: ;

VII. An Appeal of Mr. H. Hamstra in the matter of
re-organizing the present Eastern Home Mission Board.

Your Committee received the following documents:

1) The appeal of Mr. Hamstra..

2) The reply of the Eastern Home Mission Board to
this proposal. :

3) The minutes of Classis Hudson bearlng on this
matter. ’

4) The decision of Classis Hackensack in thls matter.

Your Committee has carefully studied all this material,
and presents the following brief synopsis of the appeal
of Mr. H. Hamstra. This brother proposes:

A. That the present arrangement whereby the Eastem
Home Mission Board now supervises the work of the
Seamen’s Home of Hoboken, N. J.,, as well as. the Mis-
~sionary work of the Christian Reformed Church in the

Eastern States, be discontinued. '

B. That the Mission territory in the Eastern States be
divided into two parts, one ‘to. be placed under super-
vision of the Classis Hackensack and another part to be
supervised by Classis Hudson.

- C. That the two Classes choose delegates (Hudson

three, Hackensack two) to form the committee or cor-
~ poration which shall have full charge of all the activities
*of the Seamen S Home

Reasons:

1) Art. 1 of the Rules for Home Missions adopted by
Synod of 1930, “For the work of Home Missions is .
required a classwal committee whose task it is to
take care of the mlssmn work w1th1n the limits of

i, each Classis.” .
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2) The work which the Seamen’s Home must perform
is of an entirely different nature than so-called
Home Mission work.

"3) The Seamen’s Home is an institution all hy itself.

4) The proposed plan would greatly simplify the work
by distributing it over three committees, one Home
Mission Comm. for Classis Hudson, one for Classis
Eackensack and one exclusively for the Seamen’s

ome

5) The plan would cause greater activity, for each
Classis responsible for its own specific territory will
have additional incentive to-apply 1tse1f more fully
to its own interest. .

6) The Eastern Home Mission Board is hindered in the
carrying on of its work because required to take
care of various financial matters such as the dis-
posal of and renting of properties. Such would not
be the case if the proposal for reorganization were
adopted.

Recelved as information.

Your Committee recommends that Synod reply' to Mr.
H. Hamstra that it does not see its way clear to decide
according to his proposal for the following reasons:

a) It is the unanimous opinion of the Board (with the
exception of one member, the appellant, who has been a
-member but one year) that such a change should not be
made.

b) It is the opinion of both Classes which are most in-
timately acquainted with and involved 1n the work that
such a change should not be made,

¢) The main argument used for such a change of or-
ganization has not been substantiated and cannot be,
namely that the work of the Seamen’s Home is not large-
ly mission work and for that reason should be placéd in
the hands of a special committee,.for: '

(1) Synod’s decisions have repeatedly borne out this
mission character of the work. In 1916 Synod de-
cided to support the work to the extent of $600

"~ from the General Home Mission fund. Again in
" 1924 Synod dec1ded to support “mission- work
among the seamen.’ . .
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(2) The history of the orgamzatlon coincides with this

view of the work as does also the report of the

-work done in the past two years as given in the

Agenda, part II, p}) 212, 213. The following items

clearly show how arge a place miission work occu-
pies in the program of the Seamen’s Home :

‘Bibles distributed, 93; New Testaments, 628;

Tracts, 18,153; Meetmgs held 190; attendance at

" meetings, 3,670; Visits to barges, lighters, and

other vessels, 661 Shops visited, 471.

Elimination of mission work would be death to thc
Seamen’s Home.

. d) The present method has operated successfully in
the past and is operating increasingly successfully in the
recent past as can be seen from the financial report of the
two previous years and the proposed budget for the com-
ing two years.

e) Though the organization of the Eastern Home Mis-

_ sion Board is not strictly in accordance with the rules for
~ Home Mission work laid down by Synod in 1930, this ar-

gument is not sufficient to call for an entire reorganiza-

: f.lOIl since

(1) Synod itself has made special arrangements for the
work of the Eastern Home Mission Board to include
the work of the Seamen’s Home.

(2) Each Classis through its Home Mission Committee
does take care of its own mission interests, having"
its own treasurer.

(3) Not only:are the territories of these two Classes
- small, making a combined board more desirable,
but in some cases, as for instance in Paterson, they
are identical. Any division would cause overlap-
ping, confusion, and many embarrassing situations.

(4) Such a reorganization would require the changing
of the constitution, and a new incorporation, which
should not be urged unless absolutely necessary.

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 118.)

"ARTICLE 87

This session is closed, Elder U. J. Otter leading in
prayer and thanksglvmg
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WEDNESDAY.  AFTERNOON, JUNE 20 /{/,«“,/

Tenth Session [~ \
. . 1
| ARTICLE 88 /AA/ o
. Synod, having sung the Dutch version@af Psalm 68:2, is
led in prayer by the Rev. W. Terpsma.

ARTICLE 89

~ Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Commit- ‘
tee on Calvin College and Seminary (cf. Art. 64) :

- VIL. Overture Classis Hackensack (Agenda 11, p. IV).
In re this Overture of Classis Hackensack, your Commit-
tee advises Synod not to take any action looking toward the
eventual separation of College and Seminar){.‘ Grounds:
a) The Classis gives no reasons why action should be
. taken at this time. :
'b) . Previous synodical decisions referred to do not neces-
sarily mean that College .and Church must eventually
~ be separated.
¢) “Although the Church does not have the positive task
of maintaining a college of liberal arts, nevertheless .
it has the right to do so” (cf. Acta Synodi 1926, p. 30).
d) There are serious practical objections to tfie proposed .
separatlon.

Adopted.

. VIIL. Overture Classis Pella (Agenda II, pp. VI and
VII).
With respect to this overture of Classis Pella your Com-
mittee advises Synod not te accede to the request of Classis

‘Pella on the following grounds:

a) It is not correct to say that the so-called principle of
“Free Study” is among us an officially accepted Re-
formed principle.

b) A report favoring the principle of “Free Study” was -
laid .on the table by the last Synod (cf. Acts 1932,
p- 21).

Adopted.
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IX. Overture Classis Ostfriesland (Agenda II, p. VII).
With respect to this overture of Classis Ostfriesland your
Committee advises Synod that since Classis Ostfriesland
brings nothing new to the attention of Synod, Synod has no

- reason whatsoever to depart from the decision of 1932 (cf.

Acts 1932, pp. 177, 178).
Adopted. (Continued in Art. 105.)

ARTICLE 90

Continuation of the Report of the Budget Committee
(cf. Art. 49):

II. Your Committee has been handicapped in its work
on account of the absence of statements of inventories of
various denominational enterprises.

For the approval of Budgets it is essential that each year,
or at least every synodical year, not only a complete finan-
cial statement accompanies the proposed Budget of a Board,

‘but also a complete inventory of all the assets entrusted to

its care.

This pertains to all assets, whether real estate autos,
equipment, furniture, food, clothing, or other supplies.

- If such information is available a real check-up can be -
made in connection with depreciation charges, necessary
replacements, etc.

At the same time Synod will learn from year to year the
actual value of all assets of the various denominational
enterprises.

An outstanding exception to this requirement is Calvin
College and Seminary, which voluntarily submitted to your

~Committee a complete inventory statement.

Therefore your Committee advises Synod:

A. That henceforth all Boards shall furnish not only com-
plete financial statements in connection with their
proposed Budgets, but also up-to-date inventories (as
at the end of the last fiscal year) of all their assets
for the use .of the Budget Committee.

Adopted.
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B. That all Boards which have financial matters to re-
port to Synod shall have on hand, at the beginning of
synodical meetings, a sufficient number of mimeo-
graphed. copies for all delegates, these copies to con- .
tain complete ﬁnanc1al statements and proposed
budgets.

Adopted.

111, Seamens Home, Hoboken, New Jersey.

Your Committee advises Synod to approve the Budget of
$5,026.00 for two years; with this understanding that this
institution shall not request moneys from the churches
during these two years, unless the money needed for the
Budget are not received from the residuary estate of the
late W. Van Agthoven, in which the Seamen’s Home has
a one-seventh interest.

Ado pted

IV. Calvin College and Seminary.

Your Committee received a complete financial statement
‘including an inventory from this institution. Although the
number of items in this statement, which your Committee
had to examine was large, it could be done with dispatch
on account of the thoroughness of the statement.

After discussing various items with the Secretary of the
Finance Committee of Calvin College and Seminary, Rev.
D. Zwier, your Committee decided to recommend to Synod
" the adoption of this Budget of $91,716.00.

Adopted

V. Nathanael Institute.

Your Committee discussed at length the financial report
and proposed Budget with Rev. P. A. Hoekstra, its Presi-
dent. He informed us that the present policy of the Board
is to more and more emphasize the bringing of the Gospel
to the Jews, both young and old, and to emphasize less gym-
nasiui work and other activities of like nature.

Your Committee advises Synod to approve the Budget,
for the next two years, of $21,924.00.

We also advise Synod to allow this institution an addl-
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tional amount (if at all made p0851ble through receipts
from churches, etc) to enable its Board to employ a full-
time lady worker in order to obtain entrance with the Gos-
~ pel to the Jewish homes.

Adopted.

VI.. Paterson Hebrew Mlsszon

Your Committee recommends the adoption of the Budget -
of this Mission, for the next two years, of $10,371.62.

We also advise Synod in view of the increased interest
- manifested in this Jewish Mission to allow its Board a suf-

ficient amount (if finances permit) to enable it to place 1ts
lady worker on full time. o
_Adopted,

VII. 1. General Home Missions Committee. -
The Budget submitted for approval is as follows:

Classis . California . $4450.00

Classis Orange City 4620.00

‘Classis Ostfriesland 1600.00
Classis Pacific 6000.00

* Classis Pella .500.00

Classis Sioux Center......... aeeeaiemenes 4140.00

Salary Rev. H. Wierenga 1300.00
(plus $100 auto allowance) :

Salary Rev. W. Meyer. 1300.00

(plus $40 per month rent and $100 auto
allowance)
Shackleton, towards traveling expenses...... 60:.00
Rev. B. Vanden Brink 600.00

- Your Committee advises the following changes:

a. In view of inequality between Western Canada and
U. S. salaries for our Home Missionaries, to reduce the
salaries of our Home Missionaries in Vancouver, B. C.,
Classis Pacific; Winnepeg, Classis Orange City; Mon-
arch-Granum and Edmonton Classm Pac1ﬁc, to $1600
per year. .

Adopted.

b. That the salary of the Home Missionary to be sta-
tioned at Conrad, Montana (Classis Pacific) be fixed at
$1400 per year instead of $1800 per year as contem-
plated by its con51story :

Adopted.
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" ¢. To reduce the salary of the Home Missionary at Hol-
. land Center (Classis Sioux Center) from $1440 teo
$1300, and of the Home Mlssmnary at Sioux Falls
(Classis Sioux Center) from $1620 (including auto-
allowance) to $1300 plus $200 auto allowance.

. 'Adopted

d. If c is approved of then the appropriation for Classis
Pacific is reduced to $5200 and for Sioux Center to
$3880, while Orange City is increased to $5920 in view
of Rev. H. Wierenga’s salary. ‘

Adopted. (Cf. Art. 165, XL.)

2. Your Committee now advises Synod to approve the
budget of the General Home Mission Commlttee with the
following stipulations:

a. That any Classis which is to receive aid from the Gen-
eral Committee for Home Mission work must be able -
to show that it has collected at least two dollars per
year per family for its classical home mission work,
this rule to go into effect January 1, 1935. '

Synod rejected a.

b. That Synod approves a quota of $1.20 per family to
~ be paid by all congregations whether they belong to a

. Classis that receives aid from the General Home Mis-
mission Committee or not. ‘ :

Adopted. (But see Art. 165, XI.)

c. That in view of the possibility of improved economic
conditions, some Classes, now on the synodical bud-
get for subsidy, will be able to get along with less than
the allotted subsidy; while other Classes may be in
such a condition that additional aid must be given,
the General Home Mission' Committee shall keep in
very close touch with all Classes receiving synodical
subsidies, in order, if necessary, to make ,proper ’
adjustments.



76 : CurisTiaN * REFORMED CHURCH

In view of this advice under c. your Committee sug-
“gests that the Executive Committee of the General
Home Mission Commlttee meet about every three
months.

Adopted.

. 3. Your Committee also informs Synod that in order to

be able to judge intelligently about subsidies to be granted
to congregations, it ought to be in possession of the neces- -
sary information concerning salarles, etc At present this -
information is not available.
. We therefore advise Synod that all congregatlons in the
future requesting subsidies from the General Home Mission
Committee shall provide sufficient information to Synod in
order that your Budget Committee may be able to render
an equitable advice.

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 123))

ARTICLE 91

. Elder A. Keuning closes this session w1th prayer and
thanksglvmg

THURSDAY MORNING JUNE 21
Eleventh Session

ARTICLE 92

After singing Psalter No. 71, Synod is led in prayer by
the Rev. J. Gritter. :

ARTICLE 93

The Roll Call shows that all members are present except
Elder J. Sturing of Classis Holland, whose place is taken by
his alternate, Elder N. Stielstra. \This brother expesses his
agreement with our Forms of Unity.

ARTICLE 94

7 The minutes of the ninth and tenth sess1ons are read and
approved.
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ARTICLE 95

' Dr. Herman Kuiper reads the Report of the Committee
in re the Baptism of Adopted Infants:

To the Synod of 193%.
ESTEEMED BRETHREN :

The Committee in re the Baptism of Adopted Infants ap-
pointed by the Synod of 1932 and scheduled to report to
the Synod of 1934, has not finished its labors. Several meet-
ings have been held by the Committee as a whole, and a
goodly amount of work has been performed by various sub-
committees, but it was out of the question for the Commit-
tee to carry out within the allotted time the mandate given

. by the Synod of 1932.°

Respectfully yours,
Y. P. DE Jong, Pres.
: _ ) HervaN Kuieer, Secy.
Received as information.

Synod decides to continue the Committee, and instructs
it to report to the following Synod.
ARTICLE 96

Contmuahon of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee on Varia and Publication Matters (cf. Art. 72) :

. Overture of Classis 1llinois (Agen.d»a II, pp. 27 f1.).
Your Committee has considered this overture, and advises

‘Synod to adopt the following:

“In view of the fact that the repeal of national prohibition
makes the question of the use of strong drink no longer a
legal, but an exclusively moral one; and

“In view of the known dangers which the legalizing of
the sale of strong drink has called into existence; and

“In-view of the new perils to which the virtual re-instate-
ment of the saloon (beer gardens, roadhouses, beer tav-

erns, etc.) exposes particularly our youth;

“The Synod of the Christian Reformed Church, convened
June, 1934, at Grand Rapids, Michigan, hereby

1. Utters a public testimony against the drink evil of
our day,
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2. Warns all members of the Church against the dangers
and temptations necessarily attendant upon the legal-
ized public sale and consumptlon of strong drink; and

3. Reminds the leaders of their responsibility to let the
light &f the Word of God shine also upon the sins and
temptations associated with this modern ev11 »

Adopted

IV, A Proposed Training School ‘for Lay Workers

Under this heading we bring to your attention two mat-
- ters which in our opinion are closely related:

A. Report of the Committee in re Missionary Training
and Bible School (Agenda I, pp. 41 ff). "

1. We advise that this report be received as information.
Adopted.

2. Summarlzmg different reasons, given in this report
why such a school should be established, we. adv1se Synod
to adopt the following: »

. Whereas the emphasis placed b the Synod of 1932 on
evangelization work by our churches implies the need of
trained lay workers (Agenda I, pp. 42-43); and _
'~ Whereas there is a great demand for a training school
of our own for such workers (Agenda I, p.42); and
. Whereas at present a number of our members deriving
such training are attending schools not of a Reformed type,
. so that they do not get Reformed training, and ofttimes
good talent is lost to our churches (Agenda I, pp. 41-42);
and

Whereas such a training school can be so conducted :
that it incurs no additional financial burdén upon our
churches (Agenda 1, p. 44),—

Therefore Synod decides to establish a school where
such lay workers can be trained.

Adopted.

3. We further advise that for the establishment of this

school Synod adopt the regulatlons proposed in Agenda I,
‘op. 45-46.

Adopted
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B. A Bible School for Lay Workers, as.spoken of in the
Report of the Committee on Educatlon Agenda II, pp
- 205-207.

The Committee on Educahon informs us: “We had
planned to open a Bible School in the Grand Rapids center
. as a conirolled experiment, in order to be able to bring be-

fore Synod some very concrete findings, but we were delayed .
in carrying out our plans. The courses we had planned to
offer were: The Sunday School Lesson, a Systematic Study
of the Bible, Pedagogy of the Sunday School, and Personal
Evangehsm We now request that Synod permit us to
. organize a Bible School in the Grand Rapids center, and
that the control of that School be left with this Commlttee
for a period of two years at least.” Then follow the reasons
for this request.
The idea of this Committee, then, is to try out a Bible

School for training. teachers in the established congrega-
tions with a view to that, we once again call your attention
to the Missionary Training and Bible School described under
A. This school “could very well combine with its mission-
ary courses cerfain courses in Bible study and Sunday
School methods for the benefit of those intending to devote
their activity to work in the Sunday Schools and societies
‘within the established congregahons (quotation from
Agenda 1, p. 45).

Your Committee recommends:

1. That the Committee on Education be granted per-
mission to carry on this experiment.

Adopted.

2. That this Committee, in carrying out this experi-
ment, take into consideration the following:

a. That the experiment be made in connection with the
Missionary Training and Bible School.

b. That the Committee on Education be represented on
the Board of Directors of that School. _ :

Adopted.

V. Report of the Committee for Rules of Synodical
Procedure (Agenda I, pp. 181ff ).



80 CurisTiIAN. REFORMED CHURCH

A.  Your Committee recommends that the preliminary
remarks.on pp. 181-182 be recelved as information.
Adopted.

B.. Your Committee further advises.that -the Rules for
Synodical Procedure for the Christian Reformed Church on
pp. 182-198 of the Agenda I be adopted with a number of
- changes and corrections which we now shall lay before
. Synod. ‘
Adopted.
NotE: These changes and corrections as adopted by Synod,
together with some other amendments made from the floor of
Synod, are incorporated in the Rules for Synodical Procedure as

they appear among the Supplements of these Acts of Synod (viz.,
Supplement XVII).

In connection with this matter, the following motlon is
made:

Synod suggests to the Classes that they adopt these Rules
also for classical procedure in so far as applicable.

Grounds:

‘1. This will promote uniformity in classical procedure.

2. This will provide splendid training for our synodical
gatherings. :

Adopted.

VI. Overture of Classis Holland: ‘

1. “Whereas the year 1934 marks the centennial exis-
tence of the Secession Movement of 1834 in the Neth-
erlands, and

2. “Whereas this Secession Movement is an historical
event of deep significance also to our Christian Re-
formed Churches,

3. “Classis Holland overtures Synod to urge our churches
to commemorate the historical event during this year
by arranging special public programs in different
churches throughout our entire denomination. . These
programs to be planned especially with a view to our
young people who are largely unacquainted with the
early origin and history of our churches. Grounds:

a. It is of vast importance for self-evident reasons
that our youth be made acquainted with the his-
torical background of their Church;

b. The year 1934 furnishes proper ‘time for doing

"~ this.” :
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To us was referred also this para'graph from the Report

of the Synodical Committee:

“It seems to us that Synod should recommend that all
our congregations on Sunday, October 14, have appropriate
sermons preached in connection with this important histor-
ical event, which has meant so much for our denomination.
But we take the liberty to suggest also that the Synod ap-

-point a committee of three or five members, that some-
- thing of a general celebration of the event may take place

in Grand Rapids. May we suggest as a date for such a cele-
bration Monday, October 15. In a tentative way the Stated
Clerk also approached the faculties of Calvin College and
Seminary but they decided not to go into any plans for the
celebration, thus leaving the field clear for Synod. It seems
to us a good plan if in different centers committees were

‘appointed to arrange for celebrations.”

Your Committee advises Synod to decide the following:
" “Since the Secession of 1834, in the Netherlands, was a
mighty deed of God, of great historical significance also for
our denomination, Synod recommends to the churches that
appropriate public programs be given in our various church
centers, during the week beginning October 14, 1934, for
the purpose of commemoratmg this great historical event.”

Adopted.

+ VII." Overture of Classis Grand Rapids East:

- “Synod consider the advisability of appointing a perma-
nent committee with the mandate to gather and presetve,
books and documents of historical value pertaining to the
history of our Church and the Church from which we orig-
inated and to religion in general, and to provide a room and
facilities in the College or Seminary building where they
can be properly preserved and displayed. Grounds:

1. *“The Church as a whole is the body most vitally inter-
ested in preserving these for future generations.

2. “In the past such books and documents have been of-
fered to Calvin library, but nothing was done because
no one was authorized to care for them, nor was a .
place provided in which to keep such relics.

3. “There are many of these books and documents .in
existence scattered far and wide, and if an official -
body is designated, no doubt many owners would be
willing and glad to give them into the care of such a
committee representing our whole Church.
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‘4. They would be available to all our peoplé under proper
supervision, and no doubt of value to students in -
church history courses.’ *

1. Your Committee advises Synod to take actlon accord-
- ing to this. overture. -
Adopted

2. Your Committee suggests that the Stated Clerk of
Synod together with the Professor of Church History be
designated as the permanent Historical Committee for.
this purpose. Grounds: :

a. The Stated Clerk has been and is the official keeper

of all official documents.

b. Since these documents are of special significance for
the history of our Church, the Professor of Church
History is the logical man to serve on this Committee.

Adopted. (See Art. 169)

: 3. Your Committee further advises that such: docu-
- ments be kept in one of the buildings of Calvin College and.
Seminary, but that the selection of the room be left to the
above named Committee in conjunction with the Building
Committee of our School

Adopted.

4. As to expenses, Synod decide that thls Committee
shall be authorized to draw. upon the Synodical Treasury

for'an amount not to exceed two hundred dollars.
~ Adopted. (Continued in Art. 108.)

ARTICLE 97

th is decided to take recess until 2:00 P. M. This session .
was closed with prayer and thanksglvmg by Elder J. H
Bosscher.

* THURSDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 21
Twelfth Session

ARTICLE 98

The Rev. R. J. Bos leads in prayer, after Synod has sung
No. 27 of the Néw Christian Hymnal.
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- ARTICLE 99

Synod now takes up the first part of the Report of the
Pre-advisory Committee on Liturgical Prayers and Forms,
the Rev. K. Bergsma serving as reporter:

ESTEEMED BRETHREN :

Your Committee found that a Committee appointed at a
previous Synod had been instructed to revise the Forms
for the marriage service and for the ordination of elders
and deacons. The same Committee was also charged with
the preparation of the English translations of the liturgical
prayers. '

In addition to these Forms, we have the Forms for .the
baptism of infants, the baptism of adults, the celebration of
the Lord’s Supper, excommunication, re-admission, the
ordination of ministers, professors, and missionaries. These
" Forms have not been revised, but the translations have been
corrected and improved by the Committee for the Publi-
cation of the Psalter-Hymnal.

I Your Committee has studied the liturgical prayers .
and compared them with the original Dutch prayers, and is-
well pleased with the work. The difficulties that trans-

- lators encounter in doing justice to the original and at the

‘same time not having stilted or hackneyed expressions were
greatly overcome. That indefinable air or tone of sanctity
which one feels in the reading of the Dutch has been re-
tained in the English and this is especially worthy of note.
The capitalization of the pronouns referring to the Deity,
we think, is a very praiseworthy one. For these reasons we
advise that these prayers be accepted.

" There are certain matters which we feel ought to be
changed. The opening sentence in several of the prayers is

‘exceedingly long, and one knows that long sentences do not

permit of grasping the full meaning immediately. We

- suggest in this connection that the first sentence of the
prayer found on p. 132 be separated so that we have two

‘sentences. It reads: *“O eternal God and merciful Father,
we humble ourselves before Thy great- majesty, against
which we have frequently and grievously sinned, and we
acknowledge that if Thou shouldst enter into judgment
‘with us, we should deserve nothing less than eternal death.”
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We would have it thus: “O eternal God and merciful Fa-
ther, we humble ourselves before Thy great majesty,
against which we have frequently and grievously sinned.
We acknowledge that if Thou shouldst enter into judgment

with us, we would deserve nothing less than eternal death.”
So also would we divide the first sentence of the prayer
found on p. 138, second prayer. It reads: “Eternal and
merciful Father, the eternal salvation of the living and the
-eternal life of the dying, Thou alone hast life and death in
thy hands; Thou dost continually care for us in such a
-way . ..~ "We suggest: “Eternal and merciful God and
Father, the eternal salvation of the living and the eternal
life of the dying, Thou alone hast life and death in thy
hands. Thou dost continually care for us in such a
way ..."”

Adopted.

We suggest a few slight changes in some of the sentences
of the prayers. On p. 138, line 9 from bottom, we read:
“Lighten our cross so that we may be able in our weakness
to bear it.” We recommend: “Lighten our cross so that
we in our weakness may be able to bear it.” On p. 139,
line 9, we read: “This we pray only for the sake of Christ,
who taught us to say:” We suggest: “This we ask only for
the sake of Christ, who has taught us to pray:”

Adopted.

II. Next we take up the Form for the Baptlsm of In-
fants. Here we find a great improvement in the translation.
‘Tt is far more correct than the one used at present and is
written in simpler style. An improvement has also been
made by changing the ending “eth” to “es” as in the word
“witnesses,” p. 142 . . . “Holy. Baptism witnesses and
seals,” thus conforming to the present-day use of such
words. :

As an illustration of a better renderlng of the Dutch we
point to the last sentence of part 2 of this Form, p. 142.
where we read . . . “presented without spof among the -
-assembly of the elect in life eternal.” There the words
“without wrinkle” have been deleted since these are not
found in the Dutch version. ‘
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Another proof is found on p. 143 where the word “com-
plete” is given for the Dutch “volkomen” instead of the

 “perfect” of the present English translation. And as an-

other illustration of simplification we ask you to compare
the third question asked of parents presenting a child for
baptism (p. 143)." Another change to which we would call
your attention is found at the bottom of p. 142: ““That we
therefore may administer . . . ”» There the active verb
“may administer” is used instead of the passive “be admin-
istered,” again like the Dutch. These are but a few in-
stances of many. In addition the sentences have been re- -
consiructed in such a way that they are read more easily,
without changing the sense.

The Committee has taken the liberty to make a change
in the Form for the Lord’s Supper. It concludes the prayer
with the Lord’s Prayer and makes a wish of the part includ-
ing the Apostle’s Creed. Your Committee finds that

"change agreeable. The Committee has also added words.

to be used at the breaking of bread and the giving of wine,
which are in the Dutch, but for some reason are not in the -

~ English version in our present Psalter

Adopted.

"'We would advise one slight change in the Form for the
Lord’s Supper: -

The Committee has only the word “bond,” p. 148, line 17,
for the Dutch -— “het handschrift onzer zonden.” We be-
lieve that if the words, “written in ordinances™ (Col. 2:14
R. V.) are added, the sense will be gasped at once, while
now some may wonder what is meant by “bond.”

The other Forms have been 1mproved in the same way as
the ones just mentioned.

‘We find that the Committees mentloned above have done

 excellent work, and hence we advise that all these Formes,

with the exception of those for the marriage service and
the ordination of elders and deacons (concerning which we
shall report -at a later session of Synod) be adopted, and
that said Committees be thanked for their labors.

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 117.)
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ARTICLE 100

~ The mission delegates of four of our Classes lay the fol-
lowing request before Synod:

“The four Classes Orange City, Pella, Sioux Center, and
Ostfriesland contemplate the stationing of a missionary
within the territory of these Classes — to work in different.
cities, e. g., Des Moines, Minneapolis, and elsewhere.

-“But this combined work cannot at present be carried
out because of depleted classical funds.
~ “Hence we as delegates herewith ask Synod to allow us

ample support to place such a mlsswnary, as soon as we
are ready to execute our plans.”

Referred to the Pre-advisory Committee on Missions.
(Cf. Art. 165, XVIL.)

‘ ARTICLE 101

The first part of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee on Protests (Group I) is read by the reporter the
Rev. R. J. Frens.

At the request of the appellants in the Lnsmg case,
Synod decides to give Mr. John Timmer the privileges of
the floor during the consideration of this. case.

The Report is as follows:

I. THE ENSING CASE — Part 1.
ESTEEMED BRETHREN :

L° The following documents pertaining to this entire
case have been delivered to us, and are legally before this
body: :

' A An Appeal to Synod from the actions and decisions of
Classis Holland and the consistory of Graafschap by .
the sisters Mrs. R. Hoving, Mrs. H. Timmer, Mrs,
Garvelink, and Mrs. H. Nyland, in their case against
their brother Mr. Gerrit Ensing and his wife.

B. An Appeal by nine confessing members of the Graaf-
schap' church, likewise from the actions and decisions
of Classis Holland and the consistory of Graafschap.

C. The minutes of Graafschap’s consistory bearing on this
matter.

- D. Classis Holland’s answer to the protest of Mrs. R.
Hovmg, e. a. (cf A abhove). :
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E. Classis Holland’s answer to the protest of Mr. E.
Scholten e. a. (cf. B above).
F. Subsidiary documents:
. 1. Report of Classis Holland’s: ﬁrst Committee in the
spring of the year 1932.
2. Report of Classis Holland’s second Committee in
the fall of the year 1933.

3. A large number of complaints, appeals, requests,
ete., on the part of the protestants to consistory and -
Classis, and their respective answers.

"Received as information.
II. A Brief Survey of the Case.

Nore: This brief survey of the whole case, as dealt with,
first, by the consistory of Graafschap, and second, by Cla551s
Holland is preserved in the archives of Symod, together with
all the other documents pertaining to the case.

III. The Appeal with Our Recommendations.
The Appeal is sevenfold. We shall state each separately
and append our answer: :
A, “ ... we petition Synod to declare that the consis-

tory of Graafschap erred in its persmtent refusal to
act on our original charges.”

- We recommend that Synod do not accede to the request.
Grounds

1.  The consistory did act on the original charges

2. Although the consistory did not act upon the specific -

_charge of their being excluded from the burial rites,
” (which charge is by no means firmly established),
since this was of a private nature and as such outside
the responsibility of the consistory, yet it was included
in the whole case with which the consistory did deal.

3. When the consistory did refuse to deal with the mat- -
ter, they did so on the sufficient grounds that either
the case had been previously settled’ or that it was in
the hands of Classis. ,

" 4. The whole history of the case indicates that the con-
sistory labored diligently to remove the trouble,
though it leaned toward leniency and was forbearmg

to a fault.
Adopted '
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B. “ ... we petition Synod to declare that the First
) Committee of Cl. Holland erred in its virtual substi-
tution of the matter of mother Ensing’s maintenance
. for our original charges, and for its charge against us
of moral wrongdoing in the matter of that mainte-
nance.’

We recommend that Synod do not accede to the request.

Grounds:

1. The Classis Committee acted properly and wisely in
going to the root of the matter in seeking to eradi-
cate it.

2. The charge of moral wrongdoing on the part of the.

- sisters in the maintenance of the mother is sufficiently
substantiated in the history of the case, and more-
over, they themselves have confessed it, albeit “reluc-
tantly and protestingly.”

Adopted.

C. “ ... we petition Synod to declare that the Second -
Committee of Cl. Holland erred in not properly heed-
ing our revocation and’ explanatlons against us in the

. First Committee’s conclusions.”

We recommend that Synod do not accede to the request.

Grounds:

1. The confession was made.

2. There was no duress of any kind, but the protesting
parties were given a full explanatlon of the implica-
tions of the confession and also ample time was -
given for the consideration of same.

3. Therefore, the Committee had the full rlght to deal

: with and treat the confession at its face value.

' Adopted :

D. “ . .. we petition Synod to declare that, throughout
the entire history of the case, Mr. and Mrs. Ensing
have given no indubitable evidence of their peaceable-
ness and willingness to reconcile with us.’ :

We recommend that Synod declare in answer to this

petition: .

‘1. Reasonable evidence. of willingness to reconcile should
be sufficient for parties in a dlspute who are eager to
reconcile.

2. Such evidence the Ensings, we ]udge, have given.

Adopted.
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E. “ ... we petition Synod to declare that the charge
of irreconcilibability has not been established against
the four appellants, and the consistory of Graafschap
has erred in disciplining the two of them that are un-
der their jurisdiction, to-wit, Mrs. H. Timmer and Mrs.
J. Garvelink for irreconcilableness. :

We recommend that Synod declare it cannot grant the
petition. Grounds:

1. They had failed to abide by the agreement to drop
the case on Oct. 8, 1931.

2. They had failed to abide by the reconciliation of
April 4, 1932. -

3. At the time censure was 1mposed they were unwilling
to accept reconciliation or put forth eﬂ'orts to assure
themselves of a reconciliation.

Adopted.

F. “We petition Synod to sustain us in this request for
the retention of those words (‘Belijdt gij’) against Mr. and
Mrs. Ensing, against the consistory of Graafschap, and

‘ agalnst Classis Holland.”

~ We recommend that Synod do not sustain them in this
request. Grounds:

1. Such an admission of guilt has essentially been made
already. :

2. It was upon the basis of such confession that, at the
urgent request of the sisters, settlement had been
made. - ‘

3. Hence, we can not demand that this confessmn be
renewed now,

Adopted.

. G. “May we ask Synod’s kind aid toward the cessation of |
the exclusion of Mrs. H. Timmer and Mrs J. Garve-
link from the Lord’s Supper 7

We recommend that Synod answer thm request by'
referring to III, E, above, and the grounds there glven

Adopted.
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Your Committee now. proceeds to deal w1th the Appea] |
mentioned above, under I, B.

THE ENSING CASE — Part II

1. Supplementary Hlstory

Note: This supplementary history, as prepared by the Com-
mittee, together with other documents pertaining to the case,
is preserved in the archives of Synod.

II. The Method Followed in Dealing with this Protest.

Your Committee proposes, instead of following the thirty-
five page protest in detail, to deal with the five questions
which the appellants have formulated as found on page 2
of this Appeal. Grounds upon which this method of treat-
ment is justified:

“A. It simplifies the task of Synod con51derab1y and is
helpful towards a more satisfactory treatment.

“'B. The authors of the Appeal assure us that we have in
these five points, formulated by themselves, the funda-
mental issues of their case. “Therefore we prefix . . .
the following brief summary of what are, to our
mind, the fundamental points at issue between us
and our-consistory.” (See Appeal, p. 2.)

C.. You;"Committee also, after careful study of the whole
- document, is convinced that said five points include
the essential elements of the entire appeal.
Your committee recommends that Synod approve of
of this method of treating the protest.
Adopted.

Y. The Appeal, and Answer Proposed.

A. “Was it morally wrong for appellants, when they were
included with their mothers in a public insult given
by their uncle at their grandmother’s funeral, to par-
ticipate with their mothers in attempts to reach a re-
conciliation, as our consistory judged on December
1, 1932, and in subsequent dates?” (Appeal, p. 2.)

We recommend that Synod reply, -

1. In the abstract it is not wrong for ch]ldren who are
included with their mothers in a public insult to par-
ticipate with their mothers in attempting to reach a
reconciliation.
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2 However, in the given case it was wrong for the fol-

lowing reasons: .

a. The original issue was recognized and treated as
being essentially between the mothers and their
brother,

b. This issue had been settled, two reconciliations

. having taken place.
c. It was after this, that the nine children brought

their protest to the consmtory in which was no "
new material.

B. “Was it right for their consistory, on Feb. 1, 1933, to

' censure appellants for refusing to cease from stich
participation, without replying to the facts appellants
had advanced under date of Jan. 7, 1933, in proof that
they shared in the insult-and without advancing facts
in support of its conviction that appellants had no di-
rect concern in the case?’ Appeal, p. 2.)

We recommend that Synod declare that the implica-
-tion of this question is contrary to fact in as much as .the
consistory under date of Jan. 24, 1933, did answer appel-
lants’ communication of January 7, and in which the con-
sistory did advance facts in support of its conviction that
appellants had no direct concern in the case.

Adopted.

-C. “When, later, in the Summer of 19383, Wxthout com-
promising their right in the case, and in order to ac-
commodate the consistory, appellants ceased from -
such participation, was it right for the consistory to
continue the censure of appellants as imposed for per-
sistent refusal to heed the consistory’s admonition ?*

(Appeal, p. 2.)
Your Committee has failed to find any evidence among .
all the documents we have that the appellants withdrew
from participation in the.case in the summer of 1933. It is
self-evident that if there was no actual withdrawal, the con-
sistory could not lift the censure upon he grounds of with- -
drawal.
We recommend that Synod accept this for mformatmn

Adopted.
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D. “Is it ‘appellants’ duty to comply, when the consis-
tory rejects their voluntary promise to follow all ad-
vice and admonition of the consistory as far as appel-
lants’ consciences and convictions will allow, and de- -
mand a pledge, from which this qualifying proviso

~has been eliminated, as the consistory, Sept -Dec.,
1933?” (Appeal, p. 2.)

. We recommend that Synod reply to this by declaring:

1. Every member is duty bound to submit uncondition-
ally to the authority of the Church, it being, of course,
understood that such authority and the use thereof
does not conflict with the Word of God.

2. In case of abuse of such authonty, the way of appeal

~ is open.

3. A consistory has the rlght to require a_ pledge or
promise before lifting censure when, in the light of
what has taken place in the past it deems such nec-
essary. :

Adopted.

E. “May the consistory, in its defense before Classis, be
allowed to drop as no longer defensible, the consider-
ation on which it originally had based its demand that
appellants refrain from active participation in the
case, and to substifute entirely different and conflict-
ing considerations, equally at odds with the facts, as
Cl. Holland allowed it to do on Jan. 18, 19347 (Ap-
peal, p. 2.)

R Your Committee wishes to report that it finds no support
. for this charge in the evidence of the case.

- We recommend that Synod accept this for information.
Adopted.

F To the above five points taken from page 2 of the Ap-
peal, your Committee would add one item. In con-
nection with the matter of discipline, which plays an
important role throughout the ppeal but which is
only indirectly brought up in the above five points,
we recommend:

. 1. That Synod take note of what the consistory did
in this matter of dlsc1p11ne, and approve of the
same. ‘
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Ground: Although it is to be regretted that the
consistory did not more definitely and clearly desig-
nate the ground of censure, yet, in the light of the
history of the case, there can be no doubt but that
the discipline and the reason for discipline were
- clearly understood.

Adopted.

"~ 2. That Synod declare that the consistory had suffi-
cient ground to continue the censure.

Ground: The protestants failed to answer satis-
factorily the questions which the consistory prop-
erly asked of them.

Adopted.

'CONCLUSION: We recommend that Synod declare
that the above is an answer to the entire Appeal mentioned
in Part I, under 1, B.

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 109.)

- ARTICLE 102

This session is closed with prayer. by Elder J. Monsma,
Sr. : '

FRIDAY MORNING, JUNE 22
Thirteenth Session

ARTICLE 103

The devotional service is conducted by the Rev H. J.

De Vries, who leads in prayer, after Synod has sung
- Psalter No. 371.

ARTICLE 104
The Roll Call shows all members to be present, except
a few reporters of Pre-advisory Committees, who are en-
gaged in the preparation of their reports.
- ARTICLE 105 ,
Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Commit-
tee on Calvin College and Seminary (cf. Art. 89):

. X. .Overture of Second Church of Kalamazoo.
Your Committee also received for its consideration an
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overture of Second Kalamazoo touching the omission of
Acts 15:18 from Chapter I, Art. 6, of the Canons of Dordt,
as suggested by the Committee for the publication of the
Psalter Hymnal (see Agenda I, p. 131), and containing a
complaint against the decision of the Synod of 1926 to
recommend the use of the American Revised Version in
our churches. This overture was accompanied by the
. following note. of 'Classis Grand Rapids West.

“Classis Grand Rapids West decides that it is incompe-
tent to pass judgment on the points involved in the over-
ture from the Consistory of Second Kalamazoo, and there-
fore refrains from making recommendations. Neverthe-
- less, it feels that the matters set forth in the overture are
of sufficient importance to demand serious consideration
and therefore begs Synod to give this matter close
attention.” : ‘ S

(At this point your Committee will read the overture
of Second Kalamazoo and an accompanying note of the
Rev. G. J. Haan, both in the Dutch language. These docu-
ments are preserved in the archives of Synod. A synop-
sis of the overture is given in our Report below.). '

I. In regard to point 1 of the overture of Second Kala- .
mazoo your Committee informs Synod that no recommen-.
dation or action is necessary since the committee ad hoc
"has officially withdrawn the recommendation objected to
-and informs Synod that its inclusion in the first part of

the Agenda was a clerical error. Cf. the Supplementary
Report of the Committee for the Publication of the Psal-
ter-Hymnal (Supplement X).

Received as information.

II. In regard to the complaint of Second Kalamazoo |

against the decision of the Synod of 1926 to recommend
to our churches the use of the American Standard Ver-
sion of the Bible, your Committee submits the following:

The Consistory requests Synod to annul the decision of
the Synod of 1926 and to reverse it by prescribing the use
of the Authorized Version to our churches. Its main ob-
- jection to the American Revised Version is that it omits
" certain passages which the Authorized Version retained
in spite of the fact that their genuineness was already
contested in the 16th century. In its opinion these pas-
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sages are in perfect harmony with the analogy of the’
Scripture, and have never been declared to be contrary
to it by any Reformed scholar; their omission weakens
the support of important truths and therefore really con-
stitutes an attack on them; and the desire for changes
which they manifest arose in a time when higher criti- -
cism was rampant, so that it is possible, if not probable,
that this criticism influenced the translation; and the
translators of the 16th century were more inspired and
careful in their work, and were controlled in the per-
formance of their task, not by scientific. theories, but by
the desire to render a faithful translation.

It holds that the Synod of 1926 recommended the
* American Revised Version without giving solid and con-
clusive proofs that the questionable passages should be
omitted, fears that the recommendation -of -the Synod of
1926 may finally lead to the general introduction. of the
American Revised Version, and avers that the whole mat-
ter of choosing between the two Versions was not suffi-
ciently considered by the churches in general. Moreover,
it regards it dangerous to have two different Versions in
use in the churches, and urges a reversion of the decision.
- of 1926, because it is now still possible to make the change
without causing a great deal of friction. .

In answer to this complaint of this Consistory your
Committee ventures to say the following: ‘ -

1. It regrets the fact that the Consistoriy comes with its .
complaint at so late a date. There is really no excuse for .
this, since a lengthy report was prepared on the matter in
question for the Synod of 1926 and was published suffi-
ciently early to allow ample time for discussion. It
should have raised its objections at that time, especially
in view of the fact that the committee then clearly stated
~ the objections to which the Consistory now refers.

2. Itis in full agreement with the sentiment that it is
more desirable to use, but a single Version in the churches
- than to use two, which differ in some important respects.

This was also in part the animus back of the recommen-
-dation of the Synod of 1926.. It is undoubtedly of great
importance that there be a uniform usage in that respect

+ in our churches. - '

3. It admits that the Synod of 1926 and its committee
did not give solid and conclusive proofs that the disputed
passages should be omitted from the Bible. But this
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follows from the nature of the case, since the genuineness .

of these passages can only be determined by textual eriti-
cism, and a Synod can hardly be expected to pass on such
matters. It will always have to depend on Christian
scholarship in this respect. Moreover, it should be borne
in mind that, if such proofs must be furnished, they
should be furnished for the reteution as well as for the
omission of questionable passages, and the Consistory has
not advanced a single relevant and conclusive proof that
the passages in question should be retained. It is un-
doubtedly wrong to detract from Scripture, but it is just
as reprehensible to add to it. The fact that the passages
in question are contained in the Authorized Version does
not prove their genuineness. Neither is this established
by the fact that the translators of the seventeenth century
knew that several of the passages referred to were ques-
tionable; nor by the added fact that these passages are in
perfect harmony with the analogy of Scripture. While it
is perfectly true that exegesis also has a right to be heard
in all endeavors to establish the correct text, especially

" where the textual apparatus is deficient, it is primarily

the task of textual criticism to establish the correct text.
And if one is not entirely ignorant of the labors of Bengel,
Lachmann, Tregelles, Griesbach, Tischendorf, Westcott
and Hort, and others, he would hardly dare to suggest
that the science of textual criticism has not been invalu-

able in the establishment of the correct text and undoubt- -

edly brought us closer to the original. The Revisers could
and did profit by this material. :

4. It also regrets that the matter was nof more thor-
oughly discussed in 1926, but maintains that Synod and
its committee can hardly be blamed for that. The report
was published and sent to the consistories about six

months before Synod convened, so that there was ample

time for discussion. They who now complain have only
themselves to blame for their neglect. Moreover, it is now
eight years ago that Synod recommended the use of the
American Revised Version, and in all that time, as far as
we recall, only one person complained publicly, though
not officially about its use.

5. It does not feel that the omissions from the Revised

Version weaken and therefore really constitute an attack
on some important Scriptural fruths. The fact that the
Revision was undertaken at a time when higher criticism

e e S
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was rampant does not prove that this affected the trans-
lation adversely, and in some cases gave it an Arminian
flavor. The Consistory suggests that this may have been
the case, but gives no grounds for its fear. It is worthy of
note that, while ithe Revised Version has now been before
the public more than a quarter of a century, no outstand-
ing theological objection has been raised against it. In
fact, when it appeared, it was criticized rather severely

by some for its conservatism. Permit us at this point to

quote from the report of 1926. “By far the most impor-
tant question respecting revision,” says Principal Caven,
“is that which relates to doctrinal results. The Scriptures
principally teach what man is to believe concerning God,
and what duty God requires of man. Men will eagerly
inquire whether the application of the best scholarship to
the more accurate rendering of the Word of God makes
necessary any modification of the Church’s creed. Some
were in expectation that the dogmas which they disliked
would be discredited or at least have their support weak- -

ened by revision, while others were in fear as to the issue

of what seemed to them a hazardous touching of the Ark
of the Lord. It is unnecessary to say that biblical scholars

 knew beforehand that the hopes of the one class and the

fears of the other were alike unwarranted. The revision
is now before the world, and it is apparent to all that no
reconstruction of theology becomes necessary, and thal
the moral characteristics of the Bible are preciselv whal
they were. But while this is certainly true, it were not
correct to say that the revision has.made no change in
any passages of theological significance.” Some doctrinal
passages are affected, but the doctrines in question find
abundant support in other passages. It may be well to
add to this a quotation from the Hermeneutiek of Dr.
Grosheide, which bears on this matter. Says he on page
153: “Enkele plaatsen zijn er, die groote moeilijkheid
geven, dat zijn met name die, waar het van grootere ge-
deelten de vraag is, of ze al dan niet in den tekst hooren,

"~ omdat ze in gewichtige getuigen ontbreken. Wij noemen
"als voorbeelden: Matt. 6:18b; Markus 16:9-20; Lukas

22:43, 44, Johannes 5:4; 7:53-8:11; Hand. 8:37; I Johan-
nes 5:7. Voegt men hier nu nog bij het tekstprobleem
van Handelingen c. q. ook van het evangelie van Lukas,
dan hebben we de groote cruces van de tekstcritiek op-

"genoemd. FEn al zouden we wel gaarne met zekerheid
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willen zien uitgemaakt, of de genoemde plaatsen al dan
niet in den tekst hooren, de Nieuwtestamentische Gods-

openbaring verandert niet van karakter, hoe de beslissing
* ook zou wvallen, geen stuk der zaligheid wordt er onzeker
door. Wanneer dit nu ten slotte de plaatsen zijn, waar-
over de strijd in hoofdzaak loopt, dan valt het nog niet
tegen. Wie op zuiver tekstcritische gronden meent, dat
een of meer der genoemde gedeelten niet in den tekst -
. behoort, mag niet worden beschuldigd eenig stuk der
Schrift voor ‘onecht’ te verklaren. Immers, hij is dan tot
zulk een resultaat gekomen na zorgvuldig toetsen der
overlevering, die niet eensluidend is. Evenmin mag ge-
zegd, dat het toch veiliger is de stukken maar te laten
staan. Want het is even erg iets Gods Woord te noemen,
wat het niet i5, dan een deel, dat het wel is, niet als zoo-
danig te erkennen.” : :

6. Finally, the committee feels constrained lo call
attention to the fact that the Consistory in its complaints
does not advance by way of argument anything that was
not known to the Synod of 1926. The committee which-
reported on the matter at that time did not seek to blind-.
fold Synod in any way, but spoke plainly on the advan-
tages and -disadvantages-of both the Authorized and the
Revised Versions. In its enumeration of the advantages
of the Authorized Version it said among other things:
“(@3) It (the Authorized Version) has not eliminated im-
portant passages, which are still contained in our Holland
Bibles, such as the.conclusion of the Lord’s Prayer, the

“confession of the eunuch (Acts 8:87), the proof for the
deity of Christ in I Tim. 3:16, and for the Trinity in
I John 5:7. Neither has it marked the lengthy sections in
Mark 16:9-20, and John 7:53-8:11 as dubious. The elimi- -

" nation and bracketing of these passages may arouse sus-
picion in the minds of our people, especially in a time in
which critical assaults on the Bible are the order of the
day. If these features of the American Revised Version
should unsettle the minds of our people, it would be
better to recommend the continued use of the Authorized
Version.” Agenda 1926, p. 24. '

The committee which reported to the Synod of 1926
finally advised Synod to recommend the use of the Ameri-
can Revised Version in view of the following considera-
‘tions: ' :
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1. - The renderings of the American Revised Version
are based on a betier critical text. Speaking of the New

- Testament Kenyon says: “The Version of 1881 (the Eng-

lish Revised Version, which has this in common with the
American Revised), on the other hand, was made from 2
Greek text based upon an exhaustive .examination, ex-
tending over some two centuries, of all the best manu-
scripts in existence. In Dr. Hort and Dr. Scrivener the
New Testament Company possessed the two most learned

 textual critics then alive; and when it is remembered that

no change was finally adopted unless it had the support
of two-thirds of those present, it will be seen that the
Greek text underlying the Revised Version has very

* .strong claims on our acceptance.”

2. The one outstanding characteristic of the A merican

. Revised Version, as compared with the Authorized Ver-

sion, is its greater faithfulness to the original. An at-
tempt was made to preserve as much as possible even the
order in which the words are found in the original. More-
over, while the Revisers of 1611 varied the use of words,
if there was more than one word that approximated the
meaning of the word in the original, the later Revisers
consistently employed the word that came nearest to ex-
pressing the original idea. While they insisted on using -
good English, the question of writing a beautiful literary

" style was subordinate to the desire of being faithful to

the original. -

3. This greater faithfulness to the original obviales, at
least to a great extent, a difficulty that is now often felt by
a faithful preacher, when he exrpounds the Word of God.
His conscience frequently prompts him to correct a faulty
rendering. At the same time he is conscious of the fact
that, if he does this repeatedly, the people begin to ques-
tion, either the reliability of their Bible, or the trustwor-
thiness of the preacher. And while older ministers, who
have gained the confidence of the Church, can suggest an
occasional improved rendering with impunity, younger
men, who do not command the same respect, are always
in danger of stirring up a hornet’s nest.

4. The American Revised Version is not at all a mod-
ernized Bible. It has retained, as much as possible, the
flavor of the original, and to a very great extent the very
language of the Authorized Version, The conservative

- character of the work.of the Revisers is generally recog-
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nized. In fact it has been criticized severely on that
score. Many of the Revisers themselves would have pre-
ferred greater freedom in making changes, but no change
" was permitted that did not meet with the approval of
two-thirds of the members present. ' -

5. This Version is undoubtedly gaining in popularity.
Says Ira M. Price: “This American Revised Version has
achieved an ever-increasing popularity since its appear-
ance five years ago. The fact that it has been endorsed
almost universally by religious teachers and leaders. of
all shades of belief, has given it a secure foothold. Its
value is now being recognized by everyone who has taken
" the trouble to compare its readings with those of the
Authorized Version. Its adoption, too, by the American
Bible Society has given its translation a new value among
Bible students in general, and promises for it general ac-
ceptance among the American Bible reading public in far
less years than the most sanguine had dared to hope. So
constant has been the demand for this unrivaled Bible
that the enterprising publishers, who own the copyright,
_have issued it in more than a hundred different styles.
The American public is quick to appreciate its real worth,
and within a few short years will surely see its general
adoption in every line ofy biblical religious service.” The
-Ancestry of our English Bible, p. 305. ‘

Advice: ,

While the committee is deeply conscious of the serious- .
‘ness of some of the textual problems to which the Con-
sistory-of Second Kalamazoo refers in its complaint, it
does not feel that Synod should annul or reverse the
decision of the Synod of 1926. It rather advises Synod to
abide by that decision on the following grounds: '

1. The Consistory has not really presented anything
new in its complaint, that is, it has not presented anything
that was not known to the Synod of 1926. It was pointed
outin detail at that time that the renderings of the Ameri-
can Revised Version differed in many details from those
of the Authorized Version. Attention was also called to
~ the fact that important passages were omitted, passages
which were long regarded as doubtful and are so marked
even in many editions of the Authorized Version. |
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2. It has not advanced a single proof: to the ‘eﬂect that

.the American Revised Version is not true to the original

according to the best critical text now in our possession;
and this is exactly the point that should be proved. It
merely argues that its renderings often differ from those
of the Authorized Version, and that it alters or omits
some important passages; but seems to forget that it is
hardly proper to make the Authorized Version our stan-
dard of judgment. It does not bear in mind that the

.Greek text on which the latter is based was still very

imperfect, that this Version contains a far greater num-
ber of words that are not in the original at all than the
American Revised Version, and that its Revisers already

- suggested some of the alternate renderings which the
. later Version adopted. It should be borne in mind that

no translation is perfect.

3. While it intimates, it does not prove that the Ameri-
can Revised Version is affected adversely by the doctrinal
bias of the Revisers, and that it favors a more liberal ten-
dency in theology and particularly Arminianism. Your
committee is not aware of the fact that the American Re-
vised Version has ever been accused of being a tendency

‘Bible, and yet it has been before the pu!bhc for more than
“a quarter of a century.

4. The Church ought not to change its posxtwn in this
matter without very weighty reasons. It is possible, of
course, to raise objections to the American Revised Ver-
sion, but very serious (not to say, more serious) objections
can also now be raised to the Authorized Version. There is
great danger that the Bible might become a sort of play
ball tossed to and fro between opposing factions. It
should be borne in mind that many of our Bible teachers
and ministers have long since learned to see and to appre-
ciate by experience the superior value of this Revision
and are therefore rightly attached to it. Moreover, seve-

-ral of our churches have already introduced the use of

this Bible by placing it on their pulpits, and in some cases
even in their pews.. :

5. There is no evidence of any wide-spread dissatis-
faction with the Version recommended by the Synod of
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1926. The complaint of the Consistory of Second Kala-
mazoo is the only official notice which the Church re-
ceived of such dissatisfaction.

6. If is also fair to bear in mind that in the case of
important omissions the American Revised usually places
the- omitted words in the margin. In many cases hoth
Versions indicate that the words are of doubtful genuine-
ness. The difféerence between the two on these points is
simply this. In the light of the knowledge which the re-
‘visers of the earlier had, they retained the questionable
passages in the text, but indicated their doubtful charac-
ter by placing another reading in the margin, while the

" later revisers felt justified by the further light shed on
the original text since the seventeenth century to omit the
questionable words or passages from the text, but indi-
cate that they find some support in the ancient manu-
scripts by placing them in the margin.

7. Upon the position of the Consistory that a Charch
assembly which recommends a particular Version of -the
Bible must furnish incontestable proof that its renderings
are correct and its omissions justified, Synod would not be
able to recommend either one of the Versions. The same

. demand would hold in both cases. If Synod were to

recommend the Authorized Version, it would have to ad-
vance incontestable proof that its renderings are correct
and that it is perfectly justified in retaining the passages

- which are omitted in the American Revised Version. In

fact, the question may well be raised, whether a Synod -
would ever be able to pass an intelligent judgment on the
merits or demerits of a Bible Version. It might, of course,
appoint a committee of expert linguists and textiial critics

—if it could find such—request them to determine by in-

dependent study which is the best Version of the original,
to ascertain which English Version contains the most
faithful rendering of the original, and to report at a later

—much later—Synod. But even then the -Synod would -

simply have to accept their word for whatever Version
they might recommend. It would not itself be able to
~ pass an intelligent judgment on the matter.

Adopted.
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~ In connection with this decision, Synod reminds the

. churches of the fact that the Synod of 1926 explicitly de-
clared that it refrained. from adopting either the Author-
ized or the American Revised Version as the official Ver-
sion of the Bible in our churches, but only recommended
the use of the American Revised Verslon (Acts 1926, p.
46).

III.. Your committee would also advise Synod that
Prof. Berkhof be requested to present and elucidate the
essence of this report in De Wachter and The Banner.

Adopted.

' ARTICLE 106

This session is closed. Prof. H. Schultze offers praycr
and thanksgwmg

FRIDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 22
Fourteenth Session

ARTICLE 107

The Rev. W. Kok opens this session with prayer, after
.Synod has united in singing Psalter No. 304. -

‘ ‘ ARTICLE 108

‘Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee-on Varia and Publication Matters (cf. Art. 96) :

VIII. Overture of Classis Orange City in regard to
Mutual Fire Insurance for our Churches. -

Your Committee first of all reminds Synod that this mat-

" ter has been discussed before by at least one of our Synods.

‘On that of 1922 there was a report in regard to this matter
by a committee of brethren well-versed in the matter of
insurance. ‘They advised against the matter, and their ad-
‘vice was made a decision of Synod. (Acts of 1922, p. 80.)

In regard to this decision Classis Orange City now
comes with the following overture;

That Synod reconsider its decision in regard to Mutual
Church Insurance, and decided to have Mutual Insurance
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* on church properties (churches, schools, and parsonages)
* Grounds: '

1. The objections, which were mentioned at the Synbd
of 1922, were of such a character that they lose their -
meaning by the proposed plan. -

2, Much money could be saved for the individual con-
- gregations by having such a Mutual Insurance.

- 3. The money which is now paid for insurance on church
properties goes to the large companies of the world,
whereas with a mutual insurance organization it
would remain within the Church.

4. It would be more in accordance with the teachings of
Christ: “Bear.ye one another’s burdens.”™

We may add that Classis Orange City had a committee to
advise it on this matter. That committee rendered a rather
lengthy report, and the overture of the Classis is based on

“that report. This report is on the table of Synod, and -was
read and duly considered by your Committee.

We also wish to state that the Rev. C. Groot, a delegate.
‘of Classis Orange City, and a member of the committee
that advised Classis in this matter, does not concur in the
advice of your Committee, and with the knowledge of the
Committee expects to present a minority report.

Your Committee, having duly considered the matter, ad-
vises Synod not to act according to the overture of Classis
Orange City. Ground:

No conclusive evidence has been given that the grounds
given by the Synod of 1922 for not favorlng such a mutual
insurance, do not hold today.

At this point the Rev. C. Groot reads his minority report,

. a rather lengthy- document, which is preserved in the ar- -
- chives of Synod.
" Received as information.

The advice of the Pre-advisory Committec nof to act

according to the overture of Classis Orange City - is
adopted. (Continued in Art. 141.)
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ARTICLE 109

Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee on Protests (Group I):

II. PROTEST VAN OYEN vs. CLASSIS ILLINOIS

Mr. F. W. Van Oyen protests against the Consistory of.the
First South Holland Church and the Classis Illinois, con-
cerning which protest your Committee advises Synod as’
follows: .

I. Besides the protest, there is the followmg sub51d1ary
material:

1. A copy of confessmn made by the brother who from
1928 to 1933 was the pastor of the First South Hol-
 land church. -

" 2. Copies of protests addressed by him to Classis Illinois.

3. Copy of decisions of Classis Illinois in answer to these
protests.

All this material is legally before Synod.
Received as information.

II. History of the Case. :
Note: This history of the case, together with all the docu-
ments pertaining to it, is preserved in the archives of Synod.
IIT. Content of the Protest. ‘

1. The protestant sets forth the case and mamtams that
on juridical, biblical, and statutory grounds the pas--
tor committed an offense of such a nature that he °
made himself worthy of deposition from office.

2. According to his contention both the consistory of
South Holland I and Classis Illinois have evaded their
duty in failing to suspend him from office.

IV. In disposing of this protést, your Committee advises

Synod to declare that this protest of Mr. Fred W. Van Oyen . -

be not sustained. Grounds:

1. The pastor made confession of the offense

2. The consistory settled the whole matter- to their own
: satisfaction BEFORFE. the Classical Committee was
-called in.
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3. Tt has not been proved that the consmtory evaded its
duty in this matter.
4. Classis Illinois was correct 1n maintaining that Mr.
Van Oyen did not produce new evidence which war-
- ranted further action.

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 124.)

ARTICLE 110 |
The Report of the Obituary Committee is read by the
Rev. J. C. Schaap:

ESTEEMED BRETHREN : 7
Since the previous Synod the Lord has taken away twelve
ministers of the Gospel all of whom have served the Church
for a length of time in the ministry of the Word and Sacra
ments. |
~ Besides the Rev. F. M Ten Hoor, Professor Emeritus of .
Systematic Theology; the Rev. W. Heyns, Professor Emer-
itus of Practical Theology; and the Rev. J. Vander Mey,
Educational Secretary, for whom sunitable resolutions have
been passed in connection with the report of the Board of
Trustees of Calvin College and Seminary, we mourn the

.demise of the following brethren:

The Rev. J. L. Heeres, born in Muskegon, Mich., Sept. 1,

.1876, and died on his fifty-sixth birthday anniversary, in

active service, as pastor of the Dennis Ave. Church, Grand
Rapids, Mich.

The Rev. E. J. Tuuk, Pastor Emeritus, born in Muskegon,
April 17, 1878, and died June 2, 1933.

The Rev. D. Weidenaar, Pastor Emeritus, born in the

. province of Friesland, the Netherlands, April 23, 1888, and

died August 22, 1933.
- The Rev. A. W. Meyer, Pastor Emeritus, born in the his-

- toric Ulrum, province of “Groningen, the Netherlands, De-
_ cember 8, 1852, and died September 7, 1933.

The Rev. B. Zwaagman, Pastor Emeritus, born in Chi-
cago, Ill., December 30, 1877, and died October 13, 1933,

The Rev. H. J. Heynen, Pastor Emeritus, born in the prov-
ince of Gelderland, the Netherlands, February 7, 1868, and
died September 14, 1933,

The Rev. W. Kuipers, born in Leeuwarden, province of
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Friesland the Netherlands, December 2\ 1884, and died De-
cember 15 1933, in active service, as pastor of the Sum-
mer St. Church Passaic, N. J.

- The Rev. H. M. Vander Ploeg, Pastor Emerltus, born in
the province of Groningen, the Netherlands, October 24
1868, and died March 2, 1934. '

‘The Rev. R. Vande Kiefl, Pastor Emeritus, born in the
province of Gelderland, the Netherlands, September 30
1861, and died May 24, 1934.

Your Committee advises Synod to adopt the following
Resolutions:

1. Synod humbly submits to the wise Providence of God,

. by which these brethren were permitted to work in
His Church, and by which their work and life in the
Church militant was terminated.

2. Synod recognizes the faithful services of these breth-

. ren, is grateful to the sovereign God for these serv-

ices, and trusts that thelr labor was not in vain in
°the Lord. : _

3. Synod expresses its sympathy to the bereaved rela-
tives, and prays that they may experience God’s
gracious presence. .

4. Synod resolves to place these resolutions in the Acts
of Synod, and to forward a copy to the bereaved
relatives.

R These resolutions are adopted by a rising vote.

ARTICLE 111
A motion is introduced to appomt a Committee to- pre—
pare an alphabetical index of all important decisions of the
Synods of the past.

Referred to the Committee on Varia and Publication
Matters. (Cf. Art. 141, sub XIIL)

ARTICLE 112
It is moved and carried to take recess until Monday at
1:30. p. m. Elder C. Groenendyk closes this session with
prayer and thanksglvmg
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MONDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 25
Fifteenth Session

ARTICLE 113

Dr Herman Kulper conducts the opening devotlonals
He offers prayer, after Synod has sung No. 148 of the New
Chns‘uan Hymnal. -

ARTICLE 114

The Roll Call shows all members to be present, except
the Rev. W. P. Van Wyk, President of Synod. The Vice-
‘President, Dr. Herman Kuiper, pre51des during this after-
noon’s session.

ARTICLE 115

The Clerk reads the minutes ‘of the thirteenth and the
fourteenth sessions of Synod, which are approved by Synod.

L]

ARTICLE 116
The followmg letter is received (Art. 64, V)::

The Synod of the Christian Reformed Church
- . Convened June, 1934, at Grand Raplds Mich.

“ESTEEMED BBETHREN

“Permit me to express my appreciation for the honor and
confidence bestowed upon me by your decision to tender
* me a re-appointment as-incumbent of the Chair of New -
Testament Exegesis and Literature. .

““While I am truly grateful for the synodical decision in
this matter, I am nevertheless deeply conscious that the
work thereby assigned unto me is arduous and the responsi-
bilities grave.

“] therefore can and do accept this appomtment only in
the confidence that I shall be sustained by the continued
prayers and interests of our people and by the indispensable
benediction of our God. )

, " “Yours in His service,
HENRY ScHULTZE.”
" Received as information. :
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ARTICLE 117

The Pre-advisory Committee on Liturgical Prayers and
Forms at this time offers the second part of 1ts Report
(cf. Art. 99) :

II1. Form for the Solemnization of Marriage.

Synod of 1930 instructed a Committee to revise the Mar-
riage Form then used by our churches. Their revision was
not accepted by Synod of 1932, but Synod referred this
Form back to the Committee entrusted with the revision
of our Liturgical Forms, with the following 1nstruct10ns

a. To abbreviate the Form considerably;

b. To simplify the language; :

¢. To retain the idea of obedience in the question to the

bride; and that of love in the question to the bride-
groom;

d. To consider the suggestion of the Advisory Commit- -
' tee (see bottom of p. 73).

In connection with point b, the suggestion is made that
the Committee give particular attention to the Marriage
Forms of other Churches in our country. (Acts 1932, p. 74.)

This Committee now offers its revision of this Form in
the Agenda, Part I, pp. 166-168. ‘

Studying this Form in the light of the instructions given
by the previous Synod, we have come to the conclusion that
justice has been done to the instructions a, ¢, and d. As to
point b, concerning simplification of the language, the ef-

* forts were, in our opinion, not quite as successful.

We have therefore, made several changes in the lan-
‘guage. This, however, without changing the thought in' a
material way, and in consultation with the Committee ap-
pointed by the previous Synod for this matter. _

‘We shall now read the Form, and ask Synod to take par-
ticular note of the changes proposed by us. We advise its
adoption. . , B
NoTe: This. Form, as revised by the Committee and by a -
number of amendments made from the floor of Synod, duly

moved and carried, is finally adopted as its appears among the
Supplements of these Acts of Synod. Cf. Supplement XVI.)
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IV. Form for the Ordination of ‘Elders and Deacons.

The Committee for the Review of Liturgical Forms re-’
ceived its mandate from Synod of 1932 as recorded in the
~Acts, p. 72 ff.

According to that mandate it prepared a revision of the
Form for the Ordination of Elders and Deacons.

This revision said Committee offers to Synod as recorded -
in the Agenda 1934, Part I, p. 158.

Your Committee has studled this Form and was very fa-

vorably impressed by it.
" It believed, however, that a few 1mprovements could be
made. These improvements have been brought about in
consultation with the synodical Committee on this material,
and shall be pointed out by our reporter.

We hereby submit to Synod the amended revision of the
Form in question and advise that it be accepted. -

Note: This Form, as revised by the Committee and By a
few amendments made from the floor of Synod, duly moved and

carried, is finally adopted as it appears among the Supplements
of these Acts of Synod. (Cf. Supplement XVI.)

ARTICLE 118

Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
‘mittee on Mission Matters (cf. Art. 86). (Cf. Art. 74.)

VIII. Purchase of the Shiprock Properties.

The Christian Reformed Board of Missions recommends
to Synod the purchase of certain properties on the Navaho
Mission field from the Presbyterian Church North. (Cf.
Supplement V.)

Your Committee, in consultation with the Budget Com-

. mittee, advises Synod fo authorize the Board to purchase
these properties from the Presbyterian Board, provided
suitable terms can be arranged. Reasons:

a It will round out our Indian Mission territory.

b) It will give us room for the placement of Workers
(lay-Indian) for a decade to come.

¢) It will decrease the danger of harmful rlvalry which
threaténs if we do not secure these properties and
stations.
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d) It is a settled country. There is little danger of mi-
gration from this territory.’ :

e) It is recommended unanimously by the workers on the
field.

. After hearing a special report of the Budget Committee
on this matter, Synod decides to adopt the above advice
to authorize the Mission Board to purchase these propertles
on certain definite conditions, which are decided on in exec-

" utive session.

ARTICLE 119
The Pre-advisory Committee on Church Order and
Emeriti Matters, at the request of the Rev. L. P, Brink,
who is on the point of returning to the Indian Mission field,
at this time brmgs before Synod an overture of Classis Cali-
fornia:

VIL. Request for a new Classis.

Classis California transmits to Synod the request of the
four churches of New Mexlco to be organized into a Classis
of New Mexico.

-For the grounds upon which this request is based see the
Agenda, Part I1, pp. xiv-xv.

Your Committee recommends that Synod do not accede
to the request of the four churches of New Mexico
Grounds: :

1. There are too small a number of churches and fami-
lies in New Mexico to form a separate Classis (134
families).

2. It would establish a precedent for the formation of
other Classes of similar size.

3. It would not be for the profit of these churches con-
' sisting mostly of new converts to be thus isolated.
They would lose to their own detriment the whole—
some contact with other churches. ,
" 4. It would seein that-the churches of Califonia are well
able, after study, to understand the problems of the -~
Indian mission field. They have a beautiful oppor-
tunllt{y to become better acquainted with the mission
wor

~ Adopted. (Continued in Art. 145.)
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\

ARTICLE 120

The time for recess hairin-g arrived, this session is closed
by Elder A. J. Wibalda, who offers the closing prayer.

TUESDAY MORNING, JUNE 26
Sixteenth Session ‘

ARTICLE 121

.Synod unites in singing No. 24 of the New Christian
Hymnal and is led in prayer by the Rev. L. Veltkamp.

"~ ARTICLE 122

The Roll Call shows that all members are present except
the Rev. H. Goodyk of Classis Muskegon, who is absent on
account of a funeral in his congregation, ‘

Article 123

Conhnuatlon of the Report of the Budget Commrttee
. (cf Art 90) :

- VIIL. A. Christian Reformed Board of Missions:

Your Committee scrutinized the financial statement both
in regard to recelpts and disbursements as well as to the
‘standing of various funds, notes, and indebtedness as found
1 in the Report of this Board, (Supplement V). ' :

Various items were discussed with Dr, H. Beets, the Mis-
sion Director, and Rev. J. Dolfin, the Treasurer.

We are happy to state that this Board has not lost a dol-
lar on account of the closing of banks. Although there was
- a considerable balance in the bank when it closed, it was
offset by borrowings of equal amount. -

_We call the special attention. of the Synod to an item in
" this Budget, viz., Fire Insurance. Although $1,800.00 is
appropriated in the annual Budget for fire insurance, there
~ is at present no insurance on any Mission property, on ac-
count of lack of sufficient funds. At the same time the
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Board is'in possession of some bonds which were bought

some years ago and set aside for the purpose of building up
our own insurance fund. These bonds have greatly de-
preciated in value and may amount at present-day values
to a few thousand dollars. (We could not learn the approxi- -
mate value.) ~ -

Your Committee advises:

1. That the Board dispose of the aforementloned bonds
at their present market value.

Adopted.
2. That the Board continue its purchase of fire extin-
" guishers, etc., in order to obtain as low an insurance
rate as possible and to use the proceeds of the bonds
to place a fair amount of fire insurance on our IIllSSlOI)
property.
Adopted.

B. Standing of various Funds, see the Report of the
Board, requires some elucidation to avoid misunder-
standlng

. Various funds begmmng with “Training School” are
mentloned' here. They amount to a total of $24,014.17.
These funds are supposed to be on hand in cash for the

_various purposes for which.the moneys were given, but

were used for general purposes.

Among these funds are some like Rehoboth well, and
possibly others which ought to be removed from the list of
these funds because these moneys are no longer needed for
the purposes for which they were given.

Therefore, we advise Synod to request the Board to re-
move such items from their records for which moneys are
no longer needed.

Adopted.

2. Pertaining to lndebtedness on bulldlngs due to Mis-
sion Funds, commencing with “San Antone”: The debts
mentioned here do in reality not exist, because moneys to .
finish these buildings have been paid long ago from the
general fund.

Therefore your Committee advises Synod to request the
Board to remove these items from their records.

Adopted. -
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C. Your Gommittee advises Synod to approve the Bud-
gets for the Indian Mission field and the China Mission. ﬁeld

as follows:
INDIAN MISSION BUDGET FOR 1935:

.Rehoboth Mission ...i.....oooeoieeeeeeeeeeeeieeen . $14,000.00
Rehoboth Hospital . ... 4,000.00
Zuni MISSION icceeeieeeriiecarcee s e snasaesanensesreneneee . 8,000.00
-Two Wells Mission. . . 150.00
Gallup — MissIon... oo 700.00
- Tohatchi — Mlssmn ... 525.00
‘Nahaschitty -— Mission............ R 125.00
Toadlena — MiSSION e eeeeeeerereeerereesemeens 382.00
Toadlena — Special Roa,dway Allowance.. ... 250.00
Farmington — MiSSION. ....ccceieecerieceneseeenecemeecmneanes - 250.00
Crown Point — Mission..... 150.00
San Antone — MiSSION.cicmriiiiricecrceaiareneseaanaenas 370.00
Salaries e ..$21,169.00
Auto’ Allowances — Maximum. ....occcooceeececcnnan 6,480.00
Educational Allowances ... 1,000.00
Board and Committee Meetings...ccooceeemeeeeceeeeeees 380.00
Literature eeteerman ¢ 237.00
Secretarial and Office Expenses.................. o . 137.00
Treasurer’s Supplies and Expenses 30.00

Traveling and Moving Expenses of New Mis-

[ 103 (P L SO 1,000.00

Home Missions Couneil Approprlatlon ................ 50.00
Interest on Notes o -

Emergency Items

$23,902.00

$33,784.00

N0 P $67,686.00
CHINA BUDGET 1935- ’36
‘Dr. Hulzengas Budget, Medical...............Mex. $ 5,000.00
Rev., H. A. Dykstra, Evangelistic ....Mex. 4,000.00 N
Miss W. Kalsbeek, Evangelistic.... .. Mex.  2,000.00
Rev. S. A. Dykstra, Evangelistic.. .....Mex. 4000 00
Rev. A. H. Smit, Evangelistic.......oeeroceeeeees Mex. 4,000.00
Rev. A. H. Selles, Evangelistic... — 4000_ 00
*Miss L. Bode, Evangehsho e Mex. 1,500.00
*Rev. J. C. De Korne, Evangehstlc .............. Mex. 4,00Q.00
House Upkeep, U. S. gold, $600.00 o
Total Medical and Evangelistic Budgets.... Mex. $28,500.00

At present rate of exchange, é—l, this would
be about U. S. gold, $10,100.00.

 * These budgets spent under supervision of those filling the place -

" of these workers,

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 165.) -
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ARTICLE 124
Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee on Prqtests (Group I):
III. PROTEST BROEKHUIZEN vs. CLASSIS HUDSON

I. Your Committee finds. that this protest is legally be-
fore Synod. .

Received as information

II. History of the Case.

Nore: This history of the case, together with the other
documents pertaining to it, is preserved in the archives of
Synod.

- III. The request 'of Mr. Broekhulzen and the recommen-
dations of your Committee.
Summing up the material in hand we find that Mr. Broek-
huizen requests an answer to two questions:
A. Has the Eastern Home Mission Board faithfully exe-
cuted the decision of Synod of 1932? (Cf. Acta,
pp- 98 and 99.)

Your Committee recommends that Synod, declare that '
the Board has faithfully executed said decisions. Grounds:

1. It was the intention of Synod of 1932 to eliminate the

. function of Supt., and not the person. Thls the Board =

carried ouf.

2. Synod decided to combine the work of the Colporteur
and the work of the Supt. This the Board also did.

3. The Board used its own judgment in appointing the
worker to perform this task, (cf. 2 above) as Synod
intended.

4. In executing the decisions of Synod the Board natu-
rally did not seek the approval of Clas51s

- Adopted.

A. Has the Eastern Home Missien Board dealt fairly with
Mr. Broekhuizen in discontinuing his services? .
Your Committee recommends that Synod declare:

1. That we regret that the necessary curtailment of the
work at the Seamen’s Home resulted in involving Mr.
Broekhuizen in difficult circumstances.
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2. That Mr. Broekhuizen was shown reasonable consid-

eration in the matter of his dismissal,

a. I that the Board gave him three months notifi-
cation before his dismissal;

b. In that the Classis allowed him financial support
after his dismissal.

3. That the Board was justified in appointing Mr. Apol

for the work at the Seamen’s Home upon the grounds _

of efficiency and willingness to co-operate.
Adopted.

" Conclusion: In view of the above your Committee
recommends that Synod declare that Mr.. M. J. Broek-
huizen be not sustained in h1s protest.

Adopted

The Rev. E. Kooistra gives notice that he desires his nega-
tive vote be recorded in the Acts.

. Received as information. (Continued in Art. 162.)

ARTICLE 125

It is moved and carried to send a Committee to the Rev.
E. Van Korlaar to express Synod’s sympathy with him in
his protracted 1llness

Committee: 'the Revs. J. Mulder and H. Baker. (cf
Art. 172) :

ARTICLE 126

Contmuatlon of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mlttee on Protests (Group II) :

I. PROTEST DE BOER vs. CLASSIS ILLINOIS

A. The following documents were placed into the hands
of your Committee and are legally before Synod:

1. “A Message from The President”
This is a message from the President of the “League
of Reformed Young Men’s Societies of Chicago and
Vicinity,” Mr. John J. De_Boer, to the League. This
message was published October, 1933. '
2. Resolutions of Classis Illinois, January, 1934.

This is a copy of Article 20 of the mmutes of this ses-
sion of the Classis.
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© 3. Various protests against the resolutlons of Classis
Illinois mentioned above. '

a. A protest by Mr. John J. De Boer against the action
of Classis Illinois, section one and three of Art. 20.

b. A protest by the Consistory of the Fourth Christian
Reformed Church of Chicago.
Note: Rev. James Putt and Mr. W. Brouwer ob-
ject to this protest.

c. A protest by the Consistory of the Second Chr. Ref.
Church of Englewood.
Note: The elders John Afman and Otto Schmidt
requested the recording of their negative vote in
minutes of the Consistory, and also that thls infor-
mation be passed on to Synod.

d. A protest by Mr. Raymond Weidenaar.

e. A protest by the League of Reformed Young Men S
Societies.

4. Resolutions of Classis Illinois in response to these pro-'
- tests drawn up during its May session, 1934.

Received as information.

5. In connection with these documents your Committee
informs Synod that it is not in possession of the offi- .
cial copy of the resolutions of Classis either of the ses-
sion of January, 1934, or that of May, 1934.

However, since the delegates of Illinois assured the
Committee that the copies of these resolutions in the
booklet: “Documents in the case of Classis Illinois vs.
the League of Reformed Young Men’s Societies of Chi-
cago and Vicinity,” aré correct, your Committee ad-
vises Synod to declare that the documents mentioned
" .above under 1-4 are legally before it.

Adopted.

6. “Communication of the League of Reformed Young
Men’s Societies of Chicago and Vicinity to the Synod.”
This document has not been presented to Classis
Ilinois; but since the delegates of Illinois have waived
this point, your Committee advises Synod to accept
this document also.
Adopted.
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B. History of the Case.

Note: This lengthy history of .the case, together with all
other documents pertaining to it, is preserved in the archives
of Synod.

C. The Appraisal and the Advice of the Commiitee.

From the foregong it is evident that Synod is asked to
answer first of all the question:

Is Classis Illinois justified in being concerned with respect
to the type of leadership which is being exercised among
the young men of our Christian Reformed Churches in
Chicago and vicinity?

In answer to this questmn your Committee presents to
~ Synod:

" 1. An analysis of “A Message from the President.”
2. An evaluation of this message.

3. Evidence that the message tends to-stir up dissatis- .-
faction with the spiritual guides of our youth, and
does call our young men to revolt agamst ecclesias-
tical authority.

1.. An analysis of “A Message from the President.”

a. The opening sentence characterizes our age as one of

‘ cynicism and disillusionment. Moreover, -there is a
sense of futility and despair. The universal note is:
“There is nothing that can be done about it.”

b.. The second paragraph states that, “much of the in-
spiration that came from religion in other times of
stress is lacking to-day.” This is due to the fact that
“Arid disputations reminiscent of decadent periods of .
the Church have occupied the masters of priesteraft. -
The voice of the Nazarene is lost in a welter of meta-
rphysics and forensic exhibitionism.”

¢. The third paragraph states that this condition comes
with the challenge to Reformed young men “to don
the fighting vestments of faith,” They must have
done with mediocrity and inaction. They must give
battle under the banner of the victorious Lord and
“thus learn how loving and mighty a compamon Jesus
is in the stress of battle.
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d. The fourth paragraph tells these young men that this

activity will require courage. This activity demands

- that they “fly in the face of a withered ‘orthodoxy’ and

the councils of modern Sanhedrim,” for to give battle

under the banner of the victorious Lord will mean:

- “to oppose mass murder in war when it would be

more popular to chant the gospel of hate with the ma-

~ jority, to care more about ministering to the sick and

the naked and the infirm and the underprivileged

than about repeating a ritual.” However, they shall
have the encouragement of the approval of Jesus.

. e. We quote the last paragraph: “By its numerous
activities the League is trying to give leadership to
the young men in the arena of Christian service. Its
‘business is not to duplicate the catechism classes or
the Sunday School. But it needs the active assistance
of every member .in carrying out its program.”

Received as information.

2. An Evaluation of “A Message from the President.”

a. There is no occasion 16 call particular-attention to the
first paragraph of the message. It correctly presents
some of the fraits of our age, although the picture

-might be completed by some recognition at least of

" the large governmental undertakings of reform and
amelioration, and of the remarkable quietude and pa- .
tlen(ie thus far mamfested by the nation in awaiting
results.

~ b. We heartily agree with the message when it rebukes
the tendency to give up the fight against the evils of
the day as futile. We are in harmony with the mes-
. sage when it points to the Christ as the source of
the Christian’s optimism in thé face of discourage-
ments. However, in the practical application of this
truth to the League, the message errs very seriously:

1) It ¢conveys the suggestion of a very radical altera-

tion of the character of our Young Men’s Societies

- with respect to their aim and their sphere of activ-

ities. Its conception of what these ought to be, is

" plainly reflected in the following utterances of
the message:
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2)

a) “Christian young men whose evidence of sal-
vation is not talk but action will find the fields
ready for the harvest — in mankind physically
and spiritually prostrate.”

b) “We shall oppose mass murder in war.”

c) “We shall care more about ministering to the
sick and the naked and the infirm and the un-
derprivileged .

d) “By its numerous actlvmes the League is try-
ing to give leadership to the young men in
the arena of Christian service.”

The proper activity of a Reformed Youﬁg Men’s
Society is commonly understood among us fo be

-further voluntary study of the Word of God; and

its proper aim, the better equipment of the indi-
vidual members for the task that awaits them in
the arena of Christian service. But when the mes-
sage declares the League’s business to be not to du-
plicate the catechism classes or the Sunday School,
when it sees the Christian young man’s badge of
salvation not in talk but in action, and when it
emphasizes ministry to the distressed, and when it
offers to give leadership in the arena of Christian
service it clearly removes the emphasis from study
and discussion and places it on action in service.

The message speaks of an impending conflict. If
the membership of the League obey the challenge
voiced by the message, it predicts a conflict be-
tween the League’s membership and their proper
ecclesiastical authorities. And offers encourage-
ment in' that conflict.

No other intelligent interpretation is possible of

- the opening sentence of the fourth paragraph: “It

will take courage to fly in the face of a withered

“‘orthodoxy’ and the councxls of modern San-

hedrim.”

The names given the powers in whose face it
will be necessary to fly are so strongly ecclesias-
tical, that no doubt as to their reference can exist.
Nor can there be any call for the exercise of cour-
age, unless they are ecclesiastical powers with
which our Reformed young men have to deal, the
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men and bodies who have spiritual authority over
them. It is but natural to understand these same -
authorities also as included in the criticisms voiced’
in the second paragraph:

““Arid disputations reminiscent of decadent per-
iods of the Church have in large measure occupied

" the masters of priesteraft. The voice of the Naza-

" rene, who mounted the trystingplace of God and
man in an agony of victory at Calvary, is lost in a
welter of metaphysics and forensic exhibitionism.”

The impression, that our ecclesiastical authori-
ties are included in this criticism, is strengthened
by the fact that the disputations censured as remi- -
niscent of decadent periods of the Church and the
welter of metaphysics are precisely not character-
istic of the varied departures from orthodoxy

" which are commonly de51gnated as Liberalism or
Modernism.

3) The surface tendency of the message, if left un-
challenged, would undoubtedly have had the ef-
fect of facilitating the success of any attack from
the modernistic side to capture our youth. Not
that the Message contains any clear evidence of
such a departure from the Reformed faith on the
part of its author. But the discrediting of our own
ecclesiastical leaders, the shift of emphasis in a di-

. rection away from doctrine and toward the social
gospel so-called, coupled with the foreign termin-
ology introduced in such phrases as “masters of
priesteraft,” “voice of the Nazarene,” “trysting-
place of God and man,” “agony of victory,” “lov-
ing and mighty companion” as a designation of
Jesus, combine to weaken the resistance of our
young men to the appeal of the modern defection
from the old Gospel.

Recewed as information.

‘At this point the Committee reminds Synod of the fact
that the author of the Message has given his explanation of

‘this document, of what he intended to say, to the Classis of

Ilinois at its May session. He has repeated that explanation
to your Committee. These explanations have explained
away a number of suspicions raised by phenomena in the
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Message, and have gone far toward clearing its author of
the suspicion of evil intent. But even those explanations -
have not sufficed to show unequivocally, that the evaluation
given above does not properly interpret the Message as it
stands. They have failed to disprove the interpretation
- given by Classis Illinois to the Message on the-basis of its
own wording.
~ With all due allowance for the explanations given.by its
“author, and giving full credence to his protestations of good
intent and his declarations as to what he meant to convey
in the Message, the apprehension still remains, that a suc- -
cession of such messages, phrased in such ambiguous and
suggestive language, would not fail to penetrate the armor
- of ecclesiastical loyalty of our young men and sow the
seeds of disregard for their own spiritual counselors and of
revolt against their own ecclesiastical authorities. :
~ Mr. John J. De Boer has requested permission to repeat
his explanation of the Message on the floor of Synod.. Your
Committee advises Synod to grant this request at this time.
Adopted.

Mr. John J. De Boer now addresses Synod for about
half an hour, interpreting the different sections of his
“Message,” to which objections have been raised.

(Continued in Art, 130)

ARTICLE 127
This session of Synod is closed with prayer by Prof
D. H. Kromminga.

TUESDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 26
Seventeenth Session

ARTICLE 128
After singing Psalter No. 87, Synod is led in prayer by
the Rev, J Mulder.

, ARTICLE 129
The Rev. L. Van Laar, alternate delegate of Classis
Holland, takes the place of the Rev. L. Veltkamp, and
"~ expresses his agreement with our Forms of Unity.
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ARTICLE 130
Synod now continues the discussion of the Protest
De Boer vs. Classis Illinois (cf. Art. 126) :
The Rev. G. Hoeksema, delegate of Classis Illinois,

“explains at some length the position taken by the Classis

in this matter, when it issued a warning against the lead-
ership of the Chicago League of Reformed Young Men’s
Societies.

The discussion of the protest is extended throughou!

" the afternoon.

Some of the appellants in this case, Elder A. Hoekstra
of the Fourth Chicage Church, Mr. Henry Wierenga of
the Chicago League of Reformed Young Men’s Societies,
and the Rev. E. J. Tanis of the Second Englewood Church,
receive perm1ssmn to address Synod.

(Continued in Art. 135.)

o - ~ ARTICLE 131
The Revs. H. Baker and J. Mulder are appointed =

" . Committee, together with the Synodical Treasurer, Mr.

Tony Noordewier, and the Ass’t Treasurer of Calvin Col- .
lege and Seminary, Mr. Henry Voss, to check up on, and

. approve the statements of expenses handed in by the

synodical delegates. (Cf. Art. 140 below)

~ ARTICLE 132
It is decided to hold an evening session from 8:00 to.
10:00 o’clock. Elder G. Otten closes thls session with
prayer and thanksgiving.

TUESDAY EVENING, JUNE 26
Eighteenth Session
ARTICLE 133

No. 76 of the New Christian Hymnal is sung, and Elder
M. Huizenga leads in prayer.

. ARTICLE 134
" The delegate of Classis Holland, the Rev. L. Veltkamp,

- who was absent during the afternoon, is now. present

again.
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ARTICLE 135

Synod continues the discussion of the Protest De Boer
vs. Classis Illinois (cf. Art. 130) :

The Pre-advisory Committee now offers its advice,
which is discussed at great length, and amended as fol-
lows:

Synod expresses that C1a551s Illinois, having taken the
‘Message from the President” of the League at its face .

- value, had reason to be concerned with respect to the

leadership being exercised among the young people of
the Christian Reformed churches of Chicago and vicinity.

Adopted. '

The remainder of the advice of the Committee concern-
ing certain technical objections raised by Mr. John J.
De Boer in regard to the propriety of the procedure fol-
lowed by Classis Illinois, after having been discussed for
some time, is recommitted. (Cf, Art. 156)

ARTICLE 136

'This session is closed, Elder H. Yonker offering prayer
and thanksgiving.

WEDNESDAY MORNING, JUNE 27
Nineteenth Session

ARTICLE 137
-Synod, after having sung Psalter No. 403, is led in
prayer by the Rev. J. C. Schaap. '
ARTICLE 138
The Roll Call shows all members to be present.

- ARTICLE 139

The minutes of the fifteenth, sixteenth, seventieenth, and
eighteenth sessions are read and approved.

ARTICLE 140

The following resolution is introduced:
Whereas there is not sufficient money on hand in the
Synodical Treasury to cover the expenses of travel of the.
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delegates and other expenses of this synodical meeting.
be it ,
Resolved that the President or Vice-President and the

Secretary or the Assistant Secretary be and hereby are

authorized to borrow from the Peoples National Bank of
Grand Rapids -an amount not to exceed the sum of

. ($2,500) Twenty Five Hundred Dollars upon such terms -

and conditions as may be agreed upon with said Bank,
and to execute to said Bank the required note therefor,
this authorization to extend to the execution of any and
all renewals or part renewals thereof.

Adopted.

ARTICLE 141
Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-

‘mittee on Varia and Publication Matters (cf. Art. 108):

IX. A Seminary Course for Evangelistic Work.

The Synod of 1932, as part of its evangelistic program,
gave to the faculty of Calvin Seminary the following

~mandate: “Synod instructs the Faculty of Calvin Semi- . '

nary to draw up, in consultation with erperienced evan-
gelistic workers, a course of study with a view to special
evangelistic work, and that, as soon as it has received the
approval of Curatorium, this course be offered temporari-
ly by the present faculty.” (Acts, 1932, p. 20, B.)

- The Faculty, as is evident from a letter received from
this body, saw difficulties in the way and felt that at the

. present time it could not proceed to carry out the in-

struction received from Synod. It also asks for further
clarification by Synod of the mandate given to the Semi-

‘nary Faculty.

Your Committee advises that a Committee be appoint,-
ed, which, together with representatives of the Faculty,
is to study the question whether such a course is feasible,-
and to report to the next Synod.

Adopted. (Cf. Art. 169.)

X. Ovérture of Classis Grand Rapids East in re “Birth
Control.”

Classis Grand Rapids East, in one of 1ts.recent sessions
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bad on the table an overture from one of its consistories,
that ecame down to two questions, namely: whether it is
biblical that men and women in general are taught how
to prevent concéption and ‘whether it §s biblical that
men and women seek such information.

.The Classis appointed a cominittee to advise in this -
-matter. This committee advised that the matter be
brought to Synod. ‘

The committee did not relish the prospect of a public
discussion of this delicate issue. They also realized that
it is not the duty of Synod to make deliverances on all .
sorts of ethical .questions. Nevertheless the committee
was convinced that this was an issue that the Church
could not continue to ignore, and that for two reasons,
as given in that report:

© “First, it must be admitted that birth control is prac-
ticed today on a wide scale by men and women who can-

- not mention one good reason why they should refuse to
make their contribution to the propagation of the human
race and who evidently fail to ask in all seriousness what
may be the will of God in the matter.

“Second, some of our people are perplexed in their
consciences and feel keenly the need of being -enlightened
on the principles and implications of the Word of God
touching the matter. It happens not infrequently that
the health of a wife, or perhaps a husband, is such that

" the physician counsels. the use of methods of whose moral
permissibility one or both parties are in doubt. Should
not some instruction be given to such members?”

For these reasons the committee advised the Classis to
bring the matter before Synod and the following overture
was sent,

“Classis overtures Synod to appoint a commitfee to
study the question of birth control and prepare a testi-
mony which may serve as a warning to those married

- people who may be living in secret sin, and as a guide to

* others who are genuinely concerned to know the Lord’s

“will in this matter but are groping for light. ‘

“Classis appends the suggestion to Synod that a few of
our christian physicians be asked to serve on this com-
mittee; and that in seeking information on birth control
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~ clinics, the committee should pay special attention to the
* activities of those who serve as agents for city or county
-clinics among families dependent on community relief.” -

We advise Synod to adopt the following:

- 1. In view of the widespread practise in our day of
birth control; and in view of the fact -that this is
undoubtedly practised more or less also in our cir-
cles; and in view of the fact that some of our. mem-
bers ‘are perplexed and genuinely concerned to
know the Lord’s will in the matter, Synod decide to
appoint a committee to study this matter.

2. This Committee shall include a feW of ‘our christian
physicians. .
3 The mandate of this comm1ttee shall be: .
a. to make a thorough study of the physical and
. moral and social sides of this matter in the light
of the “principles and lmphcatlons of the Word
of God touching this matter”;
b. to report it§ findings on these points to the next
- Synod; ‘
e to prepare a testimony for possible adoption by
that Synod.
Adopted (Cf. Art. 169.)

XI. Revision of the Rules and Regulatzons for the
Synodical Commitiee.

1. In the report of the Synodical Committee we read:
. “We take the liberty of stating that we consider the
existing Rules and Regulations governing our Committee
to be rather inadequate, and suggest to your honorable
body that a committee be appointed to revise them, such
a committee to report to the next Synod, because we
realize it would not be very wise to settle this matter off-

hand or after only brief deliberation.” | _
The sentiment expressed on the floor of Synod was that
Synod should try at this meeting to make this revision.
Hence we tried to prepare something to present to your-
body. But we found that it was impossible to do so, be-
.cause we had not the time to gather the necessary data.
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Hence we advise that a committee be appointed to pre-

pare such a revision and to submit it to the next Synod |

for approval.
2. “Classis Grand Rapids West overtures Synod, since

. provision has been made in Acts 1922, Art. 37, XI, for

early or advanced meetings of Synod, that Synod decide

~ that in time of emergency the right be given to the Synod-

ical Committee in consultation with the various Classes to
make imperatively necessary deviations from established
rules, providing at least one half of the number of Classes

. concur.”

We advise that this be given into the hands of the com-
mittee that is to prepare a revision of the Regulations for

‘the Synodical Committee, to incorporate this or not, as

they shall deem to be for the best interest of the Church.
‘Adopted. (Cf. Art. 169.)

XII. Index of Synodical Decisions.

To your Committee was referred the matter of the
preparation of an alphabetical index of all important
decisions of past Synods (cf. Art. 111).

Your Committee observes that this would naturally be a
big undertaking, and, if done by an individual or com-
mittee, might cost a considerable sum of money.

We advise, therefore, that this matter be referred to
the Faculty of Calvin Seminary, to see whether this can-

" not be done by the students under the supervision of the

Faculty, as part of the work in Church History and

‘Church Polity.

.Reasons:

1. This would be a very good practice for the students,
since it would acquaint them with synodical decis-
ions of the past and with synodical procedure.

2. In this way very little expense would be incurred.

3. The Calvin library would give ready access to the:
Acts of Synod which are needed for this work.

Adopted.
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XIII. Sunday Schooi Lessons of our own.,

This is by no means a new matter to our Synods. Your
Committee ‘has carefully studied its history, from the
Synod of 1922 to that of 1932.

Now comes before us the following overture of Classu
Holland:

“Classis Holland urges Synod to provide our churches
with our own Sunday School lessons, which shall take up
‘Sacred History in a chronological order and cover the
entire field. Grounds:

1. The International Sunday School lessons now gener-
ally used often give evidence of a religious bias
which is by no means‘Reformed.

2. These International lessons do not cover the entire
field of Sacred History.”

This instruction emphasizes a new idea, namely that
these lessons “shall take up Sacred History in a chrono-
-logical" order and cover the entire field” This again
would be different from the outline mentioned above,

. which alternates, from quarter to (uarter, between the

. 0. T.and the N. T. And that alternation was approved by
the Synod of 1932 (Acts 1932, p. 46, 5). Hence to follow
“the idea of Cl. Holland would go against the decision of
the Synod of 1932. Besides, it would increase 'the diffi-
-culty of having the S. S. duplicate the work done at pres-
_ent in our Catechism classes and Christian schools, whlca
generally follow the chronological order.
In conclusion: - Your committee feels that many argu-
ments can be advanced for retaining the International
Sunday School lessons. On the other hand much can be
said for having lessons of our own. But we believe that
this is not the time to settle that question. We have be-
fore us the proposed. Unified Church School system. The
implications of that system are not fully understood and
_are to be set forth, so that the next Synod may perhaps be
. able to pass on it intelligently. To what extent that sys-
tem, if adopted, would still leave open the demand for
- S. S. lessons distinct from the lessons used in the Church
School, we are not at present able to say.- Until that is
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clear, it seems useless to do anything toward procuring
lessons of our own.

At the same time it may be well, in order to overcome
somewhat the  weaknesses of the International Lessons
System, to re-appoint the Committee appointed in 1932 to
change the topics and lesson materials according to their
discretion.

Hence we advise Synod to decide the following:

1. Synod defer decision on S. S. lessons of our own,

until the Unified Church School has been passed

upon, and its implications are clearlv understood.
Adopted.

2. Synod again “as a temporary arrangement for the
next two years authorize the writers of the Sunday
School lessons in the church papers, the editor of
The Instructor, and the Rev. W. P. Van Wyk, to
serve as a Committee of Synod, with power to

change topics and lesson materials in the Inter-,

national Lessons System, according to its dis-
cretion.”

Adopted.
ARTICLE 142

Thls session is closed with thanksgwmg and prayer by
Elder J. B. Hulst.

WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 27
Twentieth Session

ARTICLE 143
The Rev. C. Groot leads in prayer, after Synod has sung
No. 207 -of the New Christian'n Hymnal. ’

ARTICLE 144
Continuation of the Report of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee on Protests (Group II):

II- PROTEST D. KRAMER, SR.

Dit is een protest tegen “het invoeren der afzonderlijke

bekertjes” (individual communion cups).

~
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De broeder protesteert tegen het besliit der Synode van
1918 en dat van de Synode van 1920 aangaande deze zaak
(cf. Acta 1918, p. 44; Acta 1920, p. 129).

Uwe Commissie adviseert de Synode den protestant te
_antwoorden:

a. Dat de Synode der Chr. Geref. Kerk zich opzettelijk
heeft onthouden van het geven van uitspraken of het
maken van bepalingen in zake het invoeren der afzon-
derlijke bekertjes, ofschoon zij daartoe meermalen '
werd verzocht. Zij handhaafde steeds haar ingeno-
men standpunt, dat deze zaak behoort tot de middel-

.matige dingen, waarover elke kerkeraad afzonderlijk
heeft te beslissen.

b. Hieruit volgt, dat de protestant met deze zaak zich bij
zijn kerkeraad moet vervoegen, indien hij bezwaard
is over de wijze van avondmaalwermg in eigen ge-

meente:

¢. Het verzoek van den protestant, dat “de Synode zich

. stipt zal houden aan het eerstgenoemde in het besluit,
om er geen bepaling van te maken,” berust op mis-
verstand. De Synode heeft zich juist stipt gehouden
aan haar besluit, om’ geene bepaling te maken, en hetf-
geen daarop volgt dient ter staving van dit stand-
punt en is daarmede volkomen in' overeenstemmmg

Aangenomen

IV. PROTEST JACOB H. HOEKSTRA

This is a protest against the doctrine of common grace
as expressed in the three points, adopted by the Synod of
1924.

In this document the brother argues, or aims to argue,
against the doctrinal position on common grace, as formu-
lated by the Synod of 1924. -Throughout, the protest mis-
apprehends the declarations of that Synod.

Nore: This protest, together with the reply formulated by
the Pre-advisory Committee, is preserved in the archives of
Synod.

Your Committee advises Synod:.

1. To state that it can not be the duty of Synod, at this
late date, to expose in détail such misrepresentations
of the declarations of 1924; much less, on their basis,

/
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to reconsider the declaratlons which the protestant
attacks.
2. To send a copy of this deasmn, ‘together with the re-
ply of the Pre-advisory Committee, to the brother.
Adopted. (Continued in Art. 166.)

ARTICLE 145

‘ Contmuatlon of the Report of the Pre- -advisory Com-
mittee on Church Order and Emerltz Matters (cf Art.
- 119):

VIII. Instructie van Classis Wisconsin in zake her-
roeping van Besluit 1928.
- Classis Wisconsin komt met het vriendelijk en tevens
_dringend verzoek om het besluit der Synode van 1928, te
vindeén op bladzijde 134 der Acta en luidende: <dat voor-
taan een nominatie door een kerkeraad waarop de naam of
namen voorkomen van een predikant of predikanten uit
eene andere Kerk dan de Chr. Geref., zulk een nominatie
de¢ goedlieuring moet hebben niet alleen van den Consu-
lent maar ook van de genabuurde Deputaten ad Exami-
na,” te herroepen. Gronden:

1. Dat besluit is in strijd met Artikel 30 onzer K. O. in
verband met Artikel 5 en zelfs ook Artikel 9.

2. Het geeft den consulent een autocratische macht die
met zijn consulentschap geheel in strijd is en dringt
den consulent iets op waarover eerst de Classis zeker
te beschikken heeft.

3. Eene Synode heeft geene bevoegdheid over door een
Classis aangestelden consulent. ,

4. De verhouding is onbillijk, één consulent tegenover

drie deputaten, eene onbillijkheid in strijd met Art.
84 onzer K. O.;en =

5. In alle andere gevallen hebben deputaten ad examina
“slechts “adviseerende stem,” het besluit van 1928 kent
hun in deze zaak een “beslissende stem” toe, en dat
zelfs geheel buiten de betrokken Classis om.

Op bovengenoemde gronden‘ verzoekt Classis Wisconsin
herroeping van het besluit van 1928. 4
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Uwe Commissie, na overweging van bovenstaande in-
structie, stelt aan de Synode voor, het bewuste besluit van
1928 te wijzigen als volgt: o

“Dat voortaan een nominatie door een kerkeraad,
“waarop de naam of namen voorkomen van een pre-
dikant uit een andere Kerk dan de Christelijke Gere-
formeerde, zulk een nominatie de goedkeuring moet
hebben niet alleen van de Classis, of van dem consu-,
lent namens de Classis, maar ook van de genabuurde
Deputaten ad Examina.”
Grond: Het oorspronkelijke .besluit sluit thk-
baar de Classis er buiten zonder goede redenen (cf.
Artt. 4, 5, K. 0.).

A angenomen.-

IX. Reports of Classical Examiners.

The following Classical Examiners report that they have
attended the classical examinations of the Candidates men-
tioned and have approved their admission to the ministry:
Revs. A. B. Voss, P. De Koekkoek, and A. Wassink—Candd.
Gerrit Vander Ziel and L. Voskuil; Revs. J. J. Werkman,
A. B. Voss, and (A. Guikema)—Cand. J. Zwaanstra; Revs. E.
Boeve, A. B. Voss, D. Hollebeek—Cand. R. Heynen; Revs, E.
Boeve and D. Hollebeek—Cand. D." H. Walters; Revs. L.
Veltkamp, E. J. Krohne, and C. De Leeuw—Cand. H. Van
der Klay; Revs, L. Veltkamp, E. J. Krohne, and G. J. Haan
—Cand. C. Schoolland;. Revs. E. Boeve, D. Hollebeek, and

. A. Wassink—Candd. W. Van Rees and H. Zwaanstra; Revs.

D. Hollebeek, E. Boeve, and A. Guikema—Cand. C. Van _

~ Dyk; Revs. A. B. Voss, and J. Gritter—Cand. J. Griffioen;
"Revs. L. Veltkamp, E. J. Krohne, and Z. J. Sherda—Cand.

P. Spoolstra; Revs. L. Veltkamp, Z. J. Sherda, and Dr. Y. P.
De Jong—Cand. S. Vroon; Revs. Z. J. Sherda, L. Veltkamp,
and E. J. Krohne—Cand. J. Bult; Revs. Z. J. Sherda, Wm.
Terpsma,”and Dr. Y. P. De Jong—Cand. W. Haverkamp;
Revs. Z. J. Sherda and L. Veltkamp-—Cand. J. H. Schaal;
Revs. E. J. Krohne, L. J. Lamberts, and Dr. Y. P. De Jong—
Cand. S. Miersma; Revs. L. Ypma, P. De Koekkoek, and A.

. Wassink—Cand. R. Wezeman; Revs. J. M. Voortman, P. De

Koekkoek, and J. Gritter—Cand. P. J. Dahm; Revs. S. P. El-



134 CHRISTIAN REFORMED CHURCH

dersveld, W. Terpsma, and C. De Leeuw—Cand. J. P. Smith;
Revs. J. Timmerman, D. De Beer, and C. De Leeuw—Candd.
H. H. Schultz and J. Van Bruggen; Revs, L. Veltkamp, E. J.

* Krohne, and G. J. Haan—Cand. M. Keuning; Revs. E. J.
Krohne, L. Veltkamp, and Dr. Y. P. De Jong—Cand. D.
Grasman.

In a few instances the required three synodical delegates
were not present. In practically every case this can be
explained because of a desire to reduce expenses.

"Received as, information.

X. ;‘Laymen” on Committees.

Classis Illinois sent the following overture:

Synod make it a rule to appoint or elect a person on not
more than one board or commiitee unless absolutely nec-
essary or unavoidable; this rule especially to be applied to

_our “laymen.” Grounds:

1. The Lord in' His grace has given our Church many
richly endowed and capable men, and we should as
~much as possible make use of their various talents.

‘2. Using diversified gifts and talents always creates
greater interest in and more devotion to the various
causes. : ) )

3. Board or committee work is always extra labor, and
by loading too much upon the shoulders of one man,
one may.take away too much time from his God-given
task and calling,

* 4, In the past too much time has been required from a
comparatively small group of “laymen.”

+ 5. In relieving from extra work, the Synod should take
into consideration men who are giving much time to
not strictly denominational undertakings, such as the
Psychopathic Hospital, Bethesda Sanatorium, Goffle
Hill Sanatorium, and institutions of secondary edu-
cation. ‘

Your committee begs to recommend:

1. Synod do not accede to the request of Classis Illinois,
viz. to adopt such a rule. Grounds:
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a. We have no control over the talents which God
gives to men. To some He gives few, to others He
grants many, enabling them to do many tasks well. .

b. Synod should not bind itself and future Synods by
such a rule.

Adopted.

2. Synod suggest that Commlttees on Appointments d]-
versify the membership of the various Committees, in
order that we may, as much as p-os:sible, make use of
all the talents God has given to our membership, and
not to place too heavy a burden upon a few members.

Adopted.

XI. Report of Evangelization Committee (Agenda I,
p. 4 ff).

Your Commlttee, having duly considered this Report
comes with the following recommendations:

1. That Synod accept this Report as mformatlon, and
thank the Committee for its splendid work.

Adopted.

2. That Synod urge upon the churches the serious study
of this material, including the minority report

Adopted.

3. That Synod order the printing of this material in
pamphlet form for distribution among our people at
cost price, the initial cost to be borne by our Synod-
ical Treasury, and the distribution to be carried out -
by the Publication Committee.

Adopted.

s

- XII. Overture of Classis Sloux Center in re.Synodical
Committee.

. “Classis Sioux Center having become cognizant of a let-
ter of the Clerk of Synod to the Stated Clerk of Classis, -

begs Synod to express its disapproval of the irregularity on

the part of the Synodical Committee in urging the various

- Classes to act contrary to the Church Order and the deci-

. sion of Synod of 1932 in re delegates to Synod.”

In answer to the above overture your Committee begs
Synod to express itself as follows:
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“Synod declare .that though the suggestion of the Synod-
ical Committee was canonically incorrect and hence subject
- to disapproval, nevertheless, in consideration of the circum-
stances, Synod.acquiesce in the action of the Commlttee

Adopted.

XIII. Overture of Classis Sioux Center in re Benedic-
tion.

De Classis verzoekt de Synode advies te geven aangaande \
het volgende:

‘Bij welke gelegenheid (of gelegenheden) is het naar onze
. Gereformeerde opvatting dat de Zegen, zooals wij die ge-.
woon zijn aan het einde onzer diensten, zal uitgesproken
worden? Zal men het alleen doen daar waar bediening des
Woords, onder toezicht van een plaatselijke Kerkeraad'

-+ plaats had? Of mag het ook bij andere gelegenheden ge-

beuren, b. v. bij het sluiten van een huwelijk, op school-
vergaderingen, op zendmgsfeesten‘? Gronden voor dit
verzoek: '

1. In de Amerikaansche kerkwereld is men zeer vrij en
kwistig in het uitspreken van den Zegen; zelfs bij ge-
legenheden die kwalijk een beslist godsdienstige kleur

. hebben, geschiedt het. Niet gaarne zagen we dat onze
kerken hierin gingen volgen. Daarom achten wij het
. gewenscht dat de Synode de juiste lijnen aangeve.

2. Er schijnt in de praktijk geen eenheid te zijn onder

ons.aangaande deze zaak.

Your Committee recommends that the following be -
-adopted: ‘

The Benedlctlon hke the Salutation, is, by common con-
sent of the Christian Church of all ages, to be pronounced °
only upon those assemblies of God’s people in which they,.
with' their children, meet with God for the spec1fic purpose
of corporate worship.

Adopted.

‘ ‘ [
XIV. Owerture of Classis Sioux Center in re “Schools”
in Art, 41, C. O. ‘
. “Waar op de classicale vergaderingen bij de rondvraag
naar Art. 41 der K. O. ook gevraagd wordt of de scholen



AcTé or . Synop, 1934 137

onderhouden worden; en waar dit begrip “scholen” blijk-
baar door velen onderscheiden wordt opgevat, zoodat som-
migen daardoor verstaan de lagere Ghr. Scholen, en ande-
ren ook of alleen middelbare of hoogere Chr. Scholen; en
waar dit verschil van opvatting somtijds op classicale ver-
gaderingen aanleiding geeft tot onaangename discussies en
misverstand; en waar door dat feit de rondvraag naar Art.
41 verzwakt wordt en de steun voor het Chr Onderwijs
" verzwakt wordt:

* Dringt de Classis er bij de Synode op aan om een Comm
te benoemen om op. de volgende Synode te rapporteeren
over deze vragen: ‘

a. Welke scholen bij de rondvraag naar Art. 41 bedoeld
zijn.

b. Wat er verstaan moet worden door “De Scholen on- ,
derhouden”; of dit ziet op het hebben en onderhouden
van een plaatselijke school, of op medewerking aan
scholen buiten eigen gemeente, zooals Calvin College
en Seminarie of andere. '

. ¢. Wat de Classis heeft te doen indien men naar het oor-
- deel der - Classis niet naar vermogen arbeidt tot het
onderhouden van zulke scholen.’

Your Committee recommends that such a commlttee be
appointed. °

Ground: . Although the question what is meant by
“Schools” in Art. 41, C. O., can be answered definitely by a
reference to Art. 21, nevertheless, because in this overture
the question of the relation of the Church to the School is
raised, it will be of benefit to the churches that such a com-
mittee be appointed. There is much uncertainty and vague-
ness in the minds of our people in regard to this question.
A thorough study of this matter may do much fo take away
doubts and bring about desired clarlty

Adopted.. (Art. 169.)

- XV. Overture of Classis Pella in re Church Affiliation
in China.
A. Classis Pella, vernomen hebbende wit het 1apport
van haren deputaat voor de Heldenzendmg, dat er twijfel
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bestaat of de kerken die onder ’s Heeren zegen op ons zen-
dingsterrein in China door onze actie tot openbaring wor-
den gebracht, met onze kerken zullen verbonden blijven, —
_dringt er bij de Synode op aan uit te spreken, dat onze Mis-
sionaire Dienaren des Woords geroepen zijn de institueering
van dergelijke kerken voor te bereiden met dien verstande,
dat ze als Christelijke Gereformeerde kerken worden ge-
organiseerd en met onze kerkengroep verbonden b]ijven
De Classis, overtuigd dat ons kerkell]k leven in China
_niet gecopieerd kan worden naar dat in ons land, verzoekt
de Synode maatregelen te nemen om de noodige formulie-
ren te ontwerpen, vooral voor de bediening van den Doop
en het Avondmaal, en om de Kerkenorde voor China zoo in
te richten, dat gerekend wordt met de toestanden aldaar.

B. At the June meeting (1934) the Board of Missions ex-
pressed itself as follows: .

“Since an overture from one of our Classes on the sub-
ject appears on the Agenda of Synod, the Board expressed
- itself as being delighted to turn over to Synod the above
mentioned report on the subject of Church organization in
China. Furthermore it suggests to Synod that a'Committee
be appointed to be composed in part of members of the
Board and in part by outsiders to deliberate on conclusions
to be placed before our Synod of 1936.”

C. Your Committee has also read the report in re this
matter submitted by our Chinese mission force. This re-
port contained the following advice:

“We advise the linking up of our future churches as soon
as possible, with the Chu Huei (Classis) of the Church of |
the Elders in China, commonly known as ‘The Presbyterian

Church of Christ in China’.”
"~ This advice was adopted by the Chinese MISSIOII force
‘to be submitted to the Board.
1. Your Committee recommends that Synod follow

~ the suggestion of the Board given above. Ground:

. Adopting the overture of Classis Pella would mean tak-
ing a step contrary to the advice of our own Chinese Mis-
sion force. This should no be done except after deliberate
consideration of the matter. (Art. 169.)




Acrts oF Synop, 1934 139

2. In re the second part jof .the overture of Classis Pella

. your Committee recommends that this'be laid on the table

until the matter of church affiliation has been decided upon.
"~ Adopled.

XVI. Mission Order.

The following material, dealing with the Mission Order,
has been submitted for consideration:

 A. The Report of the Mission Order Committee (Agenda
11, p. 308).

B. An overture of Classis Pacxﬁc (Agenda I1, pp. x-xi).

C. An overture of Classis Pella (Agenda II, pp. xi-xii).

The advice of your Committee follows:

1. We recommend that Synod receive the report of the
committee ad hoc as information.

Adopted.

. 2. Further we draw Synod’s attention to point 4 of the
report and recommend that Synod express itself as follows:

~ That Synod should express itself, on what principle it de-
sires that mission work should be conducted, is out of order.
This has been done in the past, in 1912 in the adopted
Mission Order, and in 1924, Acts, p. 74, when in connection
with the work in China the work of revision of the Order
of 1912 was begun. This principle has never been repealed;
Synod has never been overtured to do so; hence this prin-
ciple stands ynimpaired, Any committee chosen is ex- -
pected to follow out this pr1nc1ple ’

Adopted.

3. The following requests are found in the ahove over-
tures:

a) That the new Mission Order shall maintain the prin-
' ciple that “de zending door de kerken gedreven
worde.”

. b) That the leading principles be stated.

¢) That the Mission Order be revised durmg Synod as
much as possible.

d) That all decision contrary to the principle be repealed.
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In answer to these two overtures your Committee rec-
ommends:
1) In reply to a and b above, Synod refer to the declar-
ation of 2, above.

2) In reply to ¢ and d above, Synod appoint a new Com-
mittee whose task it shall be to adapt our Mission
Order to present-day mission conditions, on the basis
of the already accepted principle (cf. 2, above).

Adopted. (Continued in Art. 168.)

ARTICLE 146
This session is closed with prayer and thanksgiving by
Elder L. Moes.. ‘

THURSDAY MORNING, JUNE 28
Twenty-first Session

o ARTICLE 147 - ‘ ‘
The Rev. J. M. Dykstra leads Synod in prayer, after the
singing of Psalm 119:3 (Dutch Psalter).
ARTICLE 148
"The Roll Call shows all members to be present.

ARTICLE 149

‘The minutes of the nineteenth and ‘the twentieth
sessions are read by the Clerk, and adopted by Synod.

’ ARTICLE 150. )
Synod now takes in hand the Report of the Pre-advisory
Committee on the Divorce Question, the Rev. H. J. Trie-
zenberg serving as reporter,

ESTEEMED BRETHREN:

Your Committee, having carefully read and discussed
_ the report of the Comrmttee on the divorce problem
" (Agenda II, pp. 229- 252), as well as the minority report
submitted by Dr. C. Bouma (Agenda 11, pp. 259-305), ad-
vises as follows:

I. Symod receive both reports for information.

Adopted.
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II. Synod express its appreciation for the thorough and
extensive reports rendered. o
Adopted. '

III, We call Synod’s attention to the following points
on which the two reports agree: '

1. Both declare that on the basis of Scripture marriage
must be regarded as in its- very nature indissoluble, nor-
mally broken only by death (Maj.: Agenda II, p. 243, par.
2; min. p. 289, III, A, 1; cf. p. 263, par. 1). ‘

2. Both insist that breaking the marriage tie by a di-
-vorce on unbiblical grounds is a grievous sin before God.
Both, moreover, proceed from the traditional stand of
our Church that only fornication (adultery) gives the
innocent party the right to obtain a divorce and contract
a ng,)w marriage (Maj., bottom p. 243 ff.; min., p. 290, III,
A, 5). :

3. "‘Both hold that in the case of an unscriptural divorce
without remarriage the tie remains valid and intact (Maj.,
p- 243, middle of p.; min., p. 289, III, A, 2).

Received as information.

IV. We direct Synod’s attention to the following points
on which the two reports differ: , '

1. The status of the guilty party in a biblical divorce
whose former mate has remarried.

Report holds that this party is free from the original
marriage bond and does not commit adultery if he (or
she) remarries (p. 244, last part of par. 1).

The minority opinion is that such a guilty party is still
morally bound (before God) to the former marriage part-
ner and commits adultery if he (or she) marries again
(p. 275, top of p.).

2. The status of one who is a party to an unbiblical
divorce but'whose former mate has remarried first.

The Report holds that such a party, though he may be
grievously guilty (in the matter of the divorce) is then
no longer bound by the former marriage tie and does not
commit adultery, if he, or she, remarries (p. 245, middle

- of p. 250, ¢, d). ' > : ’

- The Minority Report contends that such a party is still+

 bound in some sense by the former marriage tie and com-
mits adultery by remarrying (p. 279 C, 287, 290 under 8). |

4
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* 3.. The status of one who has been a party to an un-
biblical divorce and is the first to remarry (to another .

party). .
" The stand of the Report is that such a person most cer-
tainly commits adultery by thus remarrying; but that the
marriage itself, though begun in adultery, cannot be re-
garded as a constant living in adultery. This implies that
the church must ask repentance and confession both for
that person’s guilt (if any) in the unbiblical divorce, and
in the adulterous act of contracting a second marriage.
But it also implies that the church must acquiesce in this
second marriage, since the first has been broken by di-
vorce and (subsequent) adultery (p. 250, e).

The.minority position is that such a marriage may not
be recognized by the church since it is a constant living in
sin (p. 287, E). This is so because “the original mar-.
riage tie is not dissolved for anyone except the innocent
party in a divorce on biblical ground. And so we are
justified in concluding from our preceding argument.that
such persons cannot be admitted to church membership,
however much they may protest their sincerity as repent-
ant sinners.” (p. 287.)

Received as information.

V. We recommend the ladop;tion of the following:

1. Parties illegitimately divorced (i. e. on some ground
other than adultery) make themselves guilty of an unlaw-
ful breaking of the sacred tie of marriage. They must
truly repent of this sin, confess it, and do all in their
power to restore the tie broken before the State (but not
before God), if they are to enjoy the rights and privileges
of church membership. (Ma]. report, p. 249 (a).)

Ground: Mt. 5:32, Mt. 19:9, Mk. 10:11, 12, Lk. 16:18.

2, The party guilty of adultery (on the ground of
which the mate obtains a divorce) must truly repent of
this grievous sin and confess it before the church, if he
(she) is to enjoy the privileges of church membership.

Ground: The Church requires such confession for all

grievous breaches of the moral law, especially if

they are public and have given offense and sorrow

to God’s people. : _
8. The guilty party in a biblical divorce cannot be
regarded as still bound by the marriage tiec which for the
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. innocent party is broken; consequently he does not be-
come subject to Church discipline (after he has confessed
his sin) when he remarries. '

Ground: )

(a) Scripture nowhere explicitly teaches that the tie,
dissolved for the innocent party, is still binding for

, the guilty party. '
" (b) For theexercise of discipline scriptural warrant -
- must be present.

(c¢) It is impossible to state in what respect such a
guilty party is still bound by that original marriage
tie. The former marriage partner has made use of
his (her) biblical right and has severed this tie.
Thereafter the marriage does not exist anymore.

(d) This becomes especially evident when the innocent
party contracts a new marriage, binding before
God and the Church as well as for the State. If
we then claim that the guilty party is still bound by
that original marriage, we say in effect that he (or
she) is bound to one who-before God and the
Church is the wife of another.

4. The adulterous act of contracting a second marriage
‘after unbiblical divorce severs the original marriage tie
for the same reason that adultery before divorce does;
consequently the second party to remarry does not be-
come subject to church discipline for contracting a new
marriage.

Ground: There is no scriptural evidence to the con-

trary and for discipline there must be a scriptural
ground. ‘ /

5., The party that remarries first after unbiblical di-
vorce and thus begins his second marriage by an act of
adultery must confess this sin and manifest sincere re-
pentance, and can then no longer be shown to be subject
to church discipline.

Ground:

(a) Scripture nowhere states that such a marriage,
though begun in adultery, is a living in constant
adultery. The marriage of Herod to Herodias can-
not be cited to the contrary, since this was a case of
incest. Cf. Mk. 6:18: It is not lawful for thee-to

_ have thy brother’s wife. ‘
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(b) We must recognize the authority of the State in its

own sphere unless we are forbidden by Scripture
to do so. Since Scripture nowhere says that such a
marriage, tho begun in adultery, is illegitimate; we -
can in this case. recognize and submit to the
authority of the State which holds this marriage to
be valid. ‘ ’

(¢) To ask of such a party to leave his or her legally

married second mate would be asking himx (or her)
to repeat the sin of unbiblical divorce.

(d) The minority position on this point that such par-

ties cannot meet the conditions of repentance
amounts to saying that for this class of sinners
there is no forgiveness, except perhaps for one of
-them after the other dies. The one that dies first
‘dies in sin, never properly repented of, since he
(she) could not meet the conditions of repentance,
This is contrary to the very heart and spiril of the
'gospel, in which Christ calls all kinds of sinners to
himself, and which declares that blasphemy against
the Holy Ghost is the only sin, for which there is"
no forgiveness. ’ . :

~ P.S. The Chairman of our committee, the Rev. H.
- Baker, cannot subseribe to V, 5, and will hand in a minor-
ity opinion with respect to this point.
Received as information.

Synod now hears the minority opinion, which reads as
follows: :
. “The undersigned is in agreement with the advice pro-
posed in 1, 2, 3, and 4, but is not ready to indorse the
advice given in 5 above. He is persuaded that the grounds
adduced in a, b, ¢, and d are not conclusive.

Reasons:

- L

The committee states in ground “a” “Scripture does
not state that this marriage, though begun in adul-
tery is a living in adultery.” It takes for granted

. that this conclusion is proved. The matter with

which it deals is the pivotal question on which
opinions have been divided and the mere statement
given in ground “a” will not convince anyone as
settling the matter in dispute.

)
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2. Ground “b” also proceeds from the assumption that
. Seripture does not state that this marriage is a living
. inadultery. It concludes that “Since Scripture is
silent on this point” we may consider that marriage
to be valid in the sphere of the churcii. Whether or
not “we are clearly forbidden” to recognize such a
marriage as valid ,in the sphere -of the church is a
matter of dispute. To assume that Scripture is
silent on this point is “begging the question” i.e.
~assuming the conclusion to be proved.

3. Grounds “c” and “d” propound practical objections
.to a denial of recognition of the validity of this
second marriage in the sphere of the church. The
undersigned holds that a consideration of the con-
ditions upon which such as are the guilty parties in
the marriage referred to above may retain their
membership in ‘or be admitted to the church, can
only be given when the tolerable state of such a mar-
riage and the validity of that marriage in the sphere
of the church have been established.

In view of the fact that the advice in 5 above is based

.on the assumed silence of Scripture and the claim that

the Church must recognize as valid in the sphere of the
Church the marriage referred to in 5 above, and neither
have been proved, -

And in view of the fact that before Synod can take a
stand in this matter more light is needed, the undersigned
advises that Synod:

1. Continue the Committee on Divorce.

2. Instruct its committee to advise Synod with re-
spect to: .

a. The legitimacy of the marriage referred to. above
inb

b. The propriety of recognizing the validity of such a
marriage in the sphere of the church. .
' R (Signed) HENRY BAKER.”
Received as information.

\ Your committee further informs Synod that a letter has
been received from the consistory of the First Englewood
‘church, Chicago, in which the "consistory expresses its
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agreement with the minority report of Dr. Bouma (Agen-
da 11, pp. 259-305).
Received as information.

The question as to method of procedure arising, the
President rules as follows:

“Since the recommendations of the Pre-advisory Com-
mittee differ considerably from those of the Committee
appointed by the previous Synod, the proposals of the
latter shall have precedence over those of the Pre-
‘advisory Committee (Rules for Synodical Procedure,
V, B, 3). :

Moved and carried to limit the debate on this matter,
and to give an equal amount of time to each of the Re-
ports. :

The Rev. G. Hoeksema, reporter of the Commlttee,
speaks in defense of the Report and the advice of the
Committee; Dr. C. Bouma in defense of his minority
opinion,

It is moved and carried to close the debate, and to vote .
by roll call. The result is as follows: 25 yeas and 43 nays,
and one not voting. The advise of the Report is declared
- rejected.

- A motion is now introduced to adopt the minority ad-
vice of Dr. C. Bouma.

. After considerable discussion, it is moved and carried
to lay this motion on the table.

The following motion is now made: Synod decides to
appoint a Committee to consider the practical application
. of the principle adopted by the Synod of 1890 .and re-
affirmed by the Synod of 1908, this Committee also to con-
sider the minority report and both the reports of the
‘Pre-advisory Committee of this Synod, and to present its
" conclusions to thé Synod of 1936. \

Adopted.
R
To your Committee was entrusted also a protest of Mr.

Frederick Nymeyer against the. divorce decision of the
Synod of 1932 (Acts, pp. 178-180).
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1. Your Committee finds that this protest is legally be-
fore Synod.
Received as information.

2. Your Committee further advises Svnod

a. Not to sustain this protest.

b. To send a copy of this part of our Report, con-
taining our analysis of the protest, our reply, and
the grounds upon which it is based, to the pro-
testant. .

Adopted.

. Nore: This protest, together with the. Report of the Pre-
advisory Committee, is preserved in the archives of Synod.

ARTICLE 151

This session is closed by Elder P. A. Westra with prayer
‘and thanksgiving. - '

THURSDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 28
Twenty-second Segsion

ARTICLE 152

Synod unites in singing Psalter No. 81, and is led in
prayer by Dr. M. J. Wyngaarden.

ARTICLE 153
The Report of the Pre-advisory,Committee on the
Psalter-Hymnal and Doctrinal Standards is now taken in
hand. The Rev. J. Weidenaar serves as reporter.

ESTEEMED BRETHREN : ‘

. Your Committee advises, first of all, that the Rev. H. J.
\ Kulper acting chairman of the Psalter-Hymnal Committee,

be given the privileges of the floor on any and all matters

pertaining to this Report. .

Adopted.

. Your Committee received the followmg—named docu-
‘ments:

1. 0verture of Classis Pacific (Agenda II, p. XXIV):
“De. Classis besluit de Synode te verzoeken om de Hol-
landsch-sprekende gemeenten onzer Kerk de vrijheid te
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geven om de gezangen, die op de laatste Synode der Geref.
kerken 1n Nederland zijn aangenomen, in: den eeredienst te
zingen.”

Your Committee advises that Synod accede to the request
of Classis Pacxﬁc by granting our IIolland—speaklng churches
‘the permission “om de gezangen, die op de laatste Synode
der Geref. kerken in Nederland zijn aangenomen, in den
eeredienst te zingen” in accord with the synodical decisions
pertaining to the use of hymns for public worship.

1. These hymns have been carefully selected and ap-

proved for public worship by the Reformed churches
of the Netherlands.

2. It is out of the question for our Church to adopt a col- -
lection of Dutch hymns of our own.

3. Your Committee has investigated these hymns and
finds them to be an excellent collection.

‘ Adopted.

II. Report of the Commillee for the Publication of the
Psalter-Hymnal (Agenda I, pp. 84-97), and an overture of
. Classis Holland (not in the Agenda), the latter as follows:

“Classis Holland overtures Synod not to eliminate No. 70,

“Though Your Sins Be As Scarlet,” from the proposed Psal-

ter-Hymnal. Reasons:

1. Because it is thoroughly evangelical.

2. Because the words of this hymn are very appropriate
for many occasions, such as preparatory service and

communion. :

Because it is a favorite song of many of God’s people.-

4. Because the objections to the tune presented in the
Report, page 90, are not important.”

\

‘w

A. Your Committee advises that Synod .recéive these.
matters as information.

Adopted.

B. Your Committee advises that Synod approve of the
elimination of ten of these twelve hymns, viz., Nos. 1, 2, 4,
5,6,8,9,10, 11, and 12.
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1) Nos. 1, 4,5, 6,8,9,10, 11, and 12,
" a. Some, because the music is inferior or too difficult
for congregational use or not sufficiently attractive.
b. Others, because of the restricted use they will
have among us due to their occasional character.
2) No. 2, because

a. The objection has been raised that a wrong use
may be made of it.

b. Of its brevity — it has only one sfanza.

3) Because the collection of hymns the Psalter-Hymnal -

Committee proposes as a substitute is preferable since
they are more popular and familiar. (Cf. G. of this
:Report.)

Adopted.

"~ C. Your Committee advises that Synod retain hymn
No. 3, “I Will Sing Of My Redeemer.”. :

1) It is thoroughly evangelical.
2) It is a favorite of many of God’s people
Adopted.

D. Your Committee advises that Synod retain, hymn
" No. 7, “Though Your Sins Be As Scarlet.”

1) It is thoroughly evangelical.

2) The words are appropriate for special occasions, such
as preparatoryservice and communion.

3) Itis a favorite of many of God’s people.

4) The objections to the tune can be removed by a re-
vised harmonization.

Adopted.

- E. Your Committee advises Synod to approve of the
substitution of “He Leadeth Me, O Blessed Thought ” for
~“In the Cross of Christ I Glory.”
1) The elimination of “In the Cross of .Christ I Glory
is in harmony with Synod’s exprcssed desire that no

hymn of Unitarian authorship should be used (cf.
Acts 1932, pp. 133, 136, 137).

N

w
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9) “He Leadeth Me, O Blessed Thought ” should be re-
tained because:’
a. It is a deeply spiritual hymn loved by our people.

b. It was previously omitted only for the sake of ex- -

.pediency and not because of, any objection upon
doctrinal grounds.

F. Your Committee advises that Synod approve of the
substitution of “O Worship the King” for “Father in
Heaven, Whose Love Profound.”

1) - “Father in Heaven, Whose Love Profound’ should be' .

eliminated because, the words and tune being unfe-
miliar, this hymn will probably never gain favor in
our churches.

"2) “O Worship the King” should be retained because:

a. The objection that it does not bear a N. T. stamp
is not weighty enough i in view of the fact that this
hymn is, moreover,

. b. “genuine poetry, majestic, thoroughly Calvmlstxc
in sentlment and sung to one of our finest tunes,
Lyons.” (Agenda I, p. 92.) -

Ado pted

G. Your Committee advises Synod to approve of the

substitution of eleven of the thirteen hymns as found on -

pp. 93-97 of Agenda I, viz,, these hymns:
. Silent Night! Holy Night!
‘While Shepherds Watched Their Flocks By Night
Christ is Risen! Hallelujah!
Angels, Roll the Rock Away!
Dwell in Me, O Blessed Spirit!
I Am a Stranger Here, Within a Foreign Land
I Love to Tell the Story |
Out of My Bondage, Sorrow, and Night
‘What a Friend We Have in Jesus
Come, For the Feast is Spread ,
Come, Ye Sinners, Poor and Needy

These hymns are:
. 1) doctrinally sound, »
- 2) familiar