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PREFACE 

T HIS Agenda for the 1937 Synod, containing Reports, 
list of synodical delegates, overtures, list of protests, 

etc. 
Tuesday evening, June 8, 1937, at 8:00 o'clock, D. V., 

PRAYER MEETING FOR SYNOD in the LaGrave Ave. 
Church of Grand Rapids, led by the Rev. H. J. Kuiper, 
president of the Synod of 1936. 

Wednesday, June 9th, at 10:00 a. m., in the Calvin 
College library, the president formally opens the synod
ical meeting with an opening address, prayer and roll 
call. ' 

According to established custom, our local churches are 
'requested to prayerfully remember, on the preceding 

Sabbath, the forthcoming meeting of our Synod. 

VOORWOORD 

DEZE Agenda, Vaal' de 1937 Synode, bevat rapporten 
die volgens opdracht del' vorige synodale vergader

ing werden samengesteld, een lijst del' synodale deputat
en, voorstellen va or de Synode, lijst van protesten, enz. 

Aan den avond van Dinsdag, 8 Juni, 1937, te acht ure, 
wordt, D. V., in het kerkgebouw del' LaGrave Ave. ge
meente te Grand Rapids, het SYNODALE BIDUUR ge
houden, geleid door Ds. H. J. [{uiper, president del' 
Synode VWI 1936, die den vo/genden morgen, Woensdag, 
9 Juni, te tien ure des voormiddags, op formeele wijze 
de Synode opent met toespl'aak, gebed, enz. In de Calvin 
College bibliotheek. 

Onze kerken worden, ouder'yewoonte, verzocht om den 
Zondag te voren, de belangen del' Synode aan den H eere 
op te dragen in den gebede. ' 

c ~~-. 
737 Madison Ave., S. E., Grand Rapids, Mich., U. S. A. 



AGENDA 
REPORTS 

REPORT I. 

REPORT OF THE AMERICAN BIBLE SOCIETY 
REPRESENTATIVE. 

1'0 the Synod ot 1937. 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

A s YOUR delegate to the American Bible Society, we 
present for consideration the following brief report. 

On December 2nd, 1936, we attended the eighteenth 
annual meeting of the Advisory Council held in the new 
headquarters of the Society at Park Avenue and 57th Street, 
New York. Representatives from thirtty denominations 
were present; six others were prevented from coming. 

During the course of the past year, we sent another form 
letter in behalf of this worthv cause to all the ministers of 
the Church. That it bore fruit is evident from the num
ber of gifts that were sent to the Society. The list s'hows 
seventy-six donations amounting in all to $1,015.05. More
over, there were several gifts listed iIi January and Febru
ary of this year which actually belong to 1936 but came in 
too late for lis,ting in the Society's books. If these were 
added, it wouk! perhaps, raise the total to about $1,400.00. 
At any rale, we thank aIr (hose who gave so generously for 
th1s great missionary enterprise. 

It is gratifying to know that the Christian Reformed 
Church stood third highest in 1935 among thirty-two de
nominations in gifts received per thousand members. TIns 
figure was arrived at by calculatiug the numerical streugth 
of each denomination. We gave $20.00 per thousand mem
bers. Others who did better than we were tbe Reformed 
Presbyterian and the Northern Moravi::m Churches. This 
information was given out by the secretaries at the last 
general meeling of the Advisory Council. 
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Mo&t of the gifts sent by t'he churches and societies for 
the American Bible Society are sent through the hands of 
the Classical Treasmers. May. we kindly ask all donors to 
follow this same course. Then' at the end .of the year these 
items will appe!<r in the denominational Yearbook and a 
proper check Can be made between the annual reports of 
the Yearbook and the listings of the Society. This, book 
(the Yearbook) is carefully studied by the Society and some 
gifts are received from churches and societies but are not 
lis,ted in the reports of the Classical Treasurers. 

Again we heartily endorse the work of the American 
Bible Society to theehurches for continued moral and finan
cial support, and ask that Synod place it on the list of 
accredited causes. 

Respectfully submitted, 
JOHN BEEBE. 



To the. Synod of 1937. 

DEAR BRETHREN: 

REPORT II. 

T HE following statement was submitted to Classis Hud
son at its meeting of January 26, 1937. Classis ap

proved of it, and now snbmits it to the Syn:od. 

Statement of Assets and Liabilities of the Eastern Home 
Mission Board 

I. SEAMEN'S HOME 
ASSETS: 

Jan. 1, 1937 - Balance on hand ...... ______ . ___ ............ __ .. __ . ____ .$ 136.78 
Little Miami R. R. Stocks, 104 Shares............................ 8,320.00 
Mortgage of R. Leconche .......... __ ...... __ .......... ___ ., .. __ .............. 1,320.66 
Mortgage of Hattie and R. P. Meyer.............................. 2,500.00 
Share of $10,000 Mortgage, Bank St., N. Y. C............. 4,000.00 
Three-story Building, 334 River St., Hohoken ........... __ . 25,000.00 
Three-story Building, 210 Hudson St., Hoboken._ .. ______ 15,000.00 
Savings Account'; Cash and Real Estate. __ .. ____ ............ __ : 931.58 

TotaL. ................................................................. $57,209.02 

II. EASTERN HOME MISSION FUND 
LIABILITIES: 

Note of Monsey Cemetery ____ .. __ ............ __ .... $ 
Nate of Leonia Church Fund. ____ ................ . 
Cash, Monsey Cemetery Fund ....... ~ ........... _ 
Cash, Leconche Home .. _ ................................ . 
Cash, Classis Hackensack Fund ................. _ 

1,500.00 
2,518.69 

103.75 
136.79 
320.41 

Total Liabilities_ .... _ .................... $ 4,579.64 

. ASSETS: Callih on check account .............. __ ._$ 1,364.60 

C. SPOELHOF, S. C. 

Respectfully submitted, 
EASTERN HOME MISSION BOARD. 



REPORT III. 

REPORT OF THE SEAMEN'S HOME 

From January 1, 1936, to December 31, 1936, by the 
Eastern Home Mission Board 

To the Synod of 1937. 
ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

T HE work at the Seamen's Home, located at Hoboken 
N. J., has heen carried on during the past year by the 

same personnel. The Rev. A. H. Kort, pastor of the Hobo
ken church, conducted the gospel meetings' in the Home and 
supervised the missionary activity. Mr. E. Apol cared for 
the adminostrative duties and did the work of colporteur. 
Mr. and Mrs. C. Fisher continued in the capacity of janitor 
and matron. Monthly reports of the affairs, and activities 
of the Home have been made to thle Board. 

The personnel of the Board at present is as follows: the 
Rev. J. J. Hiemenga, President; the Rev. D. De Beer, Treas
UIler; Mr. J. Faber and Mr. J. De Boer, wi~h Mr. C. Van 
Genderen as alternate, representing Classis Hackensack; 
Rev. H. Bonma, Vice-President; Rev. Peter Holwerda, Secre
tary; Mr. F. De Haan and Mr. A. Kes representing Classis 
Hudson. The R€lVs. E. J. Van Halsema and P. Van Dyk 
were retired as Board members during the past year accordL 

ing to the rnles of Classis Hudson. Their co-operation was 
most pleasing. 

Rev. Kort's relationship to the Home for the carrying on 
of missionary activity is recorded in the Acts· of Synod of 
1936. In the fall of 1935 it was decided to pay Rev. Kort 
two hundred dollars for his labors. In the fall of 1936 this 
was raised to three hundred dollars (an increase of one hun
dred dollars) in order to more properly remunerate him. 

The Board at its March meeting decided to raise the sal
ary of Mr. E. Apol one hundred and sixty dollars, thus 
making h[s salary fourteen hundredl. dollars per year. At 
the same time the salary of Mr. and Mrs. C. Fisher was 
raised eighty dollars, thus making their salary twelve hun
dreddollars per year. 

The Home was inspected each month by a committee of 
the Board. Contact was thus closely maintained and a 
variety of snggestions resulted to the benefit. of the Home. 
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1100 Monthly Reports reveal that: 
71 gospel meetings were held with an attendance of 1,263. 

174 ships, 22.1 barges and other craft were visited. 
61 Bibles, 224 New Testaments, and 3,750 tracts and portions 

of Scripture were distributed. 
10 free beds and 146 free meals were provided. 

335 emigrants, 34 sailors, and 16 visitors were lodged. 
116 persons were assisted OIl outgoing ships. 
16 immigrants' were assisted, and one conversion was definitely 

reported. 

1. Finances. The Board has adopted the following Bnd" 
get for recommendation for the next year: 

A. EXPENDITURES: 
Salaries .. __ ... ___ .. ___ . ______ ." ............ ___________ ............... $2,900.0'0 
Gas and Electricity. ___ .. _____ . ____ .. _________ . _____ .. ___ ...... 300.00 
Coal ...................................................................... 213.00 
Repairs and Incidentals ...... ___ . __ .... _................. 500.00 
Water ....... ......................................................... 60.00 

TotaL. ............................................... $3,973.00 
E. ANTICIPATED INCOME: 

Revenue from the Home ....................... ___ .... _ ... $l,200.00 
Miami R. R. Stock (Dividends) ...................... 320.00 
Interest on Mortgages ........................... ____ ........ 400.00 

Total.. ................................................ $1,92lf.00 

Expenditures .. _ ..... _ ............................. $3,973.00 
Income .... _ ............ _ ... _ ..... _ ........ ' .......... _. 1,920.00 

Requested 0/ Synod .......................... $2,053.00 

2. Assets of the Seamen's Home: 
As of January 1, 1937-Balance on hand .. ____ ._ ... _ ... ___ ... $ 
104 Shares of Little Miami R. R. Stock. ..................... _ .. . 
Mortgage of H. R. P. Meyer ............... _ ............. . 
Mortgage of R. Leconche ................................................. . 
Share of $10,000 Mortgage on Bank St., N. Y., 

136.78 
8,320.00 
2,500.00 
1,320.00 

Property .... _ ........... _ ..................................................... " 4,000.00 
Three-story Building, 334 River St ........................... 25,000.00 
Three-story Building, 310 Hudson St ...................... __ .. 15,000.00 
Savings Account _............................................................... 931.58 

Total Assets .................................................. $57,209.02 
The Treasurer's books were audited by Mr. J. Zuidema and Mr. A. 

Vermeulen and found correct. 
PETER HOLWERDA, Sec.retary. 

The above report was approved by Classis Hackensack 
at its Spring meeting held at Preakness on March 16, 1937. 
On motion it was ordered sent to the Synod of 1937, to be 
held in Grand Rapids in June, 1937. 

. JOHN BEEBE, S. C. 



REPORT IV. 

REPORT OF THE PATERSON HEBREW MISSION 

To the Synod of 1937. 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

YOUR Board of the Paters'On Hebrew Mission is pleased 
to present the following report, which covers the 

work done from January 1, 1936, to December 1, 1936. 
We are glaccl t'O report that all the meetings in our Mis

sion were conducted in the usual and orderly way. In the 
past year we have again been privileged to present the mes
sage of salvation to the Jews. The atlitudeof the Jews, 
who come to our meetings, is one of reverence and consid
era tion. There was evidence that the messages from the 
Old and New Testaments were well received. The influence 
of preaching the gospel is noticed by the fact that Jewish 
men and women attend the meetings regularly. We ha¥e 
hael as mauIY as forty Jews in one meeting. When the 
"\veather is favorable we may usually count on an average 
of nineteen Jews. 

Our dispensary has also served a good purppse. A goodly 
number of patients were treated .. Dr. Dunning's untiring 
efforts to help us in this work were greatly appreciated. A 
gospel message was given at each meeting. The preaching 
of the Word, together with ministering to the physical 
needs of the patients, makes an impression on the Jewish 
mind. It reminds them of the fact that we are practicing 
what the Bible teaches with regard to Jove, sympathy, and 
patience. In the past year 629 patients! were treated, and 
the average audience was 19 Jews. 

The work which wasdlone in the women's class was prac
tical as well as profitahle. These Jewish women take much 
interest in their work, in the spiritual as well as in the ma
terial phase of the program. At each meeting a portion of 
Scriptnre is read and explained. They enjoy 1he lessons in 
the Old> Testament because these lessons bring back to 
them many stories they have learned as child~en. The aver
age attendance was nine Jewish women. 

The members who attend Hl'e Es,ther Cluh have been 
very faithfuL They are enthusiasticahout their work. They 
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enjoy reading portions of Scripture, and take great delight 
in committing the Messianic prophecies to memory. There 
is something deeply spiritual about these children. They 
pray so sincerely and earnestly, that an older person listen
ing, just feels that their faith is a simple childlike faith. 
The attendance of this class is small. This is'due to oppo
sition and threatenings of Jewish leader1S'. Thle average 
attendance was four. 

Several Jewish men attend the Bible class on Sunday 
evening. They come with an attitude of fear, and are al
ways afraid that some Jewish neighbor is watching them. 
Lately they have beellJ very irregular. This is due to the 
fact that a certain rabbi told them they were setting a bad 
example to other Jewish people by coming to the Mission. 

The attendance of the Junior Ladies' class was small. 
Those who attend this class are very sinoere and show much 
interest in the study of the Bible. The method of teaching 
is comparing Scripture with Scripture, and this' makes an 
impression upon their hearts and minds. The thought that 
they are brought up in the Jewish faith is deeply rooted in 
their hearts, and to them it seems impossible that they ever 
turn to Ohristianity. 

As we visited the Jews· in their homes and shops many 
opportunities were afforded us to present the story of sin 
and its remedy. In the past year a goodly number of new 
openings were madle. Some of the Jews received us in a 
friendly way. We found interested Jews. There were 
those who gave us a hearing and desired Christian litera
ture, such as tracts, gospels, and Bibles. This part of our 
program is a most encouraging feature. Whlen we meet 
the Jew in his home or shop, we have a good opportunity 
to give him a message and to tell him about the way of sal
vation through Jesus Christ our Lord. And the Jew feels 
at liberty to express his ideas concerning sin and salvation. 
And thus we have made 1,426 calls andl distributed 1,536 
tracts, 72 gospels, 10 Bibles, and 7 New Testaments. 

In the past year our social meetings were also well at
tended. We extended an invitation to the Men's and La
dies' Societies of the local congregations. Each month we 
invited a different society. These societies, together with 
their pastors, take a great interest in our work. The pas
tors gave instructive and edifying messages to prove to the 
Jew that Jesus is the Ohrist, the Savior of sinuers. The 
average attendance of Jews was 25. 
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In conclusion, the attendance of our meetings is encour
aging. As to results, in the sense of conversions, we have 
nothiug to boast. But let this not d[scourage us. Even 
though results are not immediately evident, it does uot fol-
10,,7 that they do not exist. Results are not the "work of a 
missionary, though jjhey must be his heart's desire. Results 
are the fruit of the Holy Spirit, working in the hearts of 
sinners. '. The great need is wholly consecrating and pray
ing hearts that Israel might be saved. If these things are 
offered, results will follow in God's ownl time. 

Humbly submitted, 
(Sigued) HERMAN H. SCHULTZ, Missionary. 

Report of the Secretary 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 
We again wis'\] to report on the work you have entrusted 

to us. 
We meet as a Board regularly the firs,t Monday of each 

mouth to care for the work of the Mission, to receive the 
reports and diiscussthem, and in every way to look to the 
best interes'ts of the work. 

The meetings at the Mission are well attended, and the 
messages well received. We can only judge by the out
ward appearance. As far as the impressions on the hearts 
are concerned, we hope for the best. It is for us' but to 
work and pray, and leave the results to the Lord, Who alone 
can apply the work to the heart. It is our duty to bring the 
'Nord to the Jew. What we need most of all, is. the prayers 
of the Church in this most difficult work. 

The financial situation is clearing up nicely, and if the 
Lord will, we can soon have our working force up to nor
mal again; As the visiting of the families at their homes 
is very necessary and important, and it is not advisable to 
send one lady worker in all sorts of homes alone, it is very 
desirable that we add one more to our force. 

And so, b"ethren, we again lay our needs before you. \Ve 
. commend this cause to you and our God. 

Respectfully submitted, 
The Paterson Hebrew Mission Board, 

(Signed) H. VAN OSTENBRIDGE, Sec'y. 
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Financial Report of the Paterson Hebrew Mission 
From January 1, 1936, to December 1, 1936 

To the Synod of 1.937. 
RECEIPTS 

Cas1h on hand, January 1, 1936._ ....... __ .. __ .... ___ ............ $ 739.23 
From Genel'lal Fund (thru Rev. p, J. Holwerda) .. 4,475.00 
From Churches, Societies and Individuals .... __ ....... __ . 21.00 
From Collections at Mission Meetings ....... __ ....... _.... 17.20 
From Rent of Second Floor of Building .. ___ ............ ___ . 420.00 

DISBURSEMENTS 
Salary of MiS!sionary .... __ ........ __ ....... __ . ____ . __ . _____ . __ ... ____ ... $2,079.08 
Salary of Worker............................................. 875.00 
Gas, Electricity, Fuel;- Water and Telephone........ 291.16 
Medical Department (Salary oi- Physician and 

Supplies for Dispensary) .. ___ ... _._ ......... _ ... __ ...... _ .. . 
Paid off on Notes ______________________________ .. _. ______ . _________ .. ___ .. . 
Interest on N otes ______ . _____ . _____________ . ________ .. ___________ ._ .. ___ .. _ 
Repairs to Building __ . ______ . ____ .. _______ .. __ . _____ . ___ .. ____ . __ .. ____ _ 
Literature, Printing, Postage, Sundry Supplies, 

403.56 
900.00 
34.00 

255.75 

and Expenses- _____ . ________________ ._. ___ . __________________ . ____ .___ 106.73 
Balance on hand January 1, 1937 ___ . _____ . ________ . ________ .. _ 727.15 

$5,672.43 

$5,672.43 
SUMMARY 'OF CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED FR'OM 

THE CHURCHES 
From General Treasurer - Rev. P. Holwerda. _______ ... ___ .. _ ... $4,475.00 
From Churches, Societies, and Individuals ___ . ___ . ___ . __ .. _ ... __ ._ 21.00 

$4,496.00 
Appropriated by Synod of 1936 - Received. ___ . ____ ... $4,496.00 

PR'OP'OSED BUDGET F'OR PATERS'ON HEBREW MISSION 
F'OR THE YEAR 1937 

Salaries of Missionary and Worker* ___ . ___ . ___ .. ______ $2,900_00 
Gas, Electricity, Fuel, ·Water and Telephone_ 4'00.00 
Medical Department (Salary of Physician and' 

Supplies for Dispensary) _. ______ .. __ . __ . _______ _ 
Insurance . _______ . ____________________ . ___ . ___ . _____ -'- ______________________ _ 
BuHding Repairs and Repbcements_. _____ _ 
Literature, Printing, and Miscellaneous Supplies 

and Expenses __ .' .. _______ .. __ . ______ ... _______ .. ___ ._. ___ ._ 

400.00 
100.00 
300.00 

125.00 

TotaL ............................................. , ....... $4,225.00 

* In addition to the above, it is felt that a half-time worker should 
be added to the personneL 

STATEMENT 'OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES 
ASSETS 

Three-story Mission Building .. ________ ..... _. ___ ... $10,000.00 
Furniture and EquipmenL ___ . ________ .. 500.00 

(unencumbered} 

TotaL ........................................... $10,500.00 
We have no liabilities_ LIABILITIES 

Respectfully submitted, 

C. SPOELHOF, S. C. 
(Signed) JOHN H. VAN HASSEL, Treasurer. 



REPORT V. 

NATHANAEL INSTITUTE 
Chicag'O Jewish Missi'On 'Of the Christian Reformed Church 

T'O the Syn'Od 'Of 1937. 

GENTLEMEN: 

A s secretary of the Board of the Jewish Mission of th.e 
Christian Reformed Church at Chicago, I am once 

more charged with rendering a report of the activities of 
this work as carried on here during t:ble year 1936. 

We are thankful to be able to state that from a financial 
point of view we have been able to carryon with less diffi
culty than during the former two years. 

Owing to the departure of one of our board members, 
Rev. James Putt, it became necessary to' fill the vacancy, to 
which the Rev. C. Vall Schouwen was' appointed by the last 
Classis in September. No losses by death are to be mourned, 
in either the board or working staff. 

During the year a regular ladty worker has been ap
pointed; first as part-time worker, and later for full-time 
work. TIle wisdom of this move is plainly evident from the 
increased attendance in the girls' and young ladies' classes, 
which had dwindled down to an attendance of only three 
per week for the first two months of the year, but is now 
increased to a high of 39, with consid1erable interest shown 
in the Bible lessons by the girls, and appreciation of the 
mothers, of the work in the sewing classes. The lady 
worker appointed is Miss Edith Vander Meulen of Chicago. 
The average weekly attendance during the year was as 
follows: 

At Gospel l\1eetings .................................................... 21 
Women's Classes ... __ . _____ ........ __ ........... __ . _____ ... __ .. __ ._..... 7 
Girls and Young Ladies __ .. _ .... __ .......... ______ ........ __ .... ___ : .. 18 
Boys' Classes __ ....... ______ ........ __ .... _____ ......... ______ ........... ___ " 31 
Patients at Clinic ....... ___ .. ___ .. ___ . ________ ......... ___ ........ ____ .. _ 34 

A total of. .............................................. " ... 111 

as compared to the previous two years of 109. This average 
includes also the summer months when the attendance is 
very low, .but at which time street meeting& are held twice 
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a week, the attendance of which is not well possible to 
estimate. In addition to the institntional work some visi
tation work is done, which is difficult, on account of being 
unable to get entrance to the homes' in a city like Chicago, 
when a woman is at home alone, consequently these visits 
will average only from 7 to 14 a month. 

The total of contacts mad'e during the year, through the 
Clinic, was 1,791; of which 283 came for the first time, of
fering just that many new contacts. The total contacts. in 
classes and Gospel meetings' were approximate}y 4,000. 
Thus the seed is being sown, and we cannot even intimate 
what part has fallen by the wayside and; what part will bear 
fruit. \Ve cannot tell, as we should like to, of so many 
converts during the past year, but can only say that some 
show much more than a passing interest. 

The Lord of the harvest only knows what fruit our work 
will bear for eternity. So we go on not knowing; sowing 
the seed at His command and leaving the increase in His 
care. 

Our mission work among thle Jews in Chicago is being 
carried on in the largest Jewish community in Chicago, 
the Lawndale district, which has a Jewish popUlation of 
175,000 Jews. We are not the only ones who carryon 
work among these thousands of Jews; however, there are 
only three misg,ions besides ours. The field is therefore an 
extensive one as far as numbers are concerned. It may be 
of interest to know that there are no less than eleven Jewish 
Synagogues, and some real large ones, in our immediate 
vicinity. The Jewish people of our commnnity are all of 
the more or less orthodox type as far as, 'their religion is 
concerned. . 

'With the facilities we have for doing work and the favor
able community in which we are privileged to be located, it 
is evident whata wonderful opportunity it presen:ts to ex
pand tbe work by adding an ordained man to our staff; for 
which reason we have taken up in our budget a sufficient 
amount to cover sucb added increase in the cost of our 
working staff. 

We trust Synod will see its way clear to pas.s favorably 
upon our proposed budget, and pray that the God of the 
harvest will incline the h~arts of the people of the various 
congregations to bring up their quota in full for this work, 
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or that some church or churches may be .found who will 
take upon them the financial care for an ordained worker. 

Let our heart's desire and prayer to God be for Israel, 
that they may be saved!. 

Yours in the cause of Jewish Missions, 
THE BOARD OF THE JEWISH MISSiON 
OF THE CHR. REF. CHURCH IN CHICAGO. 



REPORT VI. 

GENERAL TREASURER, JEWISH MISSIONS 

To the Synod of 193'7. 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

T HE Lord has prospered the financial side of our Jewish 
Mission work during the past year. Your Treasurer 

was able to distribute more to each Mission, and the Boards 
of out Mis·sions were enabled to improve the status of their 
workers. The details will be found in the reports of these 
institutions. 

We call Synod's attention to two matters regarding the 
financial apportionment for these institutions. First, we 
call attention to the heavy indebtedness of our Chicago Mis
sion. During the past year Paters.on was enabled to payoff 
a nine-hundtred-dollar note leaving no indebtedness, but a 
substantial balance. Chicago continues to labor under 
heavy obligations of interest, bonds, and notes, due and pay
able. Exact figures can be found in the Chicago Treasurer's 
report. Therefore we raise the qnestion: Should not Synod 
consider the matter of liquidating a portion of these obli
gations as over against expansion of the work through the 
addition of other workers,? A decision by Synod would 
enable the BoardiS of our respective Missions to plan more 
correctly. 

Secondly, the last Synod adopted two standards of appor
tionment of the funds received. For, (1) Synod approved 
and adopted the budgets of both our Missions; (2) Synod 
established a ratio of Jwo to one: fifty cents per family for 
Chicago, and twenty-five cents per family for Paterson. The 
Treasurer has paid out on the latter basis with the result 
that Paterson has received slighitly more than its budget, 
while Chicago received considerably less, .. Inllsmuch as a 
difference of opinion exists regarding the right of the Treas
urer to consider both bases we believe Synod should be 
mol' explicit in this matter. 

TIle Treasurer's report shows a handsome balauce the 
first of the year. This is due to the fact that we payout to 
each treasurer on the 15th of the month and also because 
the Classical Treasurers have mailed in much money at the 
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dose of ~he year so that it might appear Oil! the financial 
report to Synod. 

In ,this connection we would ask the opinion of the Finan-
, cial Committee whether it might not be more accurate to 

close the books of the General Treasurer on January 15, 
rather than on January 1, so that funds received the former 
year would also be credited ,to that year? 

'Vith thanks to God and our people we commend the 
cause again to Him for blessing and to you for support. 

SUMMARY OF THE FUNDS RECEIVED AND DISBURSED 
BY THE TREASURER OF THE GENERAL FUND 

FOR JEWISH MISSIONS 
-Receipts: 

Balance on hand January 1, 1936 ________ ~ __ ~ ________________ ._ .. ____ $ 604.41 
Received fxom Classes to Dec, 31, 1936 ________ .... ____________ ,_ 13;130·.65 
Received from Individuals, Hocieties and OhUl"ches ... ___ 1,162.90 
Interest on ,Bonds ,and Certificate ... ~ .... ______ ~ .......... __________ .. 6-5.00 . 

Total Receipts to Dec. 31, 1936 ............................ $14,962.96 

"Disbursements: 
To Chicago Hehrew Mission, Jan. 1 to Dec. 31, '36 __ ... __ .$ 8,975.00 
To Paterson Hebrew Mission, Jan. 1 to Dec. 31, '36._____ 4,475.00 
Gratuity, 'Stamps, Premium, Safety Box .......... ____ .. __________ 122.00 

Total Disbursements to Dec. 31, 1936 ................ $13,572.00 
Total Receipts ................ $14,962.96 
Total Disbursements ______ 13,57~_00 

Balance Jan. 1, 1937 ...... $ 1,390.96 

In reserve: 
Midhael Van Den Ber:ge Memorial Bonds ____ , ______________________ $l,OOO.OO 
J'ohanna Woltman Legacy-Certifkate ____ , ___________ ~ ___________ ~ 500.00 

(5 shares paid-up sto'ck) 
$1,500.00 

Respectfully submitted, 
PETER HOLWERDA, Treas. 

!P. S. The proposed budgets of the Missions will have to wait for 
the Finance Committee. 



REPORT VII. 

OUR ATTITUDE TOWARD WAR 

To the Synod of 1937 .. 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

ANALYSIS OF THE MANDATE 

ARTICLE 67, Acts of Synod, 1936, p. 29, contains an 
overture of the Secondl Englewood Christian Reformed 

Church, and a communication signed by the brethren Au· 
gust Kroon and Henry Denkema regarding war. The cone 
sis tory overtures tbat "Synod disapproves of much of our 
present-day pacifism which condemns all war and loses 
sight of the state's duty to maintain justice if needs be 
with th.e sword (Romans 13). At the same time the Synod 
would also enunciate the principle that all wars of aggres
sion! are contrary ;to the Word of God and that the mem
'bers of the Church of Christ are justified, in an actual war 
of aggression, to feel free before God not to bear arms." 
Synod is asked to do thTee things: . 

1. Synod is, asked to disapprove of much of our present
day pacifism; 

2. to declare that all wars of aggression are contrary to 
the Word of God!; 

3. to s,tate that in an actual war of aggression members 
of the Ch'urch of Christ are justified in refusing to 
bear arms. 

The communication asks Synod not to accept (2) and 
(3). "We respectfully ask that the Synod refuse to adopt 
that portion of an overture from the Consistory of the Sec
ond Christian Reformed Church of Englewood, Chicago, 
which readis as follows': 

"'That Synod ennnciate the principle that all wars of 
aggression are contrary to the Word of God,' and 'that 
members of the Church; of Christ are jnstified in an actual 
war of aggression to feel free before God not to bear arms'." 
These two brethren have no objections against that part 
of the overture that asks Synod to disapprove of mnch of 
the present-day pacifism. 
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The above difference as well as the fear that Synod might 
be entering npon forbidden and limitless territory, caused 
Synod to place the ovel1tur~, communication, and the re
lated problems that came to light in the hands of a special 
committee (Art-. 143, Acts of Synod, 1936, p. 96). The 
recommendations of this committee were accepted. Conse
quently the committee. now reporting was appointed to 
study three matters: "(a) Whether matters of this kind' 
properly belong to the provillce of SynlOd; (b) To inform 
Synod concerning the principles invlOlved; (c) To inform 
Synod of ithe practical implications of these principles." 
The plural in "matters of this lund" implies that Synod's 
mandate is broader than the limited question raised by the 
Consistory of the Second Englewood Christian Reformed 
Church. ' 

We have re-grou,ped the material according ·to the fol-
lowing outline: 

1. The Question of Legality; 
II. The Ques'tioll of Expediency; 

III. The Questions of Exeges,is revelant to this sllbject; 
IV. The Question of Conscience. 

III and IV overlap, but the nature of th'e subject makes apol
ogies superfluous,. 

In order to save time and overhead expenses we Submit to 
the Synod of 1937 recommendations concerning I and II. 
If Synod should decide that matters of this' kind do not be
long to its province, or admitting that they do, but that it is 
not exped~ent at this time to make a study of the queshon 
of our attitude toward war, then a more detailed study 
would involve a waste of Synodical time and money'. There 
are two questions, ther,efore, we wish to anMver: First of 
all we shall report on the question of legality. Then we 
shall present our reasons why we believe that Synod should 
consider i,t also expedient at this time to continue a study 
of this pressing problem. Up to the present we have as
sumed a neutral attitude in regard to the questions of 
exegesis and conscience. 

I. THE QUESTION OF LEGALITY 

A. The Testimony of the Reformed Confessions - The 
conclusion your committee arrived at is that matters of 
this kind do belong to the province of Synod. To discover 
the Reformed consensus of opinion we' have consulted be-
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sides our Belgic Confession, confessious of many Reformed 
Churches. First, what do thes,e confessions, say about war? 
Secondly, what dio they teach, about social problems? In 
regard to this we call your attention to certain pronounce
meDits of our own Church and of our'sister Church in the 
Netherlands. The foregoing necessitates' a study of Ar
ticle 30 of our Church Order in the light of the Reformed 
creedal statements. ' 

First of all; let us take a bird's eye view of the Reformed 
Confessions: 

1. Belgic Confession, Art. XXXVI -" ... For this pm'pose He 
has invested the magistracy with the sword for the punishment 
of evil-doers and for the protection of them that do well. 

" ... Moreover, it is the bounden duty of everyone, of what
ever state, quality, or condition he may be, to subject himself to 
the magistrates; to pay tribute, to show due honor and respect 
to them, and to ohey them in .all things which are not repugnant 
to the Word of God; to supplicate for them in their prayers 
that 'God may Tule and guide them in all their ways, and that 
we may lead a tranquil and quiet life rin all godlines's and gravity. 

,uWherefore we detest the Anabaptists and other seditious peo
ple, and in general all those who' reject the higher powers and 
magistrates and would subvert justice, introduce community of 
goods, land confound that decency and good order which God has 
established among men." , 

2. Bas'el Confession (our translation) - "God has also commanded 
the magistracy~ his ser¥ants, to use the sword and power ,for the 
protection of the good, and vengeance and punishment for the 
evil." 

3. Confessio Gallicana, Articles 39, 40 - Art. 39 states that the 
authorities may use the sword for the enforcement of the first 
table of the law as well as for the second. Art. 40, although no 
names are mentioned, clearly rejects the political and social doc
trines of the Anabaptists. 

4. Swiss Confession, Art. XXX, Concerning t.he Magistrates -
" ... But it is needful also, in order to preserve the safety of 
the people by war, he must undertake war in the name of the 
LOl"d; but first he must seek peace by all manner of means; nor 
must he engage in war, unless it is for the preservation of his 
people. An,d whilst the magistrate does these things- in faith, by 
these very works he serves God righteously, and receives a bless ... 
ing from the Lord. 

'.' ... and if the public safety or that of the country should 
require it, and if the magistrate from necessity should under
take war, they should· even lay down their lives and shed their 
blood for the public safety (pro salute publica), and for the 
magistrate, and indeed in God's name, willingly, bravely, and 
cheerfully." 

5. Articles of Religion, Irish, Art. 62 - "It is lawful for Chris
ti.an men, at the commandment of the magistrate, to bear arms. 
and to serve in just wars. I, 
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6. WeE:tminster Confession, Chapter 23, Par. 2 --.:.... "It is lawful 
for Christians to accept and execute the office of a magistrate, 
when c-alled thereunto: in the managing whereof, as they ought 
especially to maintain piety, justice, and peace, according to the 
wholesome laws of each commonwealth; so, for that end, they 
may law;fuUy, now under the New Testament, wage war upon 
just and necessary occasions." 

'The main point to be noted at this time is that the Re
formed Chnrches have spoken on the snbject of war and 
peace, In a clearcut way they teach us tbat rnlers for a 
jnst and a necessary canse may wage war. For the time 
being we do not say that this position is the only one. We 
do maintain, however, that the very fact that our Re
formed Confessions have taken a, stand shows that the 
Reformers never seemed to have doubted the legality of 
their work. From that we conclude that if we say that this 
question is not in the province of Synod, we implicitly 
challenge the position of the RefonnatioDi. 

B. Other Questions also Discussed - The ,above cita
tions show another interesting fact. Not only did the 
churches write in their confessions, a Christian's at'titude 
toward the magistrate, but also the Christian's attitude to
ward social problems. Long before Communism gained 
its present popularity, Karl Kautsky favorably dlescribes, 
Anabaptism as Communism in Central Europe in the 
time of the Reformation (tr.1897). Prof. Dr. H. Bouw
man (cf. "Anabaptisten" in Christelijke Encyclopaedie, I, 
pp. 112-1101) employs the very same nomenclature. The 
church as an institute condemned these social teachings 
and incorporated this condemnation in the official language 
of the church. If the Reformed Oh'nrches of the Reforma
tion felt the need of making a pronouncement against the 
commnnism of their day, there wonld seem to be no legal 
reason why the chnrches of our day 'may not do the same 
if the situation demands it. 

Our own denomination has. denonnced the principle of 
Socialism as antagonistic to Christianity (cf. 1927 edition 
of the Church Order of W. Stnart and G. Hoeksema, p. 68). 
Neither did the Synod of 1936 hesitate to take a stand in 
regard to the great ethical question of Birth Control. . 

Onr sister churcih in 'Ihe Netherlands felt cons'trained to 
warn its' members of the sins of the National Socialism 
Party acti",e in that nation. The first reaction, naturally, . 
may be unfavorable, but the moment one bears in Il\ind 
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the Reformed Confessions there does not seem to be any
thing irregular about it. 

C. Article XXX, Church Order - The first pmt of Art . 
. 30 of our Church' Ordler may cause a little difficulty. This 

Article states: "In these assemblies ecclesiastical matters 
only shall be transacted and that in an ecclesiastical man
ner." Joh. Jansen (cf. Korte Verklaring van de Kerken
ordening, pp. 138 f.) shows that the genesis of this Article 
is the fear of state-interference in ecclesiastical matt€!rs. 
This Article is for the protection of the ohurch. If we ex
ped the state not to invade the province of the church, 
shonld we not also expect the church to assume a "hands
off" policy in its relation to the state? The church, how
ever, has spoken through its confessions' and synods. Did 
the church err in doing this? No, not if we rusk ourselvesl: 
V,,Then are -questions of war, socialism, communism, etc., 
ecclesiastical matters? 

1. Negatively Stated - The church may not interfere 
with the administrative duties of the state. It is not for the 
chnrch to say what the size of an army shall be. It may not 
speak officially wh'ether the state should control the manUe 
facture and sale of ammunitions. As Christian citizens we 
must· exert our influence, but these are administrative prob-· 
lems of the state. In the politiC-al sphere we have an iden
tical situiftion. The church may not oppose socialism or 
communism as political parties. Our opposition must be 
of a different nature. It is not in the province of the church 
to inform the world whether our machine age demandis 
more regimentation and more state control. These problems 
are not unrelated to our religious life. Christian citizens 
mns,t remain alert in order tha! they may see the whole
some and 'tlJ!e dangerous inlplications of 11lodern 11l0Ve
ments. In economics we must fight with the weapons of 
economics. 

2. Positively Stated - "'Whcreforc we detest the Ana
bapUst and other seditious people, and in general all those 
who reject the· higher powers and magistrates and would 
subvert justice, introduce community of goods, and con
found that decency and good order ,vhich Godl haseslab
lished among men," Art. 36, Belgic Confession .. Our con
fessioD' in making a pronouncement agrees with all the Re
formed Confessiions in four respects: (1) There was rad
ical and far-reaching heresy; (2) Consequently, there was 
a s,,:fficient demand as weI! as sufficient light from God's 
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Word '10 make the necessary prononncement; (3) The 
ethical implications of this heresy, or the possible conse
quences resulting from silence, were detrimental to and 
destructiue of the ecclesiastical and political life; (4) The 
well-being of the church demanded that it set forth its 
position over against the governments. Roman Catholic 
governments alleged that all Protestants were seditious 
people. 

3. Summary - When doctrinal and ethical issues per
taining to the Christian's relatiorr to the government or to 
society are of sufficient magnitude in the judgment of any 
synod to demand formulrution, defense, Or re-statement, a 
syuod s[lall deem it its duty and privilege to state the truth 
as fOUIlJd in God's Word, and to warn against all departures 
from God's holy will, and, if necessary, even to advise 
discipline. 

4. Dogmatically Stated - The church is the custodian 
of the Word of God, and as the pillar of truth it is, com
missioned to teach in order that its members may know 
,aud obey the truth of God's Word on any subject, which, 
if falsified, would be a serious denial of the Word of (iod, 
and would be detrimeutal to the errtire ethical life of new
born creatures in the Lord!. The doctrinal and ethical as
pects of political and social problems of sufficient magui~ 
tude are ecclesiastical matters. Therefore, no synod needs 
to fear that it will become a political forum, the pulse of 
the age, a danger very real in our American church life. 

II. THE QUESTION OF EXPEDIENCY 

, The foregoing considered the problem of legality. vVe 
were iustructed to seek for the principle involved. Un
donbtedly the extremes of American church life have made 
us cautious,. We trust, however, that Synod will not declare 
such questions wheIlJ governed by ihe above enunciated 
principles illegal. (1) This question ]s, an historical question. 
By implication we challenge the, work of the Reformed 
churches. (2) By implication we take a stand contrary to 
that of our sister church. (3) Our own denomination has 
made pronouncements regarding socialism and birth cone 
tro!. (4) The problem of war and even of communism 
and statism may become so acute that anY' mistake made 
at this time might becloud a future clearcut testimony. 

Things may be lawful but ndt expedient. The question 
of expediency depends upon the judgment of a synodl. The 
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principle followed is: doctrinal and ethical issnes mus,t be of 
sufficient magnitude in the jndgment of a synod. A prob~ 
lem in a certain locality may not be of snfficient importance 
for a synod to discuss rt, or, perchance, may sWl lack that 
nrgency and maturity necessasry for an intelligent discus
sion. At the same time a synod as a broadier assembly of 
our churches mus,t feel the pulse of the times aud must be 
alive to existing conditions, and problems in all sections' of 
its constitnency. 

We snbmit for your consideration why we do deein it 
expedient to continue this study: 

1. The unanswered question of the Confessions quoted 
- The Anglican Church of England has very significantly 
omitted the word "jus,t" in its declaration that her majesty 
may carry on wars. The interesting thing is that this omis
sion occurs in the confess[on of a state church. The Re
formed! churches grant the governments the right to carry 
on "just" wars. Article 36 limits the rights, of the govern
ment to the very demands of God's Word. The 'Vest
minster Confession clearly s,(jpulates' that the wars must be' 
just. ,The Swiss Confession asserts that all other methods 
must have failed hefore war is resorted to. But all these 
Confessions are silent On! tlus one point: What are Vhe rights 
of the individual when the individual is couvinced, even to 
the extent of facing a firing squad, that the war is unjus,t?' 
Must the church demand of that indavidual that Ihle trans
fer his conscience to the government which declared the 
war? Should a conscientions objector be molested hy 
church discipline? 

2. The Exception which the Second Englewood Church 
of Chicago Alleges Justifiable - According to the June, 
1936, issue of the Reserve Officer. p. 10, wars are classi
fied according to motives as defensive wars', aggressive 
wars, and wars for principle. Defensive wars maintain the 
status quo. Aggressive wars change the status quo, and 
wars for principle punish an aggres,sor or vindacate a prin
ciple. Practically, it seems to mean that defensive wars are 
fough'! to keep the boundaries intact, aggressive wars to 
enlarge the boundaries, and wars for principle to prevent 
another nation from becoming too great, or too aggressive' 
in its domination over civilization. If only aggressive wars 
are to be studied, then Synod shonld realize that this would 
unduly limit the question under considieration: (1) Up to 
the present time such warfare is very unpopnlar in our' 
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nation; and (2) if such a war is carried on a d~fferent name' 
will be given to it. Nevertheless, the overture of said church 
is an articulation in our circles of a limited pacifism very 
popular today. Realizing that we are still in the process of 
defining the various kinds of wars, and that Second Engle
wood of Chicago might even include wars for principle un
der aggressive wars in certain instances, we might enlarge 
the scope of the question: Has a Christian the right to fight 
in any war he thinks nnjust? 

3. There are anti-Christian philosophies far more dan-· 
gerons than the Anabaptism of the Reformation. Hnman
ism, Communism, and Americanism present real challenges 
to our youth. Any answer to the problem in question must 
be fundamentally differentiated from unscriptural teach
ings of man and God. We may be called upon to show 
that these philosophies are fundamentally anti-Christian 
although the cause they seek to promote may seem very . 
humanitarian. 

4. There are relevant academic questions, which still. 
must be treated academically. TheSie questions are related 
to this problem and involve the entire structure of our Rec, 
formed faith and Calvinistic philosophy. (1) Private and 
public Ch'ristian ethics .- the Sermon on the Mount and 
private and governmental life, Bismarck the Christian vs. 
BiSJUarck the statesman. (2) The Lutheran and the Cal
vinistic conception of the state. (3) The qnestion of sphere-· 
sovereignty '- the church is sovereign as well as the state. 
(4) The relation of common grace to special grace - are:' 
governments subject to the risen Christ? 

5. Although the atmosphere is electrified with war possi-' 
hilities, war hysteria is not robbing us as yet of calm think
ing. 'Vhen war has been declared a sinful expediency may' 
dictate our course. 

III. OBSERVATIONS 

If a pronouncement would turn out to be more than a re
statement or a defense of the traditional position, we call' 
your attention to the fact that we are disturbing the Re
formed official consensns of opinion as articnlated in the' 
Confessions. If of sufficient importance we should seek 
the jndgment of the Reformed world. 

The second observation is that the Synod of 1936 has in-· 
structed onr Seminary Faculty to re-stndy Article 36 of the
Belgic Confession. Synod can do at least one of three' 
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things if Sytnod deems it expedient to study the problem in 
question: (1) Synod can instruct this committee to sus
pend actiJvity until the faculty makes its recommendations,; 
(2) Synod can virtually have two committees; (3) Synod 
can instruct the committee on Revision of Article 36, Bel
gic Confession, to include this ques[on in its study, The 
latter seems by far preferable, 

IV. STATEMENT OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. Synod declares that political, social, and economical 
questions are ecclesiastical matters only when doctrinal 
and ethical issues of sufficient moment and magnitude are 
involved according to the Word' of God and our standards. 

Grounds': 
1. Reformed Confessions have not hesitated to formulate positive 

doctrinal sta,tements denouncing the heresies and the ethical 
teachings of the Anaba'ptists. 

2. Our Synods have done the same in regard to socialism and birth 
control. 

3. Our sister church in the Netherlands felt constrained to warn 
against a political party whose platform contained anti-Christian 
doctrine and ethics. 

4. If we as a church keep before us this fundamental principle 
enunciated above, we shall not follow in the wake of slOme of 
the American churches, nor invade the rights of the state, nor 
e·rase the boundary between our duty as a church institute and 
the duty as Christian citize~s. 

B. Synod deems it expedient that a new study be made 
of the probLem presented to the Symod of 1936 by the over
ture of the Second Englewood Christian Reformed Church 
of Chicago, and the communication of the brethren A. 
Kroon and H. Denkema (cf. Acts of Synod of 1936, Art. 67, 
p. 29), also including the recommendations of' this com
mittee. 
Grounds: 

1. Reformed Confessions are silent on the rights of the individual 
in cases of unrighteous wars. 

2. The right to make aggressive wars an exception has become a 
question of sufficient importance, parrticular'ly if we do not na1'
row the te1"tn too much. No matter what our attitude may be, 
the ethics involved is far-reaching. 

3. -The church is in duty bound, as the Reformed churches did when 
Anabaptism w,as prevalent, to assert its own position over 
against the anti-Christian ,philosophies basic to much of present
day pacifism. Of necessity a different foundation supports our 
superstructure. 

4. This question can be profitably discussed when war hysteria does 
not rob us of a balanced land calm mind. 
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C. Your committee recommends that Synod place this 
matter in the hands of the Committee of Revision of Article 
36 of the Belgic Confess,ion (Seminary Faculty). 

Grounds: 
1. The naturre and the importance of the questions involved are, in 

our opinion, too weighty to be entrusted to a committee of three. 
2. The 8eminary Faculty, including professors in ethics>,' dogmatics, 

exegesis, church his1;nry, and church polity would seem to be the 
logical body to advise Synod on this question. 

3. The Seminary Faculty has in hand the related question of the 
revision of Article 36 of the Belgic Oonfession. 

4. A revision, if necessary, of one article by one committee would 
insure a more uniform style. 

Prayerfully commending Synod to the guidance of the 
Holy Spirit, 

Your Committee, 
J. M. VANDE KiEFT, 
P. HOLWERDA, 
J. T. HOOGSTRA, Reporter. 



REPORT VIII. 

CHURCH HELP COMMITTEE 

To the Synod of 1937: 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

W E herewith submit a report of the work done for the' 
year 1936. As you will notice from the financiaL 

report, eighit churches have again been helped by this fund 
during this year. The total amount loaned was $8,500. 

The church of Ellsworth, Michigan, took advantage of 
the 20% reduction allowed to dhurches who repay the total 
amount of their loan in five years' time. They have now' 
repaid their entire loan of $1,600. 

The quota for this fund has' been 50c per family. \Ve' 
suggest that it remain the same for next year. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Church Help Committee, 

D. DE BEER, 
e. GROOT, 
H. J. VERMEER. 

P. S. The church of Neerlandia, Canada, has repaid $250' 
in January, 1937. They asked to have it included in the' 
1936 report, but it was too late. vVe therefore mention 
it here. 

SCHEDULE A 
CLASSICAL COLLECTIONS 

Church Help Committee - ,Christian Reformed Church of America~ 
1936 

CLASSIS 

Cal'ifornia _ . __ .. __ . ____ .. __ ... _ .... $ 
Grand Rapids East ... ____ .. __ . ___ .. __ .. __ ...... __ .. ___ .. 
Grand Ra'pids West___ ..... ____ ....... ___ .... . 
HackenJSfack __ .. __ ...... __ . _____ .. ___ ... __ ........ _____ . __ .......... ___ _ 
Holland ................................................................ .. 
Hudson ___________ . __________ . __ . ____ . __ ... __ .. __ ...... __ . __ . __ .... _____ _ 
Illinois ..... _ .. ____ . ____ . __ . _. ______ ................................... ___ _ 
MUlsikegon _______ . ____________ .. _" ____ . ______ .. __ . ______________ ; ______ _ 
Orange City . ____________________________________________________ . __ .. 
Ostfriesland -..... --- .. -..... _ ... ----------------_._-------------
Pacific 

1936 

320.42 
466.61 
522.19 
133.08 
337.48 
324.43 

. 495.28 
793.29 

86.99 
53.E4 

405.19 

1935 
_For Comparison, 

$ 139.,71 
210.63 
491.82 
135.85· 
252.42' 
258.14 
743.80' 
958.47' 

50.19 
31.22' 

251.79' 
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"Pella _______________________________________________________________________ _ 

·~i~c~n~'i~te_~ __ ::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::: 
Zeela'nd ____ ... ______ ... ______ .... ______ .. __ . ____ ._. ____ ."" ___ . ______ . _____ . 

132.15 
122.18 

99.37 
1119.02 

Totals . ____ .... __ ..... __ . __ ..... __ ._ __ $4,611.02 

-SCHEDULE B 

LOANS STATEMENT 

158.92 
115.39 
161.21 

86.83 

$4,046.39 

'Christian Reformed Chu,rch of America - Church Help Committee 

Amt. Owing New Pa.id in Amt. OWing 
Church at 1/1/36 Loans 1936 12/31/36 

AdJa., Michigan ---------------$ 50.00 -------- $ 25.00 $ 25.00 
Aetna, Michigan -------------- 611.86 -------- 36.71 575.15 
Alameda, Califol'llia ----------- 2,250.00 ---,-.---- 300.00 1,950.00 

.Alamosa, Colorado ------------ 300.00 -------- .00 300.00 
Arlene, Michigan -------------- 117.00 -------- 10.00 107.00 
Atwood, Michigan ------------ 1,305.00 -------- 150.00 1,155.00 
Austinville, Iowa ------------- 420.00 -------- 35.00 385.00 
Bauer, Michigan -------------- 550.00 -------- 75.00 475.00 
Bellfiower, California ---------- 2,350.00 -------- 150.00 2,200.00 
Bigelow, Minnesota ----------- 1,611.32 -------- 187.72 1,423.60 

.Bijou, Minnesota ------------- .00 $ 500.00 25.00 475.00 
Birnamwood, ·Wisconsin -------- 2,093.25 -------- 37.83 2,055.42 
Bmdley, Michigan ------------ 550.00 -------- 133.67 416.33 
Brooten, Minnesota ----------- 1,226.94 -------- 5.92 1,221.02 
Burdette, Canada ------------ .00 1,000.00 .00 1,000.00 
·Chandler, Minnesota ----------- 1,786.58 -------- 171.16 1,615.42 
'Chatham, Canad'a ------------- 2,975.00 -------- .00 2,975.00 
Colton, South Dal.ota ---------- 950.00 -------- .00 950.00 
Columbus, Montana ----------- 513.00 -------- 25.00 488.00 
Conrad, Montana -------------- 1,770.00 -------- 150.00 1,620.00 

·Coopersville, Michigan --------- 1,417.93 -------- .00 1,417.93 
Crookston, Minnesota ---------- 650.00 -------- .00 650.00 
Delavan, Wisconsin ----------- .00 1,000.00 .00 1,000.00 
DesPlaines, Illinois ----------- 1,885.00 ..,.------- .00 1,885.00 
DeMotte, Indiana ------------- 895.00 -------- 50.00 845.00 
Deeatur, Michigan ------------ 3,500.00 -------- .00 3,500.00 
Detroit. Michigan ------------- 325:00 -------- .00 325.00 
.Dutton, Michigan ------------- 325.00 -------- 25.00 300.00 
East Martin, Michigan 1,160.00 -------- 50.00 1,110.00 
East Muskegon, Michigan ------ 3,760.79 ' -------- 25.25 3,735.54 
Ellsworth, Michigan ----------- 1,100.00 -------- 780.00 

320.00* .00 
Estalene, South Dakota -------- 2,405.89 -------- 58.25 2,347.64 
Everette, Washington --------- .00 1,000.00 .00 1,000.00 
Fremont, Michigan II --------- 35.00 -------- 35.00 .00 
Goshen, Indiana ------------- 500.00 -------- 50.00 450.00 
G. R. East Leonard ---------- 5,995.00 -------- 35.00 5,960.00 
·G. R. Godwin Heights -------- 2,900.00 -------- 125.00 2,775.00 
G. R. Leo Street -------------- 1,650.00 -------- .00 1,650.00 
GmngeviUe, Idaho ------------ 500.00 -------- 50.00 450.00 
Hamilton, Ontario, Can. ------- 3,000.00 -------- .00 3,000.00 
Hamshire, Texas ------------- 2,000.00 -------- .00 2,000.00 
Ha.ncock, Minnesota ----------- 1,057.76 -------- 31.56 1,026.20 
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Amt. Owing New Paid in Amt. Owing 
Church ., 1/1/36 Loans 1936 12/SY36 

Hanford, California ----------- 40.49 .00 40.49 
Haward~n, Iowa 

___ L _________ 
800.00 -------- .00 800.00 

Hills, Minnesota -------------- 1,000.00 -------- 50.00 950.00 
Holland, Iowa --------------- 1,195.00 -------- 145.00 1,050.00 
Holland, Minnesota ----------- 1,425.00 -------- .00 1,425.00 
Hollandale, Minnesota -------- 1,170.00 -------- 30.00 1,140.00 
Holland Center, South Dakota -- 1,100.00 -------- 70.00 1,030.00 
Ireton, Iowa ----------------- 475.00 25.00 450.00 
Lansing, IllillOis ------------- 750.00 75.00 675.00 
Lark, North Da,kota ---------- 500.00 .00 500.00 

L" Angeles, California ------- 1,9'00.00 -------- 315.10 1,584.90 

Lynden, Washington, n 2,100.00 -------- 350.00 1,750.00 

Martin, South Dakota --------- 237.50 -------- 12.50 225.00-
].{cBain, Michigan ------------ 1,108.44 -------- 73.00 1,035.44 
Millwood, :Michigan ---------- 475.00 2,000.00 100'.00 2,375.00 
Momence, Illinois ------------ 950.00 -------- 50.00 900.00 
loforl'i'son, Illinois ------------- .00 1,000.00 .00 1,000.00 
Mountain Lake, Minnesota ----- 400.00 -------- 45.00 355.00 
Muskegon Heights, Michigan' ___ 285.00 -------- 35.00 250.00 
Neerlandia, Canada ----------- 5,000.00 -------- .00 5,000.00 
Noordeloos, Michigan ---------- 54.29 -------- 5.67 48.62 
North Blendon, Michigan ------ 150.00 -------- 40.00 110.00 
Ocheyedan, Iowa ------------- 1,008 . .35 -------- 50.00 ·958.35 
Ogilvie, Minnesota ------------ 527.00 -------- 27.00 500.00 
Ontario, California ----------- 1,992.31 -------- .00 1,992.31 
Orange City, Iowa, n --------- 1,275.00 -------- 75.00 1,200.00-
Oskaloosa, Iowa -------------- 135.68 -------- 23.22 112.46 
Pella, Iowa, n --------------- 491.00 -------- 25.00 466.00 
Portland, Michigan ------------ 745.00 -------- 40.00 705.00' 
Preakness, New York --------- .00 1,000.00 .00 1,000.00-
Purewater, South Dakota ------ 690.00 -------- 45.00 645.00 
Riverbend, Michigan ---------- 1,175.00 -------- .00 1,175.00 
Rock Rapids, Iowa ----------- 2,619.94 -------- .00 2,619.94 
Roseland, Illinois, IV 3,025.00 -------- 175.00 2,850.0(} 
Rudyard, Michigan ----------- 285.96 -------- 32.50 253.46 
Su.nborn, Iowa --------------- 159.07 -------- 18,50 140.57 
Shepherd, Montana. ---------- - 3,056.80 -------- .00 3,056.80 
Sibley, Iowa ----------------- 1,425.50 -------- .00 1,425.50 
Sioux Center, Iowa, I --------- 1,481.65 -------- 144.45 1,337.20 
Sioux City, Iowa ------------- 720.00 -------- 40.00 680.00 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota ----- 1,602.74 -------- 17.54 1,585.20 
Sullivan, Michigan ------------ 140.00 -------- 30.00 110.00 
-Sully, Iowa -----------_._---- 1,950.00 1,000.00 100.00 2,850.00 
Sultan, Washington ----------- 1,030.00 -------- 25.00 1,005.00 
Tracy, Iowa ----------------- 1,064.10 -------- 67.50 996.60 
Vancouver, Canada ----------- 1,609.00 -------- 100.00 1,509.00 

Volga, South Dakota ---------- 475.00 -------- 25.00 450.00 
Vona, Colorado --------------- 467.25 -------- 35.00 432.25 

Wellsburg, Iowa, n _._-------- 950.00 -------- 50.00 900.00 

West Branch, Michigan ------- 881.20 -------- 58.00 823.20 
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Church at 
Winnepeg, Canada ___________ _ 
Worthington, Minnesota ______ _ 
Vvyoming Park, Michigan 

-31-

Amt. 'Owing 
1/1/36 

354.53 
1,534.75 

954.51 

93 CHURCHES ______ .. ___ ..: __ ""'$111,434.38 

NEW LOANS _______________ _ 
LOANS PAID UP ___________ _ 

Now 
Loans 

--------
--------
--------

$8,500.00 

8 

SUMMMARY 

Paid in Amt. Owing 
1936 12/31/36 

5.03 349.50 
75.00 1,459.75 
50.00 904.51 

$5,S88.08 $114,026.30 
320.00* 

2 

Balance on hand January 1, 1936 .. " ___ .. __ .. _______ . ___ '_'_,._ .. ____ "', .. _.$ 657.27 

RECEIPTS 
ClaJsiSical Collections (see Schedule A) _____ ....... ____ $ 4,611.02 
Repayments by Churches (see Schedule. B) _ .. __ .__ 5,588.08 

Total Receipts ............. ___ ....... ____ . __ . ___ ....... . 

TOTAL BALAJNCE AND RECEIPTS ............... . 
LESS: New Loans Granted (see Schedule B) 

LESS: Administrat'ive Expense _________________________ _ 

$10,199.10 

$10,856.37 
8,500.00 

$ 2,356.37 
131.32 

Balance on hand December 31, 1936 ___ . $ 2,225.05 

J. J. BUlTEN, Treasurer . 



REPORT IX. 

EMERITUS BOARD REPORT 

To the Synod of 193'7: 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

.·T· HE Board appointed to adminis. ter the Emeritus Fund 
is constituted as follows Mr. H. Hekman, President; 

Mr. G. D. Vanderwerp, Vice-President; Rev. J. O. Bouwsma, 
Secretary; Mr. W. K. Bareman, Treasurer, aud Rev. R. J. 
Bos, Vice Secretary-Treasurer. 

We: are happy to report that also in the past year the 
beneficiaries co-operated splendidly with us in gathering 
particulars concerning their physical and financial condi
tions; These can be presented! to your honorable body. 

Requests for aid were received since the last Synod of: 
Classis Grand Rapids ,Vest, for Rev. R. Diephuis, who 

was gr;anted emeritation because of ill health. His support 
began Nov. 1, 1936." Aid of $1,000 was remommended. 

Classis Zeeland, for Rev. W. Vande Kieft, who was 
granted emeritation because of ill 'health. His support be
gan Dec. 1, 1936. Aid of $800 was recommended:. 

Classis Pacific, for Rev. J. Homan, who was granted 
emerita tion because of ill health. His support began June 
1, 1937. Aid of $700 was recommended. 

Classis Muskegon, for Rev. W. D. Vanderwerp, who was 
granted emeritation because of ill health. His support be
gan June 1, 1937. Maximum aid was recommended. 

Classis Ostfriesland, for Rev. H. C. Bode, who was granted 
emeritation because of ill health and age. His support will 

. begin Aug. 1, 1937. Aid of $800 is' recommended. 
vVe gratefnlly acknowledge to the Synod that Mrs . .T. L. 

Van Tielen has notified us that at least for the present she 
is not in need of an allowance. 

The following beneficiaries of the Fund passed to their 
reward since the last Synod: Rev. K. Poppen, Mrs. J. 
Groen, and Mrs . .T. Westervelt. 

It has been our earnest endeavor to administer and dis
burse the funds wisely and' equitably. The beneficiaries,· 
the allowances as of March 19, 1937, and the allowances 
which we recommend to the Synod are: . 
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NAME 
PRESENT 

ALLOWANCE 

Rev. H. Ahuis .. ____ .. _____ . __ ............. . 
Rev. M. Borduin .... , ..... __ . ___ . ____ .. __ _ 
Rev. S. Bouma ....... ___ .. _ ... ___ ..... __ .. 
Rev. P. W. De Jonge ... ____ ... _.~. _____ _ 
Rev. R. Diephuis ___ ... __ .. ____ ...... ___ _ 
Rev. J. Dyk ................................ .. 
Rev. B. H. Einink ........ __ .......... __ _ 
Rev. H., Fryling ___ ._._ ...... ___ ..... __ , .. 
Rev. J. A. Gerritsen. _____________ ..... . 
Rev. A. Guikema ,' ........ __ .. ___ ._._._. 
Rev. J. Gulker .......... ___ ......... __ ..... . 
Rev. J. ,B. Hoekstra. _________ .. ____ ... __ _ 
Rev. P. Jonker, Sr. __ . ___ .. ___ .......... . 
Rev. H. Kamps __ .. _ ... _____ . ___________ .. . 
Rev. J. Keizer ......... ___ ............ _____ _ 
Rev. W. Kole ............................... . 
Rev. D. J. Meyer ......................... . 
Rev. J. A. Rottier ......................... . 
Rev. J. E. RozendaL ................. . 
Rev. F. Schuurmann _ ................ . 
Rev. J. Timmermann ................. . 
Rev. W. Vande Kieft .. __ .. _ ..... _ .... . 
Rev. J. B. Vanden Hoek. ............ . 
Rev. E. Van Korl~ar ............... __ . 
Rev. T. W. R. Van Loo ..... , ... " .. .. 
Rev. J. O. Vos._ .. _ .......................... . 
Rev. G. Westenberg ... _ ... _ ........... . 
Rev. J. Westervelt ..................... . 
Re\i. L. Ypma ........................... _ ... . 
Rev. J. Homan , ... _ ........ _ ... __ ..... _ .. . 
Rev. W. Vanderwerp ......... _ ....... . 
Rev. H. C. Bode._ ... _ ................. _ ... . 
Mrs. C. Bode ._ ....... _ .. _ .................. _ 
Mrs. M. J. Bosma ............. _ ... _ ..... . 
Mrs. A. Brink ............................. . 
Mrs. 'L. P. Brink. ........... _ ............ . 
Mrs. E. Breen ... _ ....................... _ .. 
Mrs. A. Dekker .. _ ................ _ ....... . 
Mrs. N. Fokkens ._ ........ _ ... _ .......... . 
Mrs. N. Gelderloos ..................... _ 
Mrs. J. H. Gruessing-................. . 
Mrs. H. J. Haarsma .. _ ................ _ 
Mrs. J. Haveman _ ............... _ .... _ .. 
Mrs. J. L. Heeres ................. _ ....... . 
Mrs. H. J. Heynen .. _ .................... . 
Mrs. G. L. Hoefker ..................... . 
Mrs. P. J. Hoekenga .... _ ......... _ .. . 
Mrs. J. B. Jonkman_ .. : .......... _ ...... . 
Mrs. A. Keizer .. _ ... _ ......... _ ... _ ...... . 
Mrs. ,W. Kuipers ._ .. _ .................... . 
Mrs. A. W. Meyers ..................... . 
Mrs. G. J. Plesscher ................... . 
Mrs. B. Post ..... _ .... __ .... _ ...... ' ... _ .... _ .. . 

$ 600 
650 
650 
800 
600 
800 
700 
700 
600 
700 
550 
600 
550 
550 
500 
650 
600 
800 
650 
600 
600 
800 
600 
800 
600 
600 
600 
500 
600 

400 
300 
300 
750 
500 
400 
800 
700 
500 
500 
650 
200 
450 
400 
600 
400 
400 
750 
150 
300 
300 

ALLOWANCE 
RECOMMENDED 

$ 650 
700 
700 
850 
650 
850 
750 
750 
650 
750 
600 
650 
600 
600 
550 
700 
650 
800 . 
700 
650 
650 
850 
650 
850 
650 
600 
650 
550 
600 

450 
300 
200 
800 
500 
450 
800 
750 
550 
550 
700 
250 
500 
450 
650 
450 
400 
800 
200 
350 
350 
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NAME 
PRESENT 

ALLOWANCE 

Mrs. K. Poppen ............. _. 
Mrs. J. Robbert ........................... . 
Mrs. J. H. Schultz ....................... . 
Mrs. P. Steen .......... __ .. : ................ . 
Mrs. F. stuart ._.:~ __ .... ....... __ .'._ .. 
Mrs. H. Temple .......... ____ ........... . 
Mrs. H. Tuls ..................... . 
Mrs. E. J. Tuuk.._ ... __ .. __ ... __ .... . 
Mrs. R. Vande Kieft._. __ ......... __ ... . 
Mrs. M. Vander Heide .. ________ ..... . 
Mrs. S. Vander Heide .... __ .... . 
Mrs. H. Vander Ploeg .......... __ ... . 
Mrs. P. Van Vliet ............. __ .. __ ... . 
Mrs. J. Vissia . __ .. , __ ............ _ ........ . 
Mrs. A. B. Voss .. __ .......... ___ ...... ___ __ 

'Mrs. D. Weidenaar. ___ ... ___ ...... ,._ ... . 
Mrs. P. Yff ................................... . 
Mrs. B. . Zwaagman ___ ... __ .. ___ ....... __ 

400 
500 
200 
500 
500 
450 
600 
500 
400 
400 
400 
450 
350 
400 
750 
400 
500 
400 

Totals .............................. $36,400 

ALLOWANCE 
R.ECOMMENDED 

450 
550 
200 
550 
500 
500 
600 
450 
400 
400 
400 
450 
400 
400 
750 
400 
500 
400 

$38,600 

A complete report of receipts,disbursements, and pres
ent assets, certified by, a Public Accountant, will be made 
available for every synodical delegate. 

The following is taken from the statement of Mr. Wil
liam P. Dreyer, public accountant, who audited the books 
of treasurer and found them in order: . 

CONDENSED STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSE
MENTS, W. K. BAREMAN, Treasurer, for year ending December 
31, 1936, in comparative order. 

From: 
RECEIPTS 

Item 1936 
Classes .............. . .. $40,837.86 

1935 
$33,011.15 

64,00 
88.26 

4,400.00 

Increase Decrease 
over the year 1935 

$ 7,826.71 
Individual Gifts 55.00 
Ir,tel'est ...... 121.87 
Van 'Agthoven Estate.. 7,000.00 

33.26 
2,600.00 

$ 9.00 

Total Income ......... $48,014.73 $37,563.41 $10,451.32 (net) . 

DISBURSEMENTS 
Beneficiaries ....... , ......... $35,566.67 $35,479.17 $ 87.50 
Expenses .................. 493.73 184.63 309.10 

Total Disbursements .... $36,060.40 $35,663.80 $ 396.60 

Income exceeds disburse-
ments by....... . ........ $11,954.33 $ 1,899.61 $10,054.72 
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The above balance of $11,954.33 may appear large. How
ever, in accordance with synodical decision the $7,000.00 re
ceived from the Van Agthoven Estate has been placed in a 
Trnst Fund. Further, the treasurer should have a large bal
ance to begin the year, for the winter and spring months are 
always lean months as regards, receipts in the Emeritus 
Fund. 

We humbly request Synod to take cognizance of the 
following: 

(1) The Synod of 1936 placed the translation and revi: 
sion of the "Rnles for the Care of Emeritated Ministers and 
of Widows and Orphans of Ministers" in the hands of the 
Emeritus Board. We advise the Syuod:: 

a. Not to translate and revise the "Rules" at this time 
as the translation given in the "Rules of Order" by 
Stuart and Hoeksema is satisfactory, and as a Synod
ical Committee is studying a new arrangement for 
the care of the beneficiaries of this fund. 

h. To declare that 
x. A woman, who lnarries a luinister after his emeri

tation and who has never lived in a parsonage as 
a wife of a minister, is not to be regarded as eli
gible for an allowance. 

y. A child of a woman, who has married a minister 
after his emeritation, said child not being a chlld 
of the minister, is not eligible for an allowance 
after the minister's death. 

z. A child born of a marriage consummated after the 
minister's emeritation is not eligible for an allow
ance after the minister's death. 

Grolznd for the ad'vice in all three cases is: The 
Church at large is under no obligation to support 
such persons. 

c. To declare that should t'he recommendations under 
(b) be adopted, such decisions should not affect mar
riages already consummated. 

(2) The Emeritus Board has been asked: Whether an 
emeritated minister who has recovered his health to that 
extent VIlat he is able to serve a congregation, can be given 
so-called "wachtgeld" for the period between the announce
ment that he can entertain a call and his. acceptance of a 
call? We advise Synod: 

a. TO' give an affinnative ans,ver. 
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b. To permit the Emeritus Board to disburse such 
"wachtgeld" for a period not to exceed a year. 

Ground for this advice is: 'We should encourage a 
miuister who has regained his health to enter the 
active ministry. 

(3) The Synod of 1936 decided that the treasurer of the 
Emeritus Fund should set up on his book separate arrear
age-accounts of all congregations to which the matter of 
arrearage decisions pertain (cf. Art. 118, 4, a). We inform 
the Synod that some classical treasurers have failed to 
supply the necessary information to enable Vhe treasurer 
of the Emeritus Fund to carry out this synodical decision. 

(4) The Synod of 1930 declared: "Every Synodical year 
the consistories shall state what is needed for the support 
of the emeriti, widows, and orphans under their supervi
sion" (cf. Acts 1930, p. 88). We inform the Synod that we 
did not require the beneficiaries to comply with this ruling 
this y,ear. We ask Syuod to approve of this and to declare 
that this ruling is to be complied with biennially. Ground: 
According to Art. 5 of the Rules for the Care of Emeritated 
Ministers, ,Vidows, and Orphans, the Classis, which has 
granted emeritation, should determine, subject to the ap
proval of Synod, the amouut to be disbursed. The Synod 
of 1930 dclared that the consistories shall state what is 
needed for the support of the emeriti, widows, and orphans 
under their supervi,sion. These s)~nodical decisions cause 
much correspondence, as almost all the beneficiaries no 
longer are under the supervision of the consistories through 
which emeritation was received. As the synodical rule re
quires much correspondence, as the necessary inforlnation 
to determine the allowances is in the hands, of the Emeri
tus Board and therefore is available for synodical con
sideration and as the "Rules" were adopted when the Synod 
met biennially we ask Synod to adopt tbis advice. 

(5) , The allowances of the beneficiaries were cut to the 
bone because of necessity. However, they are inadequate. 
There is much want in the homes of our Emeriti. With 
the rising cost of living, with increased rents - many of 
the beneficiaries pay rent - wehave received a large nnm
bel' of reqnests to increase the allowances. Because of these 
conditions we advise Synod to raise the assessment fro111 
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$1.60 to $1.70. The allowances, which we recommend to 
Synod are based on this bigher assessment. Should it be 
tha t Synod should not. adopt this advice, we recommend 
that the allowances be reduced accordtingly. 

Respectfully submitted, 
BY' order of the Emeritus Board, 

J. O. BouwsMA, Secretary. 



REPORT X. 

REPORT WEZEMAN CASE 

To the Synod of 1937: 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

YOUR Committee appointed in the Rev. F. H. Wezeman 
case, compare Acts of Synod 1936, Article 187, begs 

to report the following to your Honorable Body. 

I. OUR MANDATE FROM SYNOD 
A. 18 contained in Article 187 of the Synodical Acts of 

1936: "Synod resolves that, to preserve the uniformity and 
purity of doctrine, it require of the Rev. F. H. Wezeman 
that he give a further e"planation of his sentiments; and 

"Synod fnrther resolves to appoint a Committee to pre
sent this matter to Classis Ostfriesland, to as,sist it in in
terrogating the Rev. F. H. Wezeman, and to advise it as 
to final decision in this case." 

B. Interpretation of tbos Mandate. 
At the first meeting of your Committee, its Synod'ical 

mandate was interpreted as follows: "The responsible 
party is Classis Ostfriesland, and our Committee must pre
sent the matter to this Classis, assist the Classis in interro
gating the Rev. F. H. vVezeman, and mus,t advise it as a 
body as to the final decision on the matter by the Classis." 

II. HISTORY OF OUR LABORS 
A. Preliminary Work of the Committee. 
1. At the first meeting held at Grand Rapids on June 27, 

1936, the day after Synod had finished its business, a course 
of proced'ure was planned and adopted by the members 
present. 

2. The Rev. F. H. W'ezeman was duly informed by the 
President and Secretary of tWs Committee concerning the 
actions of Synod involving him, under letters dated June 30 
and July 6, 1936. Cf. Document 1. 

3. With Classis Ostfriesland, your Committee promptly 
sought contact. The President, the Rev. !VI. Monsma, was 
asked to contact the Stated Clerk of Classis Ostfriesland, in 
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order to arr'ange a meeting of the Classical Committee of 
said Classis to formulate some plan of action so as to com
ply with Synod's mandate. The following communication, 
dated July 13, 1936, was delivered in person and discussed 
at the meeting. The letter reads as follows: 
"Dear B'rethren i·n Christ: 

"The Synodical Oommirtltee of Nine in re the Rev. F. H. Wezeman 
appointed by the Synod of 1936 requests you to call an early session 
of your C1aJSISis, preferably fO'T the week of August 9; 

"The Synodical Committee aforement'ioned also requests you to 
notify the Rev. Wezeman that the Classical CommiJt;tee has. caned the 
Classis together in early session at the request of the Sy;nodiCla,1 Com
mittee, in order that '£laid Committee ~ay ,p-l'lesent the decisions of 
Synod touching Rev. Wezeman to Classis Ostfriesland at an early 
date, in harmony with the desire of Synod. 

liThe Synodical Committee further requests you to ask the Rev. 
W·ezeman to hold himself 'in readiness for 'an immediate summonEI by 
Classis Ostfriesland, if possible in the vicinity of the meeting place 
of Classis,. 

, "Respectfully submiitted, 
(W1ais signed) MARTjIN MONSMA, President." 

4. Due to various reasons the week of September 20 was 
chosen as acceptable to all for the sess,ions of Classis Ost
friesland. Cf. Document 2 .. Elder A. Peters notified the 
Secretary that he was,.J,ot able to meet during the week of 
September 20-26 because of the Annnal C. P. H. A. meet
ings. Later on becanse of his unavoidable absence at the 
Classis where the interrogation took place 'hie deemed it 
"useless" to attend onr later Committee meetings. Cf. 
Document 3. 

5. The. Classical Committee requested copies of. the Old 
Notes as well as of the New Notes (Bible Notes taught by 
the Rev. F. H. 'Vezeman) for each delegate who would at
tend Classis at the time of the iuterrogation. Your Com
mittee forwarded copies of these Notes (later on referred 
to in our Report to Classis). A complete set of bothOId 
and New Notes was, present at the Classis during the inter
rogation. 

B. The meeting of your Commiftee with Classis Ost
friesland at Woden, Iowa, on September' 22 ff., 1936. 

1. 'Ve presented the follmving document to Classis: 

"Classis Ostfri€slam-d convening Septe1nbwr 22,1936. 
ESTEEMJDD BRETHREN: fi 

"The Committee appointed by Synod in re the Dr. Wezeman case 
desires to report the following:, 
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I. The Committee informs Classis Ostfriesland of the following 
decisions of Synod concerning the Rev. F. H. Wezeman, minister of 
the Grundy Center church in Classis OstfrIesland. Cf. Art. 187, Acts 
of Synod 1936. 

We recommend that Clta61Sis receive rthis as information. 
II. The Committee of Synod proposes to Classis that Classis re"'" 

ceivl9 the Committee according to the terms of its mandate from 
Synod, namely, 'Synod appoint a committee to present th'is, matter to 
Clas'sis Ostfriesland, to assist it in interrogating the Rev. F. H. Weze
man, and to advise it las to final decishm in this case.' 

III. The Committee calls the attention of Classis to the Bible 
Notes of the Rev. F. H. Wezeman known as Project 'Stud~es in the 
Hi's!tory and Literature of the ISl'Iaelitish People, Old Testament I, IV; 
The Life and Teachings of Jesus; The Life and Letters of Paul, and 
excerpts from various parts not included in these four Projects. 

We recommend that CI'assis receive this mater'ial as information. 
IV. The Committee informsr Classis of the following Conclusions 

from the Report to Classis Illinois which were adopted by Classis Illi
nois and which were brought to Synod by an Overture from Rose
land IV. Cf. Report Number Sixty at the Synod of 1936. 

"SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS. 
1. It should be remembered that the foregoing is merely a T'eport 

in the High Schoo!l notes. An exhaustive, somewhat compiete treat
ment would have made necesisary a book of considerable length. Much 
more could be said in the w,ay of favorable comment. And certain 
passages were criticized in the committee that are not included iIll thls 
report. 

However, we are convinced thrut a judgment fajrly based .on this 
report would not be materially changed by the consideration of addi
tional material. 

2. Th'is report makes very plain that there is a vast amount of 
:nJ.Jateria,1 in the notes' which we can all heartily commend. 

However, there ate at least two pa!Ssages in the old notes that teach 
modernism; and various expressions, passages and methods of treat
ment th8.it reveal modernistic trends,. For this reason it would be in
correct to say with respect to some of the old notes that they are 
dominated by a Refonned spirit. The sad fact is that certain elements 
in the old nores are in sharp conflict with the Reformed view. 

3. Th'is conflict is not a matter merely of words or terms, but a 
conflict of -nV"o philosophies, the ,one Biblical, the other Modernistic, 
evolutionistic. And this is a dangerous conflict - a conflict touching 
the most fundamental of all doctrines, namely, Divine Infallible Reve
lation. 

4. For this reason the ·old notes cannot be approved, unless cer
tain passages are repudiated, esP€cially the passage from Old Testa
ment I on 'The Tables Broken and Renewed' (Tribal religion of Israel 
and the higher revelation of God as a national God.). and the passage 
from Amos, page 10, "On the Div'ini,ty of Yahweh (beginning 'in the 
days of Amos, the people rewarded Yahweh, as only one of many 
gods' and ending, 'with this step ethical monCYtheism has beelll 
&ttained'. 

In addition, Glassis cannot and should not feel at ease regarding the 
old noters" unless the danger of modernistic trends, as revealed in 
certain other passages is recognized and certain pass1ages are for 
that :r€ason eliminated. ' 
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5. The new notes (a) contain very little objectionable 'materIal, 
(b) there are many passages that state very satisfactorily and em
phatically our Reformed standpoint, (c) on the whole, the new notes 
are soundly Reformed. 

6, It is evident that there is, in parts, an essential difference be
tween the new notes and the old. Nat to recognize this difference 
wouJd ,be a dangerous wIping out 01 the line of distinction hetween 
error and truth, between Moderruism and the BibHcal view: 

The Committee for the Investigation of the Bible 
Notes of the Chicago Christian High School. 

(Was signed) E. J. Tanis, 
G. Hoeksema, 
W. Rutgers, 
J. Putt, 
W. Haverkamp, 
R. H. Hooker, 
J. M. Ghyse-ls/' 

We recommend that Classis Ostfriesland receive this material as 
information. 

V. The Committee calls the ·attention of Classis to the following 
·statements found in a publication known as liThe Truth About the 
Chi'cago Situation." (The offidal answer of the Board ·of the Chi
cago Hi~h Sc'h-ool to, the charges made in "The Chicago. Situation.") 

"Is this or something similar to it present in our ·Bible notes? We 
'hold there is not. Is there a 'tendency' tOWlard these denials of the 
fundamentals of ·our faith? We shall prove that there is not. Is 
there a 'spirit' of Modernism present in our text. material? We firm
ly maintain that there is not. On the contrary, abundant proof will 
he found by our readers to su:bstantllate our contention that the notes 
represent sound Reformed interpretations of Scripture. In their 
fruitless search for modernism, ·our critics ·avoided, ignored. and 
even deprecated the exact, wholesome, Reformed Biblical scholar
ship which is evidence in innumerable specific instances throughout 
all ·our ,courses"-Page 55, bottom ·of page. 

"We have. consistently from the outset been most eager to !answer 
every charge made iby Dr. Kuiper and his associ-ate-critics against 
any and all editions. In this bo-O'k we shall e&pedally reply to 
all charges made against our first editio-n because Dr. Kuiper and 
the other critics consider this edition infested with Modernism. Dr. 
KUJiper speaks ,of it as being 'very Ibad.' We S'hall therefore in this 
book bring to light the material of this original edition and let it 
speak for it.self in ·answer ,t·o -our critics"-Bage 61, hottom of page. 

Notice that 'Dr. Wezeman agrees with these statements. On one 
,of the last pages "Of this book we read, "I fully concur in this reply 
lof our Board to the critidsm contained in ·the· Blue Book Their 
answer as here given is my answer. In a word, I share wholeheaIlted
ly in this complete reply ;a.nd it therefore can be eonsidered by QUI' 
readers as my own in every detail"-(Was signed) F. H. Wezeman. 

Be Slides, we call your 'attention to this statement. "This was in 
no sense a 'confession' ,as the members of this committee and ·other 
ministerial critics speak of it. It was a gesture by Dr. We~em:an 
whereiby he indic<lited his willingness to do what he CQuld.to Glose the 
controv'ersy' 'and heal the breach. I1i was undoubtedly humiliating 
for him to sign: however, we consider it a constructive, honorable, 
gentlemanly. and Christian .gesture." 
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In addition, your Committee calls the attention of Classis Ost
friesland to the fact tJhat the Rev. F. 'H. Wezeman mairutains that 
there i~ no essential doctrinal difference between what he taught in 
his old notes and later .editions ,of his nOites. 

We refer you to the quotations printed above, page 55. Also to 
page 61. We add .the following statements, 

"And when he (i. e., Rev. Wezeman) changed the wording of 
some of t;h'ese questions, or entirely eliminated two or three of them 
in a sUibsequent edition he thereby most assuredly did not produce 
an essentially changed edirtion"-pp. 94, first paragraph, top of page. 

"'Dhey (i. e., the critics) have prod:uced no evidence of modernism, 
and the change made in the Michigan edition has most .assuredly not 
produced an ,essentially different set ,of Notes".----..-.jpage 109, 2nd 
paragraph from bottom. 

"Of ,course this ,correction was made in a subsequent edition. But 
this did not ,cre'rute an essentLalIy different edition"---:"Page 113. 

"Finally, we refer you to Part II, II. The Edi.tions and Revisio'ns. 
page 56, 57. ".Dr." Kuiper speaks emphatically and at len~h COll
'cern-ing the Notes submitted to the Michigan Committee for their 
appraisal, as being ess-enti'ally different from those examined by him
self and his associates. We 'maintain that they are essentially the 
'Same." 

We advise Classis to receive this as inf,01111a.tion. 
VI. We recommend- that Classis Ostfriesland now summon the 

Rev. F. H. Wezeman for the interro'gation indicated by Synod. 
The 'CommWtee ad hoc, 

(Was signed) 
MARTIN MONSMA, President. 
E. B. PEKE'LDER, Secretary. 

, 2, After the first sessions of Classis were devoted to the 
consideration of various matters, such 'as these: The min
isterial status of the Rev. F. H. Wezeman: the legality of 
a call extended to the Rev. F. H. 'Vezeman by the Fourtli 
Church of Chicago; the legality of Synod's procedure: the 
advisability of an interrogation byClassis Ostfriesland; 
the justice of a joint-investigation by Classis and a 
Svnodical Committee: the fact that no Consistorv had 
protested again'st Dr. F. H. Wezeman to Classis Oslfries
land; tl,le fact that the Grundy Center Consistory had not 
requested an interroga~ion - after cons,iderinl1 matters 
as here enumerated, QIassis Ostfriesland decided to sum
mon the Rev. F. H. Wezeman for the interrogation and to 
receive the Synodical Committee according to its mandate 
from Synod. Dr. F. H. Wezeman being present at Classis, 
the interrogation hegan on Wednesday eve, September 
23, and was completed the next day during the Ialte after
noon, 'I'he Revs. De Korne, Koning, Tebben,. and Voort
man'interrogated Dr. F. H. 'Vezeman for Classis. These 
brethren had been asked previously by the Classical Com
mittee to prepare themselves for this duty. Professors 
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, 

Berkhof 'and Wyngaarden qnestioned the brother for the 
Synodical Committee. Needless to say every member of 
C1assis and every member of the Synodical Committee 
received ample opportunity to ask questions, and the Rev. 
F. H. W·ezeman likewise received ample opportunity to 
respond, explain and elucidate. The professors prepared 
a list of questions. nnder such general heads as The rela
tion of the 'human and divine factors in revelation; the 
MeHns of revelation; the Progress of revelation and its 
counterpart in the Wellhausen-view of Isrfrel's religious 
history; the Inspiration of the organs of revelation and 
the \Vay of salvaltion - all later on referred to in our Re
port to Classis OstfrieslHnd nnder III A-D and VI 1-3. 

3. Upon completion of the interrogation your Commit
tee met. In view of the following considerations: a. that 

,in the interrogation SOlne 34 references in co:t:lnection ·with 
the Bible Notes of the Rev. F. H. Wezeman had been dis
cussed in the form of quesltions and answers; /J. that the 
Committee members took rather copious notes while the 
Rev. F. H. Wezeman responded and these notes were later 
on compared; c. that the Commi~tee felt that it needed 
time to consider the answers given at the interrogation by 
the Rev. F. H. We zeman (were they satisfacltory? Did 
they remove the difficulties? what ahout the Old Notes in 
the light of Dr. F. H. Wezeman's replies), your Committee 
decided to inform the Classis that it was impossible to 
give advice at the present sessions of Classis Ostfriesland. 
We notified Classlis as follows: "Esteemed Brethren: The 
Synodical Committee appointed by Synod to 'ass,ist .in the 
interrogaltion and to advise Classis as to final decision in 
this case' reports the following: 1. \Ve regret to state that 
it is impos,sible, from the nature of the case, to give our 
advice at this meeting of Classis. Grouud - We have in
sufficieut time at our disposal to weigb the evidence in the 
light of the interrogation and formulate our opinion in 
desirable det,ail. We further recommend an adjourned 
meeting of Classis during the week of November 8, 1936." 

4. November 17, 1936, was chosen as the date of the 
.adjourned meeting of Classis. 

C. Committee meeting in Chicago at the Y. M. C. A. on 
Ootober 6, 7, 1936. After two days of prayerful considera
tion, cOlnparing of Notes taken at the interrogation, etc., 
the Committee unanimously decided upon the ·adoption. 
·of -the Report and Advice which follows under D-l. 
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O. The meeting of your Committee with Classis Ost
friesland iu adjourned session at Wellsbnrg, Iowa, on 
November 17 If., 1936. . 

1. Our Report (a copy of which was sent to each dele
gate attending Classis and to Dr. Wezeman two weeks 
before sessions) was read by the Secretary ,and accepted 
by Classis for information. It reads· as follows: 

Classis Ostfriesland convening at Wellsburg, Iowa, on 
November 17,1936. 
Esteemed Brethren: 

Pursuant to the instructions of Synod (Cf. Acta 1936, 
Art. 187) and upon the request of Classis Ostfriesland, we 
preseut the following: 

1. The Synodical Committee look cognizance. of the 
documents 1llentioned in its mandate from Synod, the 
Report of a Committee, submitted to and its. conclusions 
adopted byClassis Illinois, "The Truth About the Chicago 
Situation," as well as of the following Notes by the Rev. 
F. H. Wezeman on The History and Literature of the 
Israelitish People, Old Testament I and IV, The Life and 
Teachings of Jesus, The Life and Letters of Paul, Gene!'al 
Introduction to a Study of the Holy Bible, and New Testa
ment I, Unit I, Project III, .The Institutions, (New Notes) ; 
Moreover, all the Notes, Old and New, were present at the 
Classis '(held September 2Q If., 1936) and could be used 
when called for; and th€ Committee heard the replies of 
Dr. Wezeman in the recent interrogation by this Classis 
assisted by the Synodica[ Committee, in whicb interrog-a
lion the Synodical Committee took its starting point in the 
Confessional Standards (Belgic Confession, Art. 2, 3, 5, 7; 
Catechism, Question 19; Confession Art. 20, 21; Catechism 
Question 60-62; and Canons III, 8, 10, 11, 12.) 

II. The Synodical Committee calls your attention to 
the following facts: The Rev. F. H. Wez€man has taught 
what is found in the Original Notes, the so-called Project 
Stndies in Bible Courses prepared by the Rev. F. H. Weze
man . 

. With respect to the relationship of the .old Notes to the 
following editions we refer you to these statements found 
in "The Truth About the Chicago Situation" (The so
c>rlled "Orange Book" published by the Board of the Chi
cago Christian High School), and to the contents of which 
Dr. Wezeman has subscribed. On one of the last pag-es 
we read, "I fully concur in this reply of our Board to the 
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criticism contained in the Blue Book. Their answer as 
here given is my answer. In a word. I share whole
heartedly in this complete reply and it therefore can be 
con.sidered by onr readers as my owru in every detail. 
(Was signed F. H. Wezeman)" .... "We have consistently 
from the outset been most eager to answer every charge 
made by Dr. &uiper and his associate-critics against any 
and all editions. In this book we shall especiaUy reply to 
all charges made against our first edition beoause Dr. 
Kuiper and the other critics consider tl,is edition infested 
with Modernism" - pp. 61 ...... "And when he changed 
the wording of some of these questions, or entirely elimi
nated two or three of them in a subsequent edition he 
thereby most assuredly did not produce an essentially 
changed edition" - pp. 94 ..... "They (i. e., the critics) 
have produced no evidence of modernism, and the change 
made in the Michigan edition has most assuredly not 
produced an essentially different set of Notes" - pp. 
109 ..... "Of course this correction was made in a subse
quent edition. But this did not create an essentially dif
ferent edition." - pp. 113 .... "Dr. Kuiper speaks em
phatic"Uy and at length concerning the Notes submitted 
to the Michigan Committee for their· appraisal, as being 
essentially different from those examined previously by 
himself and his associates. We maintain ,hey are essen
tially the ,same" - pp. 56. 

[IClassis asked the following question, "What d'O YO,U understand 
by 'essential difference'?" Your Committee replied, "By 'essen:tial 
difference' we mean that passages in the Old Notes on which the 
judgment of the Educational Committee ,of .the Chicago Christian 
High Scho'O'l BO'ard was ·originally ·based were changed, so' as to yield 
an entirely diife'rent judgment on the matter."] 

Besides, we read on page 21, "This was in no sense a 
'confession' as the members of this committee ,and other 
ministerial critics speak of it. It was a gesture by Dr. 
Wezeman whereby he indicated his willingness to do 
what he could to close the controversy and heal the breach. 
It was undoubtedly humiliating for him to sign: however, 
we consider it a constructive, honorable, gentlemanly, and 
Christian gesture." And finally, on page 20 we read, HA 
third factor w"s Dr. Wezeman's conviction that the mak
ing of a few changes, in some instances the change of a 
few wor·ds or the wording of a sentence, would not involve 
a compromise whereby he was sacrificing the integrity of 
his intelligence or conscience. This wonld not involve the 
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abandnnment nf beliefs and cnnvictions but it did mCHn 
a disavowal of anv claim to. absnlute accuracy of expres-
sion; and to. infallibility." . 

In the interrogation upon the floor of Glassis, Dr. Weze
man similarly maintained that the Old Notes and the New 
editions are essentially the same and did not repndiate 
what he taught or has written. It is true, the interroga
tion brought to light that Dr. Wezeman admitted inaccu
rate and unfortunate and erroneous expressions. The 
practical importance of these admissinns is considered 
"When we come to treat the material as such. It mav be 
said here, however, that the admissions made do no! re
move the serious difficulties and modernistic trends. 

III. The Synodical Committee calls your >attention, in 
the first place, to manifestations of nn-Biblical and un
Reformed views of the Rev. F. H. Wezeman with respect 
to 

A. The relation nf the human and divine factors in 
·revelation. 

1. Old Testament IV, Pl'. 7, "It was in this state of socie
ty that the revelation and conception of Yahweh, the God 
of Israel, arose." 

2. Old Testament IV, Pl'. 10, "Amos, however, insisted 
that justice ·and righteousness were the central qualities 
of Yahweh .... The Yahweh of Amos possessed alI th a t 
constitutes essential righteousness in man." 

3. Old Testament IV, Pl'. 14, "He (Amos) rested the 
truth of his affirmation neither on miracles nor nn a book 
hut on· conscience and history. He was one of the first to 
discover that God's favor Ineans discipline for service." 

In the opinion of the Synodical .committee those pas
sages represent revelation in a purely Modernistic, natu
ralistic fashion, as coming up out of the soul of the proph
et in such a manner as to ignore its objective, supernatu
ral character. 

The Synodical Commillee having heHrd Dr. Wezeman 
concludes that he has not shown that these statements fit 
in with the Biblical and Refnrmed view, nnr has he ad
mitted that they involve false doctrine. 

[Classis asked the question, "What is the point that. the 'Committee 
wlshes to bring home in III A, 2?" Your Gommittee replied, -"Is 
not this an ex.pression of Empirical theology, according to which the 
prophet's ,C'onception of God is determined !by that which is ideal in 
man? The ,notion of ideal righteousness in man leads to the idea 
{If a 'similar righteousness in Hod."] 
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B. \Vith respect to the Meam of Rcvelation the Synodi
cal Committee calls vour attention to lhe. un-Biblical ,and 
un-Reformed views of the Rev. F. H. '''ezeman. 

1. Old Testament IV, Pl'. 14, "His (Amos) imagination 
wa", one of extraordinary vividness. The opening sen
tence reveals this: 'The word, of Amos ... which he saw'; 
'the Lord showed .me'; 'I saw lhe Lord standing by the 
altar' ." 

2. Old Testament IV, PI'. 72, "It would seem HS if the 
purpose of God, spiritually communicated to the prophet, 
is translated by his imagination into the~~ symbolic fig
ures, and only then is its application to actual affairs com
prehended. This process evidently belongs to the type of 
mind whiCh thinks first of all in picture'S, as it is, said crea

. tive minds often do. Especially when the subject is of 
great but obscure movements in the mind of man, or of 
happenings which lie far in the future, we can understand 
why a symbol is the sale vehicle for reception, but al,o of 
the expression of the message." 

3. New Testament, Iife and Letters of Paul, PI'. 43.· The 
vision in Troas. "'The world' is CHlling, beckonin;g! Paul 
had the vision! Vision is imagination, hearing voices, and 
seeing ideals that lure and urge us o.n all the great achieve
ments of men born of vision." 

In the first two cases, revelation is represented as the 
fruit of prophetic imagination, WhHe in the third CHse vi
sion and imagination are identified. This is really a Mod
ernistic identification of the natural and the supernatural. 
These three passages give a purely naturalistic interpre
tation which strikes at the very root of the Reformed doc
trine of divine, infallible revelatioJlI. 

The Synodical Commiteee having heard Dr. F. H. Weze
man, concludes that he has not sncceeded in showing that 
these statements fit in with the Biblical and Reformed view. 
It is also a signifiCHnt fact tba t not a single passage is found 
where miracles are represented as a means of special 
revelation. 

C. \Vith regard to Th" Progress of Revelation, the Sy
nodical Committee furthermore calls your attention to the 
un-Reformed and un-Biblical views of the Rev. F. H. 
Wezeman: 

1. Old Testament I, Pl'. 27, "Even greater than his 
achievement in uniting the tribes of Israel into one nation 
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and in liberating them from slavery is the work of Moses 
as a teacher of religion. God spoke through Moses to Israel 
of truth, jus,uce, aud service. The revelation of God hrought 
3,000 years ago to a horde of desert nomads is the foun
dation for the religions of half the world today. Imagine 
ourselves in the place of these nomads to grasp what 
changes had to take place in their lives. Some rromadic 
trihes knew of no gods at all worshipping merely good and' 
evil spirits. The trihes wlJich did worship a god thought of 
him as helonging to themselves alone. The god was ex
pected to take an interest in every trihal undertaking, 
whether it he a raid on the cattle of a neigbor or an attack 
upon a wayfarer to rob him of bis camel and merchandi.se. 
When the booty was divided the god received' his gbare, just 
as the members of the tribe received theirs. They did prac
tice a form of justice, but only within the tribIe for the 
wrong done to aile of their own membel1s\ toward other 
tribes they migll;t act as they pleased. 

"Then came the higher revelation of God through Moses. 
God was n:ot merely the god of one tribe, but of the whole 
nation." 

2. Old Testall1ent IV, pp. 9, "To a nomad of the times of 
Moses, the worship of his god is inconceivable wit1bl)ut a 
sacrificial offering of some kind. In the prophet ,Amos, 
ho\vever, we find an emphasis on justice and righteousness. 
(Se.e Amos v: 21-24.) Sacrifices in themselves are undesi",
able, un:less proceeding from a heart that fcm,s' Jehovah ... 
The final.downward step was yet to be taken. Since Yah" 
weh had become a national and agricultural deity, the con
cept of justice and mercy as part of his religion was uncon
sciously surrendered. In place of moral requirement, there 
grew up the belief that religion consisted of ceremonies and 
sacrifices which Yahweh had ordained. The real origin of 
~his idea was in the Canaanite conception of the baalim 
as having the power of good and evil over the people, and. 
hence to be appeased and favored by sacrificial rites. These 
deities were worshipped in all the old sanctuaries, in tl1ees, 
stones, POSIts, etc. The ritual consisted in sensual songs, ob
servance of agricultural and astronomical feasts, and an ex
ceedingly ramified sacrificial system. In a very short time 
the origin of those observances was completely forgotten, 
and tbe belief grew that they had been part of the ancient 
religion of Yahweh: The final form of this confusion was 
the open recognition of Yahweh as the patron god of Israel 
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with the necessity for sacrifices to appease his wrath and 
incur his favor." 

3. Old Testament IV, PI'. 11. The Divinity of Yahweh. 
"In the days of Amos, the people regarded Yahweh as only 
one of the many gods. Although they believed that he was, 
the true god of Israel, they also recognized Bel and N abu 
as gods of the Babylonians; Chemosh, as the god of the 
Moabites; Dagon, as the god of the Philistines; etc. Of 
course, a loyal subject of Yahweh wasn't ,supposed to wor
ship any of these s,trange gods, but the early Hebrew was 
firmly con"inced that they lived in these countries just as 
Yahweh lived in Canaan. TIns wmship of one god accom
pan[ed by the belief in the existence of many gods, is called 
monolatry. 

"Amos's teadlJiing concerning Yahweh struck a death 
blow to the existing monolatry. If the ,central quality of 
Yahweh was righteousness, then he had to be omniscient 
and omnipresent to enforce that righteousness,. Amos did 
not hesitate to include Damascus and Assyria nnder the 
moral jnrisdIction of Yalhlweh. In the opening chapters of 
his Book, Amos sawall the nations around Palestine sub
jected to the same punishment of violating the justice and 
righteousness commanded by Yahweh. Besides' indicating 
the impartiality of Yahweh's justice, it also pointed to 
Amos's belief that the moral will of Yalhweh had finally 
superseded the will of all the other gods. Yahweh is more 
than simply one of the gods - he is' the supreme god. Yah
weh is not merely national, but God in' the sense that we 
now understand it. This idea is expressed in the name 
'Yahweh of Hosts'. It had reference to the Universe which 

,Yahweh had created and over which he ruled. (See Amos 
,'iv:13,) With this s,tep, ethical monotheism had been at-

tained." 
4. New Testament I, Unit I, Project III, New Notes\ Pl'. 

2, "The three Post-Mosaic Feasts were: (1) Purim; 
(2) Dedication; (3) Day of Atoneinent - a fast rather 
than a feas!. 

5. New Testament I, UnifI, Project III, New Notes,. The 
Levites. "The Levites . : . they were a subordinate class 
of temple officials. Pries,!s and Levites were not the same. 
At first (confer Deuteronomy) the terms were interchange
able bnt a distinction was made later on, 'Priests' came 
to designate tlbe lineal descendants of 'sons of Zadok'." 
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All of these passages reflect the Modernistic, Wellhausen 
higher critical view of Biblical ih~story, and do not fit in 
with the Biblical and Reformed view of the progress of 
<revelation. The admission of the R<\v. F. H. Wezeman that 
these are unfortunate expressions does1 not destroy their 
import bcause they are rather carefully phrased formula
tious tibJat fit in precisely with the Graf-Wellhausen School 
of Higher Criticism. 

Furthermore, we call your attention to Old Testameut I, 
pp.30. 

~'There are numerous indications that the substauce of 
Leviticus was included in ~he law by Ezra at a public as" 
sembly in Jerusalem about a century after the return from 
exile, described in Nehemiah 8." 

In the iuterrogation Rev. F. H. Wezeman was asked 
whether he still believed that the substance of Leviticus was 
included in the law by Ezra, the questioner first havi)1g ex
plained that a Modernistic school holds that much of Leviti
CUs dates from about the time of the exile, Rev. Wezeman 
answered that he was not ready to answer the question. 

[The following question was asked by CI,assis, "Do you still wish 
to keep in your Re·pon the reference to O. Test. I, pp. 301" Y'our 
Qo.mmittee replied, ''Having heard the explanation of Dr. Wezeman 
yesterday 'On the floor of Classis the Commi1Jtee is willing to delete 
this item, although [)he Commirttee does not understand why Dr. 
Wezeman neglected to offer this interpretation 'at the interrogation."] 

Besides the above quotations there are doubtful passages 
which, even after the interrogation of Dr. Wezeman leave 
questions in the mind of the Committee, because they seem 
to reflect the Modernistic Wellhausen-view. cf. Old Testa
ment IV, pp. 13, "Amos deni~d that he was a prophet or a 
son of a prophet. Many of thlese 'prophets' or a 'son. of a 
prophet', who made a living by teaching, accepted gifts for 
telling fortunes, consulting spirits of the dead, finding lost 
things, etc. In the days of Samuel. these superstitious prac
tices were often combined with great moral worth, but in 
the times of Amos, the traditional prophetic schools had 
thus degen.erated into practical clairvoyance." Also OLd 
Testament IV, pp. 7, "There is no doubt that the prophets 
idealized the eady desert life." 

[After further explanation the Synodical Committee expressed itS 
willingness to delete the passage quoted above-Old Test. IV, PiP. 
13.] 
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The Synodical Committee having heard fue Rev. F. H. 
\Vezeman concludes tlhat he has not Isucceeded in showing 
that these items harmonize with the Biblical and Reformed 
view. 

[The folIo:wing question was ,asked ,by Classis, "Does III 'C, 4 
bdong to the proof thak Dr. Wez,eman has taught false doctrine?" 
Your Committee- replied, 

"Of the Mosaic origin 'of the Day of Atonement, we read in Leviti
cus, chapter sixteen. ' 

Verse,s 1, 2, 3, 29, 30, 34: "And Jehovah spake unto'Moses, after 
!the death of the trw'o s'ons of Aaron, when they drew near before 
J·ehovah, and dies; and Jehovah. said unto Moses, ISpeak unto Aaron 
thy Ihrother, that he come not at all times into the holy place wiithin 
the veil, ,before the mel'lcy-seat which is upon the 'ark; that he die 
not: for I will appear in the doud upon the mercy"",seat. Herewith 
shall Aaron 'Come in:to -the holy ,pace: with .a young bullock for a 
sin-oiferting. and a ram for a burnt-offering ...... And it shall be a 
statute for ever unto you: in the sevenrth -month. on the tenth day of 
fthe month, ye shall afflict y'our souls, and shall do no manner ,of 
work, the ,home-born, ,or the stranger th.at sojourneth among you: 
for on this day shall atonement be made for you. to cleanse you: 
il"om 'all your sins shall ye he dean before Jeho'Vfah ....... And this 
shall be an everlasting statute unto you, rto make atonement for the 
,children of ISl"ael Ibecause of all their sins once in a year. And he 
did as Jehovah command'ed Moses." 

Not ,only do the New Notes classify the Day of Atonement as 
post-Mosaic, ,but in the corresponding Old Notes we re,ad the follow
ing: "The principal sacred occasions were six in number. The tlhree 
primary or Mosaic feasts were Passover, Pente-c'ost and Tabernacles. 
AlI male Israelites after they attained thirteen (13) years ,of age 
were required to attend these three feasts, and parents were eXJpect
ed to bring them along even two years prior to that age, that they 
might ,become familiar with the routine of ceremonies. 

The post-M'Osaic feasts were Purim and Ded~cation. The nay of 
Atonement was a fast rather than a feast. !PIurim and the Day of 
Atonement are not mentioned in the New Testament." "Life and 
Teachings of Jesus, Unit I, Projed 3, page, 18. 

Now, when Dr. Wezeman ahbreviatedl the Old Notes, he expressed 
their clear imp'o,rt :by classifying the Day of Atonement as post
M'osaic. in .the New Notes. The contention of Dr. Wezeman that the 
New Notes concerning tthe Day of Atonement represent a mechani
cal error does, not destroy the import 'of ,'both the Old and.the New 
Notes for both are there essentially the same. Even if one should 
admit' that there is ·a me-chanical eri'or here, 1Jhe Old Notes suibstanti
<ate the position of the Oommittee. Both the Old and the New Notes 
here concerning the Day of Atonement give carefully phrased for
mulations that fit precisely into the Modernistic, Wellhausen view, 
at variance with Leviticus XV!.] 

[A second question was asked by Classis, "What is the Wellhaus.en 
Higher Critical view of Biblical history. and ~ow does it agree wl.th 
the teaching 'of Dr. Wezeman 'as found m III-C, 1-5 of the CommIt
tee's Report'?" Your Commirttee replied, 
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In answer to the question how the. passages adduced in III, C. 1~5 
reflect un-Biblical and un-Refo-nned trends ~n. the W·ellhausen view 
of BIBLICAL HISTORY, the following may be said. It would take 
us too far afield to explain the Wellhausen view. with any complerte

. ness. A knowledge of this view, in general, must be assumed. We 
therefore take up the trends, in the items in III, C, 1-5, for brief 
consideration. 

1 and 3. (Page 3.) According to Dr. Wezeman, Moses teaches 
!tha;t God is a national God, ,and Amos f,aithfully' reflects Ihis ubelief 
that the moral will of Yahweh had finally superseded the will of 
all other ,gods." (Bage 4, line 10.) Here is a transition from monola
try to monotheism, not only in the· !belief of some of the people, but 
in ,the -belief of Amos. Before the ethical monotheism of Amos, the 
Notes teach that monolatry was the faitili not only of the people, but 
alS'o of Amos. Furthermore, early Israel's ·religion is pictured in 
<such a way that each tribe had its own deity. Page '3, line 20, "The 
trihes which did worship' a god thought ·of him as belonging to them
selves alone. The god was expected to take an interest in every 
tribal undertaking, whether it be a raid on the cattle of a neighfbo'r 
or an attack upon a w:ayf'arer to rob him 'of his camel and merchan
dise. .When the Ibooty was divided the god received his share, just 
as the members -of the rtrilbe received theirs. They did practice a 
form ·of justice, hut only within the tribe for a wrong done t'O one of 
their own members, toward other .tr~bes they might act as they 
pleased." This is 'again monolatry, and involves such a charge of 
apostacy a'gainst the Israelitish tribes as 'cannot be substantiated. 
This teaching of Dr. Wezeman has serious implications with respect 
to the history of redemption, .and the redemption of the tribes con
cerned. Some tribes "worshipping merely good and evil spirits" 
manifest mere Animism, and no'thin.g but Animism, for they wor
shipped "merely go'od and evil spirits." 

How can anyone be saved 1:fuat worships "merely good and evil 
;spirits"? And that is 'Baid, in a generalizing way, for "some tribes" 
of Israel. Where is the evidence? The evidence cannot. be produced. 

Why then ;is such ·a description given of the history 'of redemption, 
and the history of revelation, among Israel, nullifying redemption 
for "some tribes"? All this is mystifying, and 'ofbscure and at vari-: 
ence wirth Scripture and the Reformed point of view; but these 
matters ,are far from -obscure when viewed in the Light of the hig~er 
critical view .of various scholars of the WeUhausen School, c'oncern
ing Israel's religious history. For this Scho'ol_ nullifies redemption 
and revelation in the Reformed sense, and holds to evolution as 
tapplied to religion. We conclude that the Notes here refie·ct this 
evolutionistic view concerning the emergence of religious truth, in 
C'onnecti-on witJh their teachings concerning mere animism, polythe
ism, monolatry, and ethical monotheism. 

Compare Kuenen, Hibbert Leotures on "National Religions and 
Universal Religions," page 132 (middle ,of page) to p-age 134 (tOIP 
of page). 

2. (Page 3, III, C, 2.) There was a higher ground for sacrifices 
than that which ;is conceivable or "inconceivable." This higher 
ground is the divine sanction of sacrifices in the ·Pentateuch, and is 
evident in the Mosai1c ordinances, and ~s recognized elsewhere in the 
Notes. 
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But in the vresent passage the dualism in the Notes-again appears. 
The section ("IProject Studies in the History and Literature of the 
IsraeHtish People, Old Testament IV, The Minor Prophets, Amos 8, 
9, Section IV) deals with "THE RELIGIOUS SITUATION," and, in 
the very first point, begins as follows: "To a nomad 'of the times of 
Moses, the worship of his god was inconceivable 'Without a sacrificial 
oifel1ing of B'orne kind. In the prophet Amos, however, we find -an 
emphasis on justice and righteousness. (See Amos V; 21-24.) 
Sacrifi,ces in themselves are undesirflible, unless proceeding from a 
heart that fears Jehovah." The institution of sacrifice in Mosaic 
times did not occur because to a nomad of Moses' times the worship 
of his god was inconceiViable without sacrifi'ces, burt sacrifices had re
ceived divine sanction from 'God, and this is evident in. the Mo'saic 
law 'of God. Here in the Notes is taught a degradation from the 
'alleged monolatry of the. deser,t nomadic religion to polytheism of 
the later Canaanitish, agricultural period. "5. The doctrine of 
Yahweh's -superior power was lost. At the identification of Yahweh 
with the baalim, he was not -considered the greatest among gods, but 
only one among many-a mere local or na.tionral god. 6. Sole wor
shlp of ~aihweh as -commanded by M·oses was no longer heeded, since 
Yahweh was no !better than the baalim." This kind of degradation 
reflects the Wellhausen view concerning this period of Israel's 
religious history. 

Furthermore, in the last sentence of point 7, page 9 of these Notes, 
on Amos, sacrifices are mentioned witlhout any limitation to Canaanit
ish or syncretistLc sacrirfices. 

This sentence reflects the WelTh:ausen view -of sacrifices, that they 
were to Ibe discredited, as coming from the nomadic stage of Israelit-' 
ish history,- -and from the el'a, of Israel's worship· in Canaan, of J eho
yah, as an agn,cultural deity. And, -of course, the WeUhausen SchOool 
denies thwt sacrifices served, in any typical way, to "appease his 
wrath and incur his f.avor." 

See point 7, the, -concluding words: "7. The final do·wnward step 
was yet to be taken. Since Yahweh had ·become a national and agri
cultural deity, the concept of justice :and mer:cy as part -of :his re
ligion was unconsciously surrendered. In place of moral require
menrt, there grew up the belief that re,ligitm 'consisted of ceremonies 
land sacr1fices which Yahweh had ordained. The real origin ,of this 
idea was ~n the Canaanite conception of the baalim a's having the 
power of ,goQd and evil over the people, and Ihence to be ap:peased 
and favored by sacrificial r.ites. Tihese deities were worshipped in 
all the old sanctuaries, in trees, stones, p'Osts, etc. T:he riJtual con
sisted in .sensual songs, ohservance 'of ,agricultural ,and astronomical 
feasts and an exce-edingly ramified sacrificial system. In a very 
shor.t time .the origin of these observances was completely forgotten, 
and the belief grew up that they had Ibeen ipart of the ,ancient 
Teligi'on -of Yahweh. The final form of this c-onfusion was the open 
relcognition 'of Yahweh as ,tihe patron god .of IsraeI"'with the necessity 
for sacrifi,ces to appease his wrath and incuT his f'a;v;or." 

(This entire se'ction IV, on "THE RELIGIOUS SITUATION." as 
briefly treated aiborve, was discussed mOore fully orolly by the Com
mittee, on the floor of Classis Ostfriesl,and, and the f.ollowing bo-oks 
were present at Classis, as standards 'Of comparison representative 
of the Wellhausen School: J. Wellhausen, "Sketch of the History of 
Israel and Judah," Third Edition 1891; J. Wellhausen, "Prolegomena. 
to the History of Israel," 1885; A. Kuenen, "Nation~l Religions and 
Universal Religions," 1882.)] 
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. D. With regard to Inspiration. Of The Organs of Reve
lation we refer you to the fact that there are statements in 
the Notes which are not in harmony With the conception 
of the verbal, infallible inspiration of Holy Scriptures. 

1. According to the Rev. F. H. Wezeman, Peter in his· 
apostolic teaching moves in one direction and Paul in an
other, at variance with Peter. Cf. Life and Letters of Paul, 
1'1'.35. 

"Peter and Paul had both received sitriking vision-reve
lations of the gospel universality. Peter, besides, had been 
intimately with Jesus. We simply cannot understand Peter 
in this connection. But now Paul had lots of pragmatic 
proof that a heathen can be saved without Moses; and re
ceive the Holy Spirit, just a. well as the Jews - if not 
better. Christ plus Moses? No!!! Christ alone! Paul 
had seen it done, over and over again, on that first mission
ary journey from which Ib~ was recently returned. We 
can understand how bitterly he must resented the reaction
ary fus!!ing and meddling of the Judaizers .. , (d) ... The 
man Peter, for all his name, was anything but a rock in this 
matter. He makes a bad showing in the Antioch-Jerusalem 

. controversy (cf. Gal. 1, 2). Paul comes out splendidly. He 
stands fast - ill' love! Peter wavers, plays the weatlber
cock, misses, a wonderful opportunity. Paul, rather than 
he, is henceforth the great leader of the gospel's advance 
... The hearthstone of Christianity is not SI. .Peter's church 
at Rome, but an hundred thousand churches of Jesus Christ 
everywhere. Today our greatest need is Christian men 
and women of Paul's breadth of mind and strength (jf 
heart, of his world-mindedness and world-brotherliness, 
that the gospel of Christ may more truly and fully come 
to its own." 

AJs has been well said, "This representation is (a) con
trary to the record. Acts 15 tells us plainly that Peter and 
James take precisely the same stand as' Paul; in fact, not 
Paul, but they are given promiuent mentioh and Peter 
takes the initiative. (b) It agrees with tlhe old critical 
theory of Banr and the Tiibill'gell' School, a theory that 
posits a real difference of viewpoint between Peter and Paul 
and thereby obscures and denies the infallible inspiration of 
all the apostles in their official teachings."-Report to Clas
sis Illinois, Pl'. 12. 

2. According to Dr. Wezeman, Moses is teaching one 
thing and Amos is teadhling ,slomething else. Thus Moses 
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teaches that God is a national god (the god of Israel) and 
Amos faithfully teaches his belief "that the moml will of 
Yahweh had finally superseded the will of all the other 
gods" (cf. Oldl Testameut I, pp. 27 aud Old Testament IV, 
pp. 11). "God was not nierely the god of one tribe, but of 

. the whole nation" ... "Beside~ indicating the impartiality 
of Yahweh's justice, it also pointed to Amos's belief that 
the moral will of Yalhrweh had finally superseded the will of 
all the other gods. Yahweh is not merely national, but God 
in the same sense that we now understand it. It had ref
erence to the Universe which Yahweh had created and over 
which be ruled. (See Amos iv, 13)." 

3. According to Dr. W·ezeman the terms "Priests" and 
the "Levites" were at first interchangeable. We quote, "At 
first (confer Deuteronomy) the terms were interchangeable 
but a distinction was made later on. 'Priest' came to desig
nate the lineal descendants of the 'sons of Zadok'," New 
Testament'I, Project III (New Notes). In Numbers 18 we 
read, "And thy brethren also of the trribe of Levi, the tribe 
of thy fathers, bring ~h\)u with thee, that they may be 
joined unto thee; but thou and thy sons with thee shall 
minister before the tabernacle of witness. And they shall 
keep thy charge, and the charge of all the tabernacle: only 
they shall not come nigh the ves'sels of the sanctuary and 
the altar, that nei~her they, nor ye also, die" - vss. 2, 3 . 

• New Testament I, Unit I, Prmject III, pp. 2, "T1be Three 
4. There is the item concerning the Day of Atonement, cf. 

Post-Mosaic Feasts were: (1) Purim; (2) Dedication; 
(3) Day of Atonement - a fast rather than a feast," New 
Notes. 

The Synodical Committee having heard Dr. Wezeman, 
concludes that he has not removed the difficulties and' hence 
the Committee cannot feel satisfied with his, teaclhings, or 
statements that are out of harmony with the Reformed 
conception of the verbal, infallihle inspiration of Holy 
Scripture. . 

IV. The Synodical Committee, in the second place, calls 
your attention to instances in which the representations in 
the Bible Notes of Dr. Wezeman differ from the Scriptural 
representation. 

1. Old Testament I, pp. 25 - Reason for Israel's long 
stay in the desert. "The Israelites were not yet prepared 
to advance upon Canaan for the inhabitants of that land 



-56-

were too powerful to be successfully attacked by a host of 
untrained slaves. For some time. Moses! thought, it would 
be best to live amoug the friendly tribes, till they could 
learn to act as one people. He determiued, therefore, to 
lead them to the land where he had been received as a 
friend upon his flight from Egypt, and where he had heard 
the call of God to retul'll to Egypt." 

TIllS is in conflict with what we find in Exodus 13:17,18, 
"And it came to pass, when Pharaoh had let the people go, 
that God led them not thrr:ough the way of the land of the 
Philistinesl, although that was near; for God said, Lest per
adventure the people repent when they see war, and they 
return to Egypt. But God led the people about, through 
the way of the wilderness of the Red Sea: and' the dhHdrr:en 
of Israel went harnas~ed out of the laud of Egypt." Cf. 
Hebrews 3:16-19, 'For some, when they had heard, did 
provoke: howbeit not all that came out of Egypt by Moses. 
But with whom was he grieved forty years? was it not 
with them that had sinned, whose carcases fen in the wil
derness? And to whom sware he that they should not 
enter into his rest, bnt to them that believed' not? So we 
see that they could not enter in because of unhelief." 

2. Old Tes'tament I, pp. 33, "For many years the Israel
ites remained at Kadesh-Barnea, during which time their 
union was made strong aud lasting. They were getting 
ready for the next step, that of having land for themselves .. 
There was the hmd of Canaan, where their ancestors 1md 
pastured their flocks - the land of Abraham, Isaac, and 
<T acob - the land of promise. Quite naturally they wanted 
to know about the nature of the land and the difficulties 
which they might expect to meet. Accordingly spies .were 
sent out. See Numbers 13:17 as to their instructions!. Re
stated, the purpose of the spies' mission was to find out 
(a) whether the land was worth conquering; (b) whether 
the land could successfnlly be conqured by the Hebrews." 

Clearly the Scriptures teadh! that the "many years" (cf. 
above) came after the events concerning the twelve spies. 
\Ve refer you to Numbers 14:26-35. We quote verse 34, 
"After the number of the days in which ye searched the 
land, even forty days, each day for a year, shall ye bear 
your iniquities, even forty yea!.'s!, and ye shall know my 
breach of promise." 

Moreover, the Scriptures emphasize disobedience, revo
lution, and unbelief as the real reason for the long stay in 
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the desert, an item sadly lacking in the Notes. We refer 
yon to Nnmbers, chapters 13 and 14, and Hebrews 3:16-19, 
already quoted under 1. 

[lCIassis asked the following question, "What is the point in IV, 
1.1" Your Committee replied, "The Scriptures do _ not 'correspond 
with this explanation. The Bilble tells us that Israel had to wander 
in the wilderness so long because of their unbelief. Prof. Berkhof 
will further elucidate this point." 

In sub'stance Prof. Berkhof stated, "Dr. Wezeman takes the posi
tion that Israel had to stay in the desert many years, since Moses 
considered this advisable in view of the fact that the people was 
not yet sufficiently trained for war. In order that they might obtain 
the necessary training, Moses thought best that they should dwell 
among the friendly Kenites for ra time. The time referred to, is not 
merely the time which it took to journey from Egypt to Kadesh
Barnea, but also many years spent at Kadesh~Barnea in preparation 
for the advance on Canaan, d. page 33 Qf Old Testament I Notes. 
There was a long period therefore in which Israel had t9 get ready 
for the attack. This I regard as an unbiblical representation. For 
this ,opinion I would advance the following reasons: 

1. Israel did not spend many ye1ars in the desert before it was 
commanded by the Lord to take the lead. It reached Kadesh-barnea 
about a year and a half after the exodus and was enJoined at once 
to take the land. It is not true that many years were spent 'at Kadesh 
previous to' the injunction to take the land. 

2. During the year and a half previous to the arrival at Kadesh 
there was no re'Corded effort on the part of Moses to train the people 
in a military way. A year was spent at Mount Sinai in unifying the 
people civilly and religiously by the giving of ·the law and the 
building of the tabernacle. The rest ,of the time was spent in travel
ing from. place to place. 

3. The special training which ISl'1aei received an the desert up to 
that time (and also after that) was training in obedience and in 
trustful reliance 'on Jehovah. Israel had to learn to go forth in faith. 
trusting .in the power of Jehovah even whe,n raIl the odds see'med 
awainst ·them. Mter they had learned that lessoh well, even warfare 
would not disc'ourage them. 

4. That is the reason too why the Lord did not at once, as soon as 
they left E'gypt, lead them ·by the way of the land ,of the Philistines. 
The danger was that the ,thought 'of war would at once discourage 
them land make them desirous of retu'rning to Egypt. 

5. During the year and a half ,preceding the arrival at Kadesh 
:the p.eople did not dwell among the friendly triJbe ,of the Kenites, for 
these dwelt partly -in Canaan and partly in Midi'an. Jethro, Moses' 
father-in-law, was a priest of Midian. If they dwelt among this 
tribe at all, it must have been after their first ::;tay 'at Kadesh, when 
they were enjoined to take the land. 

6. And when the people failed at Kadesh in their attempt, it was 
not Ibecause of lack of military prorwess, but because of lack of faith. 
The people eonsidered themselves unprepared from a -military point 
of view, but the Lord wanted them to go and take the land. They 
refused obedience, refused to go forth in faith. They were not able 
to enter in be'ea,use of un'belief, says the Letter to the Hebrews.] 



-58-

3. Old Testament I, pp. 27, "Even greater than his 
achievement in uniting the tribes of Israel iuto one nation 
and in liberating them from slavery is the work of Moses 
as a teacher of religion. God spoke through: Moses to Israel 
of truth, justice, and service. The revelation of God brought 
3,000 years ago to a horde of deslert nomads is the founda
tion fOIl" the religions of half the world today. Imagine our
selves in the place of these nomads to grasp what changes 
had to take place in their lives. Some n'Omadic tribes knew 
of no gods at all, worshipping merely good and evil spirits. 
The tribes which did wonsihip a god thought of him as be
louging to themselves alone. The god was expected to take 
an interest in every tribal nndertaking, whether it be a raid 
on the cattle of a neighbor or an attack upou a wayfarer to 
rob hom of his camel aud merchaudise. When the b'O'Oty 
was divided the god received his share, just as the members 
of the tribe received theirs. They did practice a form of 
justice, but ouly within the tribe for a wrong done to one of 
their 'Own members, toward other tribes they might act as 
they pleased." 

The Synodical Committee maintains that this is not a fair 
description of Israel's religion. The representation in the 
Scripture runs along entirely different lines, namely, the 
worship of Jehovah, the one true God. cf. Genesis 35; 
Genesis 49, Exodus, chapters 1-4. The sporadic worship of 
evil spirits in Israel is generalized for "some tribes" by Dr. 
'''ezeman. There is no evidence that each of the twelve 
tribes at some time had its own god. The view of Dr. 
',v ezeman fits in with Modernistic, evolutionistic theories, 
concerning aniInism, polytheism, monolatry, and mono
theism. 

[Classis tasked the question, "What is 'the view' of Dr. Wezeman 
as we read of .it in IV, 3, last paragraph'?" Your Committee replied, 
"We have reference to this view 'on this particular point -discussed 
under IV, 3."] 

4. Old Testament IV, pp. 4, "There is no direct evidence 
from which we could discover why Amos, a citizen of Ju
dah, should have gone to the Northern Kingdom to deliver 
his prophetic me·ssage. He does not indeed neglect to cen
OJure Judah, but the full weight of his social critique falls 
upon Jeroboam and the Israelites. The reasons for this aire 
to be found in the political relations of the Northern and 
the Southernkiugdoms. Since the dIvision of the king-
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dom, there had been a long standiing dispute over the prior-
ity of Jerusalem over Samaria." . 

The Syuodical Committee maintains that this purely po
litical explanation does not do justice to the "very emphatic 
religious explaU'ation of Amos's call to prophetic duty. 
Amos 7:15, 'And Jehovah took me from followiug Vlte flock, 
and Jehovah said unto me, Go, prophesy unto my people 
Israel'." Cf. also Amos 3:1; 5:3,4 ... cf. Report to Classis 
Illinois, pp. 6. , 

5. In this connection we once again refer to what Dr. 
Wezeman teadhes concerning the Priests and the Levites. 
cf. New Testament I, Unit I, Project III, New Notes, pp. 1-

As pointed ont above (III-D-3) thls representation differs 
from the representation found in Holy Scriptures. 

6: Finally, we likewise refer once again to what Dr. 
Wezeman teaches concerning the Day of Atonement - des
ignating it as a Post-Mosaic feast. Cf. New Testament I, 
Unit I, Project III, New Notes, pp. 2. 

The Synodical Committee, having heard Dr. Wezeman, 
~ still convinced that these representations in the Notes 
differ from those of the Bible. 

V. The Synodical Committee, in the third place, calls 
your attention to statements that are reprehensible from 
the Reformed point of view while they fit in with Mod
ernism. 

[Clasms asked the question, "What does heading No. V of the 
Report mean, namely, statements that are reprehensible from the 
Refonned point ,of view, etc.?" 

Your Committee replied, "This material is presented by the 
Oommittee as adducing evidence of modernistic trends .in the teach
ings of Dr. Wezeinan."] 

1. Life and Teachrings of Jesus, Unit II, Project IV, pp. 
19 (Second Edition). "Although he (Jesus) weut through 
an ol1dinary educational process growing in mind and body, 
like every other Jewish boY', nevertheless because of the di
vine element in his nature, because of what he was, there 
would be beyond the capacity of any other." 

2. Life aud Teachings of Jesus, pp. 90, "What does the 
Cross reveal? 

1. Divine love in all its sacrificial power, tenderness and 
grace. 

2. Sin laid bare in all its loathsomeness. Add many 
others." . 
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There is na emphasis here upan that which is specifically 
Refarmed, namely, the satisfactian 'Of Gad'" justice. . 

3. Life and Letters 'Of Paul, pp. 28, "'Kept in pri,son: 
but praYer was m"d'e'. These were the twa sides 'Of this 
case, a conflict 'Of prison against praYier, .of stone ~nd ir'On 
against spirit, 'Of man against Gad. Can there be daubt in 
such a case as ta the outcame? Prayer is pawer; it har
lllonizes 'Our hearts, _energizes our personality, bears us on 
to victory." 

While the Scripture narrative wauld lead us ta expect the 
'Objective side 'Of prayer ta be stressed at this juncture, we 
have a statement abaut the subjective reflex effects 'Of 
prayer upon the man himself, which is entirely in line with 
Madernism. 

4. Life and Letters 'Of Paul, pp. 28, "In his passage fram 
prisan ta liberty Peter passed thraugh two gates that are 
typical 'Of gates that stand acrose every human path. One 
was an iran gate which he cauld nat 'Open, which was 
'Opened far him by a supernatural hand. 'DhJs is the gate 
'Of divine savereignty which 'Only Gad can 'Open far us. It 
represents those things that are whally beyand anI' cantral, 
such as 'Our birth and hereditary canstitutian, Gad's justi
fying, regenerating, and calling pawer and grace. The 
ather was a waaden gate at the 'h!ame 'Of Mary which Peter 
cauld have same part in 'Opening as he knocked. This is 
the other gate, the gate 'Of human actian which we must 
open for ourselves; such as conversion, education, service." 

Here canversian is expresls'\y stated as being the wark of 
lnan. 

The Synadical Cammittee, [,aving heard the. Rev. F. H. 
'Vezeman, is canvinced that these .statements are repre
hensible fram the Refarmed paint of view, while they fit 
in with Modernistic views. 

VI. Under still anather heading the Synadical Cammit
tee calls yaur attentianta what the Nates 'Of Dr. Wezeman 
cantain in regard ta The Way 'Of Salvatian." 
. 1. Old Testament IV, pp. 45, "Theme: The Way 'Of Sal
vatian" ... Und"r (3) we read, "Verse 8 of chapter 6 is 
cansidered by many as the greatest verse in the Old Testa
ment. It is a classic passage. Do yau agree that Micah 
sums up in this verse the principal teachings 'Of the Hebrew 
religian? (Cf. Ps. 15; Matt. 22:35-40; James 1 :1-27). Cam
ment an each 'Of ['bese three great essentials 'Of a religiaus. 
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life: (a) To do justly; (b) To love kindness; (c) To walk 
humbly. 4. What does Christianity add to these three? 
5. Comment on what you consider especially .significant in 
chapter 7." 

The Synodical Committee finds in this section a defective 
presentation of the way of salvation. According to Scrip
ttlre and our confessional standards the way of salvation is 
objectively ihe way of the cross, prefigured in the Old 
Testament sacrifices, and subjectively the way of spiritual 
renewal, of faith and repentance, and of a religious and 
moral conduct in harmony willi the law of God. The rele
vant section in the Notes referred to covers the chapters 
six and seven under the heading, The Way of Salvation. In 
what follows under this heading the only passage that can 
be understood as describing the way of salvation, is found 
in the statement t1,at the three great essentials, of the relig
ious life a:re to do justly, to love kindness, and to walk 
hnmbly (the words found in the Bible, "with thy God" are 
left out). As the words stand, they refer to pnrely ethical 
conduct. Such ethical conductcau, of course, be regarded 
as a part of the way of salvation, but is certaiuly not the 
whole of that way, and iSI not the whole way pointed out hy 
Micah in these two chapters. The prophet Micah iudicates 
other and more importaut elements in ch. 7:7-9, which 
speaks of trust in Jehovah, the God of salvation, confession 
of sin, and waiting for thle righteousness, of God. \Vhy are 
these elements len out? In spite of the fact that some of 
these are mentioned in the Notes in another connection 
(cf. pp. 42), they are omitted exactly where we would ex
pect to find them. This makes a had impression in view of 
the fact that Modernists never tire of quoting Micah 6:8 as 
giving the sum and suhstance of all religion and of the way 
of salvation. 

2. Life and Lettel'" of Paul, Pl'. 94, also contains a pass
age in which the way of salvation is mentioned. We read, 
"Unselfish, ready for any and every sacrifice, in his daily 
life, a true image of Christ, he woos the souls of the COT
inthians, points out to them the way of salvation, lived for 
them by Chlrist and ,summed up in the great Law of Love." 
The way here indicated is interpreted hy the Orange Book 
to be the "way of Christian conduct, of, Christian practice, 
of Christian love." 

Here again we have the same emphasis on ethical con
·duct as the way of salvation, while the more important ele-
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ments of the saving death of Christ on the crOSSI and of 
faith in Him, so stTongly stressed hy Paul iu this letter, are 
ignored .. Notice the statements of Paul in 1:17, 18, 23,24; 
2:2. Clear language, is it not? The purely ethical way 
seems to loom largest in the mind of the author of the 
Notes, and yet that way, considered apart from the atoning 
death of Christ and the renewing operation of the Holy 
Spirit, is no way of salvation at all, though it is the only 
way of which th~ Modernist knows. Moreover, the ohscure 
statement that Christ lived the way of salvation for the 
Corinthians s'cems to agree with the contention of the Mod
ernists that Christ saves hy His life rather than hy His 
death. But even so the statement that Christ lived the way 
of salvation for the Corinthians is enigmatic. How could 
Christ live the way of ,salvation, and could He live it for 
others? 

3. Life and Teacbiings of Jesus', pp. 90, contains still an
. other passage entirely in line with the preceding. We read, 
"What does the Cross reveal? (1) Divine love in all its 
sacrificial power, tenderrness, and grace; (2) Sin laid bare 
in all its loathsomeness." 

The Synodical Committee remindis Classis that this repre
sentation is in perfect harmony with the Moral Influence 
Theory and wiTh the Example Theory of the atonement,. 
but radically defective from the Reformed point of view. 
According to the substitutionary doctrine of the atonement 
(which is the Reformed view) the crosS' of Ch:rist is also a 
revelation of tb,e retributive justice of God. It is exactly 
this element that distinguishes t'hle Reformed view from all 
other views. Why is exactly that element left out of the' 
Notes of Dr. Wezeman? Take the three passages men
tioned together, and you have a rather consistent Modernist 
representation of the way of atonement.' 

* (Several questions of a general nature were also asked by Classis to which
your Committee replied. 

R. "What did Dr. Wezeman state regarding objective revelation'!" . Your 
Committee replied, "We do not deem it advisable to reproduce for CISSSIS the 
replies of Dr. Wezeman given at the intel"l'ogation on this and other matters .. " 

b. "What is the estimation of the Synodical Committee of these eXJ?lanat~ons 1" 
Your Committee replied, "It is our conviction that the intelTogatlOn dId not 
remove the serious difficulties and modernistic trends. We also refer you to· 
Conclusions 2 and 9 under VII of our Report." 

c "Oan the Notes be understood in the light of this explanation~" Your' 
Con;mittee replied "The 'Synodical Committee haying beard Dr. Wezeman cou' 
cludes tha.t he has' not shown thE' statements fit in with the Biblical and Reformed' 
view, nor bas he admitted that they involve false doctrin~." . 

d. "Please give us a precise statement. of ,t,he relatlOn be~\Veen th~ ·va~ous 
factors involved in the psychology of revelatIOn ~ Your C?nllmt~ee rephed, W:e 
refer Classis to Dr. Vos's Bi"!,lic~~ Theology, part II, dealm~ wIth the prClphetic. 
period, ch, I, parts 1·5, inclusIve. 
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e. Is the e:xp.lianation of Dr. Wezeman given nOw in his explanation in re lir. 
A, 2, in, genera.} the same as at the time of the interrogation~" Your Committee 
r,eplied, "To a large e)...tent this explanation of Dr. Wezeman constitutes new 
material, not given at' the time of the interrogation proper.~') 

[Your Committee was asked by Classis .to "state whether their 
Report contained ·all the objectiorua'ble material which they find in 
the Bible N ows of 'Dr. We-zeman?" We re.plied, "The Committee is 
convinced that it has adduced sufficient material, and in complying 
,with Synod's mandate decided before the interrogation to -centralize 
it upon ,certain trends in the Bible Notes. What we have given in 
this our Report is considered to 'be representative and is not me'ant 
to be exhaustive. It is furthermore, our conviction that Cla'ssis in 
reaching its final decision should base its judgment upon the com
plete interrogation."]' 

VII. Conclusions. 
The Synodical Committee may summarize its findings as 

follows: 
1. The Notes of Dr. Wezeman, particularly those on the 

Old Testament, are characterized by an approach to the 
study of Saripture that is not Reformed. The emphasis is 
on the development O'f religion rather than on the progress 
of revelation, so that the human factor that operated in the 
compO'sition of the books of the Bible is made very promi
nent and sQmetimes even represented as the Qrigin Qf reve
lation, while the wQrking of the divine factQr receives very 
littles attentiQn and is largely Qbscured." 

[Classis 'asked, "What is referred to by Notes on the Old Testa
ment? Are both Old and New Notes included?" Your Committee 
replied, "We refer to the,Notes distdbuted ,to the members of Classis 
Ostfriesland and catalogued under I of ,our Report, na:mely, Old 
Testament -I and IV, The Life and Teachings of Jesus, The Life and 
Letters ,of Paul, IGeneral Introduction to a Study of the Holy Bible, 
and New Testament I, Unit I, Project III, The Institutions (New 
Notes) .J 

2. There are alsO' evidences Qf a very QbjectiQnable dual
ism in the Notes. There is Qn the Qne hand a theistic con
ceptiQn Qf revelatiQn, and O'n the Qther hand there are alQng
side Qf this passages which are expressiQns Qf a naturalistic 
view. SQme passages clearly embodY t!he views Qf mQdern
istic and eVQlutiQnistie higher crities. There is a RefQrmed 
presentatiQn Qf the way Qf redemptiQn, thQugh this is' very 
defective in the Old NQtes and! dQes nO't stand out clearly, 
but there are alsO' statements cQncerning the way Qf re
demptiO'n which are mO'dernistic and some which reveal a 
m Qdernis tic ten dency. 

[Classis asked, "Are the passages whkh iPresent the Refol\llled 
'Way of Redemption defective only when. considered in bhe light of 
Modernistic passages, or as statements in themselves aside from the 
Modernistic passages?" ,?, 
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Your Commi.ttee replied, "As statements in themselves very de
fective. 'The progressive unfolding of the idea of redemption is n-ot 
found sufficiently throughout the Notes. E. g. when the writer deals 
with the sacrifices in the Book of Leviticus the typical significance 
is not mentioned. The 'Statement in question that the presentation 
is defective is ,occasioned by the interrogation in r:e the question 
a'bout the failure of the golden thread of redemption in the Bible 
coume to which Dr. W'ezeman did not reply."] 

3. In the notes on 'The 'Tables Broken and Renewed and 
those on the prophecy of Amos and of Zechari>ih, Dr. Weze- \ 
man clearly teaches a natnralistic and evolutionary view 
of divine revelation, according to whi0h revelation was the 
fruit of the historical circumstances iu which the writers 
lived, of their experiences, or of trueir imagination. The 
visions of the prophets were the fruit of their imagination, 
aud the progress of revelation, in the passages adduced, 
involves an advance from the false to the true. 

4. Under tlh1e influence of this evolutionary and natural
istic view of ['evelation, which can easily be traced' to the 
Graf-Wellhausen School of Old Tesltament criticism, he also 
has taught several particulars which are clearly coutra
dicted by ScriptUre, as for instance: 

a. The attainment of Ethical Monotheism in the days of 
Amos. 

b. The identification of Priests and' Levites,. 
c. The dating of the day of atonement in the pedod after 

Moses and with feasts arising about the time of the 
Exile. 

The trend in these passages is at variance with the in
fallible inspiration of Scripture and its historicity. 

[Classis asked the following question, "What value does the 
Synodical Committee attach to Dr. Wezeman's ex,planation ,of 'at
tainment referred to in 4.a (above)?" 

Your Gommitiee replied, HIt is the opinion of the Synodical Com
mittee that though Dr. W·ezeman repudiated the word the, sentence 
requires the idea expressed .in, the word ':attained' for the, crucial 
idea of the paragraph is expressed in the fonowing sentence, 'Besides 
indicating, the impartiality of Yalhweh.'s justice, it 'also ,pointed to 
Amos' belief that the moral will of Yahweh had finally superseded 
the will of all- -other gods'-Amos IV, pp. 11."] 

5. In his old Notes on Micah aud on First Coriutbians, he 
presents the way of salvation as a purely ethical way, while 
these writings point to another way as the real way of sal
vation. lit the Notes a treatment is given that is not char
acteristica!ly Reformed, but that fits in with the modernistic 
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moral influence or example theories of the atonement. In 
line with ISluch a view are variDus passages that fit in with 
MDdernism, involving a divine element in Jesus' nature, and 
a one-sided emphasis upon man's work in conversiou aud 
upon the subjective side of prayer.' Negatively speaking, 
the CDurse as a whole which shDuld be a course in the pro
greslsive revela tiDn of redemption, failsl tD give a clear pre
sentation of the Scriptural teaching respecting redemptiDn 
through the atoning bloDd of Jesus Christ, a redemption 
that can be appropriated only by faith. Hence the course 
is fundamentally and unpardDnably defective. 

[Glassis asked the quesrti-on, "To what does the phmse 'the course 
as a whole' refer?" Your Committee repli~d, "We again have in 
mind the parti>cular courses which have beeB enumerated under I of 
'Our Report,"] 

6'. Classis IllinDis has declared that MDdernism hasl been 
taught, that there are variDus expressions, passages, and' 
methods of treatment that reveal mDdernistic trends" t!bat 
certain elements in the 'Old NDtes are in sharp cDnflict with 
the RefDrmed view, that this conflict is not a matter 'Of 
words or terms, but a cDnflict of two philosophies, the one 
Biblical, the 'Other modernistic, evolutionistic. And this is 
a dangerous conflict, - a cDnflict touching the most funda
mental 'Of all doctrines, namely, divine, infallible revelation, 
With this judgment the committee agrees. 

[By Classis the question was aSiked, "Gan you give a brief descrip
tion 'of Modernism'?" Your Committee re.plied, "We refer to those 
matters enumerated in ICondusions VII, 3, 4,_ 5, based upon the 
trends illustrated in III, IV, V, VI."] - -

(We retfer you to our further elucidations under VII, 6.) 

7. While Dr. Wezeman's attention has, more than O'nce 
been called to these objectiDnable features in the NDtes, he 
fails to see that they are fundamentally wrDng, and did n:Dt 
give a satisfactory explanation of the serious difficulties 
and modernistic trends that appear and re-appear in vari
ous pas,sages cited abDve. Dr. Wezeman at one time signed 
a repDrt admitting that severallelements in his NDtes could 
nDt pass muster, but later 'On declares that this was a mere 
gesture to indicate his willingness to dO' wha,t he could to 
heal the breach and close the controversy. ' 

[By 'Class-is the que.stion was asked, "Please enum·erate the times 
when Dr. Wezeman's attention has !been called to the ,objectionable 
features in the Notes and did not give a satisfactory eXJpl'anation?" 
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Your Committee replied, "The documents placed into. the hands of 
the Synodkal Committee and Classis reveal 'that Dr. Wezeman's 
attention has -been' called more than ,once ,to these objectionable 
features, as e. g., by the Committee of the High School Eoard, by 
Classis Illinois, by the Michigan Committee, by Synod, and by 
Classis Ostfriesland. iHe has in ,our estimation failed to- see that 

. these objectionable fe'atures' are fundamentally wrong, 'and in our 
estimation has not given a satisfactory explanation in the interroga
tion of the serious difficulties. and modernistic trends."] 

8. If the above passages fr6mthe Notes rep'resented 
merely unfortunate expressions, or obscnrities of style, or 
occasional isolated· errol's; it would .be strauge that they 
should dQ so wit!h definite, modet:nistic trends, comil!g from 
one who is. otherwise a rather careful penman. On the 
other hand, thesie pasj;ages are far from obscure, when read 
in the light of certain modernistic views, for th,m they are 
accurate, even in minute details, concerning various itelns. 

9. It cannot be said that the author is not responsible for 
what is contained in the old Notes; in view of the fact that 
he has· changed several of theobjeclionable passages in the 
new Notes. He has taught the false doctriue that ·is con
tainedin ,the old Notes, in various passages, and has never 
repudiated it. He denied at his interrogation thatthere·wasl 
a conflict of views in his Notes and refused to admit that 
he had taught false doctrine. What Dr. \Vezeman has 
taught is, nevertheless, in irreconcilable conflict with the 
Sqiptures aud with the articles mention~d of onr Confes-
sional Standards.· . 

[Ciass.is ~sked the question, "What i"s.false -doctrine? Must it be 
intentional or does it also involve that which is unintentional?" 

Your Committee. :replied, "False doctrines ,are teachings that run 
contrary to the Bible and our Confessional Standards. The teach
ing of -false doctrine need' not· necessarily he intentional and de
liherate, but may' als,o be unintentional. . However, ,the 'one ,type 
r.eadily .. passe~ into th€l .other when. !p~rsisted in after .the erroneous 
tea¢4ing.s -have Ibe~n pointed. out.". ' . 

A second question was asked in this connection. "Will the Synodi
cal Cominittee state -in more definite 'detail such passages of Scrip
ture and _such portions, of the. Articles -of our, Standards referred to ?', 
, Your 'Oommi-tte,€ replied), liThe Committee ,believ.es that' it has 

made sufficient indications under I as far as our Standards are con
cerned, and' 'as {ai-'as passag,es'from the s.criptures are concerned we 
refer you to what we have enumerated- under III; IV, V, and VI. It 
may be said in addition that. the judgment- of the Committee- is· not 
based on this 'or that passage exdusively, ibut on the marterial as a 
whol,e ibr.oug1pt tq its 'attention ~n the -study Q.f the Notes unde,r con
sideration and in ,rthe interrogation." 

, A ~hird .question:w~s, asked, "W4at _'qQes ,the' SynQdica,1 C9mmittee 
In,ean ,by 'repudiation'?" , , 



-67-

Y.our Committee replied, "By repudiation we me'an an acknowl~ 
edgment that the views taught are Ull'biblical and un-Reformed." 

A fourth question was asked, "In order to sustain advice to depose, 
should there not ;be specific items of violation of Biblical teachings, 
of Confessional Standards?" 

Your: Committee replied, "This has been sufficiently indicated in 
our Report."] 

vm. O\l1I' Advice. 
On the baSiis of the preceding we are now prepared ac

cordiing to our mandate from Synod to give "advice as to 
final action" to Classis. 

A. The Committee advises Classis to declare that it fol
lows from the preceding that the Rev. F. H. Wezeman bas 
committed a sin worthy of deposition. 

1. The Rev. F. H. Wezeman has taught false doctrine 
(which in t'hillsl case consists in various Modernistic 
teachings) one of the sins mentioned in Article 80 of 
our Church Order, that make a minister of .thegospel 
worthy of deposition. "Furthermore, amoug the 
gross sins, which are worthy of being punished with 
suspension or deposition from office, these are the 
principal ones; false doctrine ... " 

2. The erroneous teachings are noo! merely statemeuts 
made at random. They are views put into print, -
views to which he has persistently clung, even after 
their unsoundness had repeatedly been pointed out, so 
Vbat 1t would not be compatible with the welfare of 
the Church to continue him in the ministry. 

B. The Committee further advises Classis Ostfriesland 
to take the necessary steps to ca:rry out this deposition. 

The Synodical Committee, 
(Was .Signed) 
REV. MARTIN MONSMA, Pres. 
REV. A. WASSINK, Vice Pres. 
REV. EDWARD B. PEKELDER, Sec'y. 
PROFESSOR L. BERKHOF. 
REV. ·JOHN EHLERS. 
REV. W. RUTGERS, TH. D. 
PROFESSOR M. J. WVNGAARDEN, PH. D . 

.. ELDER W~r. BIERMA. 
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2. Our Report was placed into the handsl of a. Committee 
of Classis to advise Classis as to the procedure. TI,e report 
of said Commi.ttee reads as follows: . 

"Your Committee on Procedure in the case of Dr. \Veze
man begs to report as follows: 

I. In view of the fact that Classis Ostfrieslancl was un
der the impression (cf. Art. 47 of Minutes of 82nd Session) 
that 'the interrogation in the main consists iu giving Dr. 
\Vezeman the opportunity to express his stand on those Re
formed doctrines regarding which Synod declared he had 
given snfficient .grounds of suspicion and in harmonizing 
of certain passages in fhe Bible Notes with Reformed doc
trine,' Classis feels prompted to declare that Dr. F. H. 
\Vezeman hQS satisfactoriI)' stated and affirmed his Re
formed position on those points of doctrine regarding which 
he was to express himself in the interrogation held on Sep
tember 23, 24, 1936: which interrogation was held in com
pliance with the decision of Synod 1936, Art. 187, namely, 
that Dr. F. H. Wezemaru give 'a further explanation of his 
sentiments' ['especting some points of doctrine (cf. Form 
of Subscription); however, in regard to the harmonizing of 
his expressed Reformed position with his Bible Notes, Clas
sis decides to consid'er this matter in tl,e light of the Re
port of fhe Synodical Committee. 

II. We recommend .that the Synodical Committee be 
asked to state whether their Report contains all the objec- ~ 
tionable material which they find in the Bible Notes of Dr. 
V\Tezeman. 

IV. Your Committee recommends that Classis proceed 
as follows in the consideration of the Report of the Synodi
cal Committee: first take up III, IV, V, and VI; then the Con
clusions in connection with I and II; then the Advice. There 
should be ample opportunity ~during these deliherations for 
members of Classis, members of the Synodical Committee, 
and Dr. \Vezeman to express themselves on each point. 

V. \Ve fnrther recommend that there be no official de
cisions reached on these points of the Synodical Commit
tee's Report until Classis has appointed. a committee to 
serve it with a well-formulated advice on the entire Report, 
and has heard the advice of the Committee." 

The Committee of Classis. 



-69-

3. Your Committee voiced its disapproval of tne separate 
vote taken in connection with recommend>ation I under 
point 2 above. 

The interrogation at Class,s Ostfriesland was a unit. 
Practically all the questions asked were occasioned by tIle 
Notes and sought to determine, whetheJr Dr. Wezeman 
could s<IJlare the objectionable statements found there with 
Reformed truth, though a few questions were asked by 
members of ClaslSlis' independent of the Notes, such as, 
whether Dr. Wezeman believed in t[],e virgin'birth, the res
urrection of Christ, etc. Therefore, when Classis at its 
following session decided to eXjlIr'es>s itself first of all on the 
que&tion, whetber Dr. Wezeman had satisfied Classis in the 
investigation apart from the Notes, your Committee voiced 
its disapproval in the following words: 

"Classis Ostfriesland, 
"Dear Brethren: 

, "The Synodical Committee 'hereby voices its disapproval 
concerning the separate vote taken yesterday on Rev. Weze
man's answer to his position on some docbrinal questions in 
the abstract.' The decisions of Classis to take this vote 
would presuppose the fact that Classis made a definite dis
tinction between doctrinal questions asl snch and questions 
concerning Dr. Wezeman's Notes. This presupposition is 
contrary to fact. The interrogation was a 'unit. To make a 
dlstinction at this stage of the proceedings has a tendency 
to confuse the issues. Furthermore, Synod of 1936 assigned 
certain documents dealiug with the Notes of Dr. Wezeman 
to Claslsis and us, in connection with which Synod expected 
this docbrinal interrogation to take place." 

,At a later session Classis appointed a Committee to ad
vise Cl»ssis as to its attitude over against the objection 
raised by your Committee. This commiUee reported as fol
lows: "In view of the fact that the distinction which was 
made in the >d'ecision of Classis is of great iInportance, and 
in view of the fact that the dissatisfaction aSI expressed with 
that decision by the Committee of Sywd points 10 a pos
sible confusion, your Committee recommends that Classis 
declare that it would have been advisable to wait with such 
a decistion until 'after the conclusion of the discussion." 
Was signed - J. M. Voortman and D. J. Drost. Classis 
received this for information. ' 
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4. Your Committee objected to the introduction of new 
material introduced by Dr. F. J. Wezeman at the sessions 
of the adjourned Classis held on November 18 ff, 1936. 

Your Committee drew up its report and advice to Classis 
Ostfriesland on the basis of what it heard at the interro
gation, and naturally expected Classis to judge the whole 
matter on the same basis. lnlstead of doing this\ however, 
it permitted Dr.Wezeman to introduce new material, con
taining further explanations respecting the points raised at 
the interrogation. While your Committee realized and ad
mitted that Dr. Wezeman should have a chance to defend 
himself, it felt that the Introduction of new material in this 
way, was equivalent to substituting a new basis of jUdg
ment for the one furnished by the interrogation, and was 
fhrrefore an injustice to the Committee who had not been 
able to take cognizance of that material. Hence it voiced 
the following opinion: 

< 'Classis Ostfriesland, 
o Esteemed Brethren: 
o In re the testimony introduced hy Dr. \Vezeman and 

received as information by Classris, llie Synodical Commit
tee wishes to state that although it does not obi-ect that the 
Rev. Wezeman receive opportunity at llie proper time to 
make c€Il"tain elucidating statements in his behalf, the Sy
nodical Committee does consider the introduction of this 
material into the case in this fashion .a. irregular, particu
larly because it includes new material not offeroo at the 
time of the interrogation. However, if Classis is miuded.to 
continue this method the Synodical Committee requests 
Classis to furnish it willi all such material,if at all possible 
at the close of this morning's session in order that the 
Synodical Committee may have an opportunity to go over 
fhis material this afternoon, with the intent that it may 
determine whether the material introduced in this fashion 
would in any way alter the Conclusions and the Advice of 
the Committee already rendered." 

5. Onr Final Conclnsion in the light of the document 
mentioned in 4. Yonr Committee T!elPorted to Classis as 
follows: "Having taken knowledge of the material referred 
to the Synodical Committee it does not feel t'hat it can alter 
the Conclnsions and Advice given in its Report to Classis 
under VII and VIII." 
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6. At the close of the last sessions of the adJjourned 
I meeting of ClaSJSis il 75-page document by Dr. F. H. Weze

man and accepted as inforlllation by Classis was placed at 
the disposal of our Committee. 

Inasmuch as the interrogation proper was, concluded 
at the Septemher session of Classis, the Committee decided 
not to receive this lengthy defense of Dr. Wezeman at this 
time. 

7. At the close of tlhe defense by Dr. F. H. Wezeman 
Classis placed the eutire case into the hands of a Commit
tee ill compliance with their adopted procedure .• In vie,,' 
of the lateness of the hour (it was almost three o'clock Fri' 
day afternoon) and the necessity of fonr Committee mem
bers who had to drive to Chicago and from th,ere take the 

. train to their respective homes, four members, namely, 
Profs. Berkhof and Wyngaarden, and the Revs. Rutgers an~ 
Pekelder left, while some other members remained. Before 
leaving your Committee decided the following: 

"Classis Ostfriesland, 
"Esteemed Brethren: 
"In case Classis should conclude that it cannot take a 

final decision in the matter concerning Dr. F. H. Wezeman 
at this time, the SYIl10dical Committee remindsClassis of 
the fact that then suspension is most certainly in order: 
Grounds:' . 

1. The fact that Synod placed him under suspicion. 
2. The Synodical Committee judged that"thebrotherhas 

taught false doctrine.. .. . . .' .' ,. 
3. The case is still pending." . 

(Was ,Signed) 
REV. MARTIN MONSMA, Pl:es. 
REV. EDWARD B. PEKELDER, Sec'y. 

III. Further Elucidations 

Since tlhe report of the Committee to Clas,sis Ostfriesland 
presupposed on the part of Classis knowledge of what .was 
a,siked and answered at the intel1rogation, it was compara-

. lively brief. The course of events proved· that it was too 
concise even for Classis. Many questions were asked by 
members of Classis, which elicited ·further elucidation of 
several points" In view of the fact that Classis needed fur-
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ther light and that the additional information given was 
, rather piecemeal, it may well be surmised that Synod will ' 

need a little additional light on the repo,.t and will espe
cially desire to see the connection of things. 

Addenda '(in connection with) point II of our Report to 
Classis. 

Your Committee does not mean by "essential difference" 
a change in the general contents and arrangement of a 
course, but a change of such a kind that an estimate of the 
course in the light of our Confessional Stand)irds and "an 
appraisai" of the disputed passages of a course, in the light 
of the Biblical and Reformed standpoint would lead to a 
different judgment. This view of "essential difference" 
emphasizes the element of "appmisal" from the Reformed, 
standpoint and is therefore historically in line with the idea 
of essential dIfference that occurs in the Orange Book, 
where Dr. Wezeman makes himself responsible for !!he 
same interpretation of essential difference. Compare The 
Orange Book, page 56. 

Addenda III, A, 1, of our Report. 
In Old Testament IV, page 7, we read: "It wrus, in this 

state of society that the revelation and conception of Yah~ 
weh, the God of Israel arose (Omitted in the New Notes). 
The .,tate of society referred to is that of the primitive He
brews. In the state of society in wihich they lived the reve
lation of Yahweh arose. This expression reminds one of 
the view of the higher critics, according to which a reve
lation arises or emerges', but does not fit in with the proper 
conception of revelation. A revelation does not simply 
arise in any state of society, but is given by God. cf. also 
p.10. 

~d'denda III A, 2 of our Report. 
On page 10 of Old Testament IV we read: "The Yahweh 

of Amos possessed all that constitutes essential righteous
ness in man." The Yahweh of Amos is here contrasted 
with the Yahweh of the people's conception. We are told 
that justice and righteousness were His central qualities. 
He was kind, patient, longsuffering, and sinsl against hu
manity were sins against Him. Then follows the sentence, 
quoted above. The question was ,rnised, whether this state
ment did not reflect a certain type of empirical theology, 
which infers its knowledge of God especially from what it 
knows of man, and Dr. Wezeman did not offer a satisfac-
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tory explanation of his way of expressing himself here. Dr. 
Baillie ;luis this empirical method in mind when he says of 
Kant and Schleiermacher: "In their different ways they 
are each convinced that the. only argument capable of 
,.eaohing Deity, is one that starts not from external but from 
human nature, and not in its abeyance in trance or dream 
or frenzy, that God characteristically reveals Himself." 
The Interpretation of Religion, p. 457. The statement of 
Dr. Wezeman also takes its! starting point in man, and then 
says that, according to Amos, all that constitutes essential 
righteousness in man is also characteristic of Yahweh. The 
prophet certainly does not reason t!hat way. Moreover, the 
statement is certainly an nnderstatement. The Prophecy 
of Amos contains a revelation of the righteonsness of Gael, 
but it is the revelation of a righteousness which is far su
perior to that of man in his best estate. 

Addlonda III A, 3 of our Report. 
Page 14 of the same Notes contains these. statements: "He 

rested the truth of his affirmation neither on miracles no" 
on a book, but on conscience and history. He was one of 
the first to discover that God'sl.favor means discipline for 
service, not prosperons ease." The affirmation referred to 
is stated in the following words: "God is not mocked, 
neither is He propitiated by feasts and offerings, 'bnt let 
judgment roll down as watersl, and~ righteousness as a 
mighty stream'." In connection with this it is said: "He 
rested the truth of his aftirmation neither on miracles nor 
on a book, but on conscience and history." This means 
that he rested the truth of his affirmation, not on super
natural, but on natural revelation, cOlJJseience and history. 
Did he not rest it .on his "thus sail'h the Lord," that is, .Oll'a 
direct communication of God? And was not the fact that 
God's favor means discipline for service the teaching .of 
Jehovah rather than the discovery of Amos? This state
ment 1s also ahsent from the New Notes. 

Actdenda III B, 1, 2, 3. 
We have an even more objectionable matter in the way 

in which Dr. Wezeman in certain passages of Iris Notes 
deals with the vision, one of the means of revelation. One 
of these passages is also found on page 14 of Old Testa
ment IV. It reads as follows: "His (Amos') imagination 
was one of extraordinary vividness. The opening sentence 
reveals this: 'The words of Amos ... which he saw,' ... 
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'The Lord slhowed me,' ... 'I saw the Lord standing by the 
allar'." These expressioIlJ~ find their explanation in the fact 
that the Lord revealed Himself to Amos in seven"l visions, 
but Dr. Wezeman finds in them evidences of the fact that 
Amos had a very vivid imagination. From this it would 
seem to follow that he regards these vis[ons as tbe Clrea
tions of Amos' imagination, subjective productions of the 
prophet's own mind. But t!hen these visions, of course, 
cease to be the word of the Lord which the prophet saw. 

The same phenomenon occurs, on page 72 of the same 
set of Notes, which deal with the visions of Zechariah. We 
read there as follows: "The use of these visions is of psy
chological interest as well as spirituaL It- would seem as if 
the purpose of God, spilritually communicated to the 
prophet, is translated by his imagination into these sym~ 
bolie figures, and only then is its application to actual af
fairs comprehended. Thi$ process evidently belongs to a 
type of mind which thinks first of all in pictures, as it is 
said creative minds often do. Especially when the subject 
is of great but obscure movements in the mind of man, or 
of happenings which lie far in the future, we can under
stand why a symbol is the sole vehicle for reception, but 
also of the expression of the message." 

According to this representation the purpose of God is 
communicated' to the prophet in some undefined spiritual 
way, and not in definite visions, either objective or subjec
tive, but yet dis,tinct from the prophet's own thoughts. The 
imagination of the prophet translates this, spiritual com
munication into visions or (what seems to mean the same 
to Dr. Wezeman) symbols. The vision is not a means of 
communication, but of the subjective undel1s,tanding and 
tne expr'essJon of the truth by the prophet. Only after the 
prophet has so translated the spiritual communication does 
he comprehend its application to actual affairs. This is 
characteristic of imaginative persons, who think in pictures', 
as creative minds often do. 11he recorded visions are there
fore the creations of the prophet, the fruit of his' iInag
ination. 

Now the Bible does speak of both objective and sub
jective visions, but wherever the vision is a means: of reve
lation, as in this case, even the latter are naturallv deter
mined, not by the vehicle of the revelation, but by God, the 
author of the revelation. What becomes of the objective 
revelation of God according to 'this representation? More-
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'Over, in this particular case the explanation given hy Dr. 
,Vezeman is ludicrous. The visiollJS are the Clreation of the 
prophet, t1hey are the very means hy which he clarifies the 
revealed truth for himself, and then he needs an inter
preting angel to interpret the visions for him, cf. 1:9 If., 
19 If.; 2:3 f.; 3:4 If.; 4:4 If.; 5:6; Surely that d'Oes not 
make the impression that these visinns were the creation 
'Of the p~ophet. 

There is another passage in which he associates vision 
and imagination, namely, in speaking of Paul's vision at 
Troas, Life and Leiters of Paul, p. 43, where we read: 
"Paul had the vision: visinn is imaginatiDn, hearing vDices 
and seeing ideals that lure andi urge us on. All the great 
achievements of men are born of vision." Here the vision 
which Paul saw and which was a supernatural means 'Of 
revelation, is simply identified with vision in the more gen
eral sense 'Of the wocd, as the perception of a mental image 
of the imagination, and even with imagination itself. "Vi
sion is imagination." The vision of Paul is interpreted in a 
purely naturalistic way, and this involves an identification 
'Of the natural and the·supernatural. 

The first 'Of these three 1Jassages is s,till found in the new 
NDtes, the secDnd was 'Omitted, and the thil'd was changed, 

Addenda III C, 1, 2,.3, of our Rep'Ort. 
Many of the Dbjectionahle features in the Notes 'Of Dr. 

Wezeman CDncern the subject of revelation, and mo~e par, 
ticularly special Dr supernatural revelatiDn. By revelatiDn 
we mean primarily the communicatiDn 'Of truth by GDd tD 
man, and secDndarily .the prDduct of this cDmmunication. 
In the prDcess of revelatiDn God·alone is. active, and man is 
purely pas1sive Dr receptive, thDUgh he may, 'Of cou~'Se, he 
active in reproducing the product. We distinguish between 
'a general Dr natural revelatiDn of God,. a revelation given to 
man as man, and mediated by nature in the mDst general 
sense of the term, illcluding the laws and pDwers 'Of nature, 
the history 'Of the numan race, and the cDnstitution 'Of hu
man natme; and a special or supernatural revelation in
tended for man as a sinner, andl given in a supernatural 
way by sruch means as theDphanies (divine appearances), 
direct divine speech, internal suggestiDn, including dreams 
·and. visions (clearly perceived, however, as heing no prDd
ucts of the ,recipient's own mind), and miracles. To these 
may he added the history 'Of redemption, or the redemptive 
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facts of both the Old and the New Testament, in which God 
also reveals Himself and His will. Weare concerned here 
particularly with this special or supernatural revelation of 
God, 

This revelation was of an organic and progress,jye nature, 
as is indicated in Heb. 1 :1, "God, having of old time spoken 
unto the fathers in the prophets by divers portions and' in 
divers manners, hath at the end of these days spoken unto 
us in His Son." Figuratively, it may be said to have pro
gressed from its germinal form in the earliest period of the 
Old Dispensation to its full growth in the Apostolic age, 
though it should never be considered as a purely natural 
growth. It is a progressive unfolding of God's plan of 
redemption and interpretation of His lI"ed~mptive work in 
history. From this it already follows t!hat in earliest forms 
may never be regarded as a mixture of the true and the 
false, which is gradually purified of its inaccurate and un
reliahle elements. It gave birth to religion all along the 
line, and by its increasing clearness was also calculated to 
produce an ever richer religious life, and should never he 
represented as. being in any sense or degree the pricipitate 
or fruit of the religion of the people. 

Under the influence of Rationalism and of the rational
istic and evolutionistic critioism of the Bihle an entirely 
different conception of revelation was developed, The 
Graf-Wellhausen-Kuenen school of Old: Testament criti
cism, which applied the philosophy of a naturalistic evo
lution to the Old Testament, boldly denied the existence of 
a supernatural revelation. While it continues to use the 
term "revelation," it employs it in an inaccurate sense or 
merely as a designation of what we would call general or 
natural revelation. In the studies of the representatives of 
this school it is not the revelation of God that is primary 
and that determines the religious life of the people, but it is 
ra ther the religious history of Israel t'ha t is primary and 
that gives birth to new and ever purer ideas about God, 
which ideas in turn, again affect the religious life of the 
people. This principle is put very bluntly by Shailer Ma
thews when he says: "The Bible sprang from our 'religion, 
not our religion from the Bible." The Faith of Modern-
ism, p. 50. . 

\Vbile some of the leaders of this school are inclined to 
look upon fhe religion of Israel as a purely natural develop
ment, in accordance with the ordinary laws of psychological 



-77-

development, others recognize in it a special p'rovidential 
guidance, and even a revelation of the immanent God. And 
so what isa purely psychological development, when con
sidered from the human point of view, becomes a divine 
revelation, when regarded from the point of view of God. 
God's revelation naturally arose out of the religious life of 
the people of Israel and the vicissitudes of the nation, and 
was so interpreted by the deeper spirits, by the religious 
leaders among them. They gave their religions interpre
tation of the signs of the times and of the leslsons, of his
tory, and represented this to the people as the word of God. 
Thus the supernatural is eliminated and! revelation hecomes 
purely natural. It conveys a knowledge of God as He re
veals Himself in the lives of individuals and in the life of 
the nation. 

And as there is development in the religion of Israel, so 
there is development also in the divine revelation. The two 
go hand in hand and cannot he separated. Bnt what sort 
of development is it? Dr. Vos describes it in the following 
words: "The qualitative advancement fonnd hy the 
hypothesis of' evolution in the world-process is extended 
to the emergence of religions truth. It becomes an advance 
from the lower to the higher not only, bn t from the bar
barous and primitive to the refined and civilized, from the 
false to the true, from the evil to ~he good. Religion began 
with animism, next came polytheism, then monolatry, then 
monotheism. Such a view, of course, excludes revelation 
in every legitimate sense of the word." Old Testament 
Theology, p. 7. This development of religion was naturally 
accompanied with different conceptions, different so-called 
revelations of God. He was acknowledged first of all as a 

, tribal God, then as a national God, and finally, beginning 
with ~he eighth centUTY prophets, as the God of all the 
earth. Belief in monotheism was not original with Is:rael, 
but only emerged! at the end of a long process of devel
opment. 

The result of all this was that Scripture gradually began 
to be regarded as a record of what men thought about God 
:rather Vhan as a record of what God did and revealed con" 
cerning Himself. The prophets are not thought of as bring
ing a message, which they supernaturally received from Je
hovah, but as 'conveying the lessons derived from their con" 
templation of the nature and life of man and of the course 
of Iliistory in the nation and in the world at large, in all of 
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which the immanent God reveals Himself. A great deal of 
empirical theology in our day proceeds au the assump
tion that God revealed Himself above all in hnmanperson
ali ties, and notably in the man Jesus Christ. From the 
knowledge of man we can and should rise to the lniowledge 
of God. In all this the id~ of God coming to mali with a 
divine self-commnnication and a divine revelation of the 
way of redemption is supplanted by the idea of man grop
ing after God and seeking to discover a way of salvation. 
As was said before, some 's'eek to combine human discov
ery and divine self-disclosure of the immanentGocl as but 
two sides of the same process. The statement of Baillie is 
characteris{ic of a great deal of modern theology: "The 
entire process by which men become aware of God may be 
described in terms of human seeking and finding, "ud we 
have done our best' so to describe it. But it 'can be de
scribed in terms of divine self-disclosure too, and indeed 
must be so described if the full truth is fa be told." The 
Interpretation of Religion, p. 458. ' The emphasis clearly 
falls on the fact that "the entire process by which men 
hecome aware of God may be described in terms of human 
seeking and finding." 

Now your committee does not say and does not even 
mean to suggest that the whole Graf-WeHhausen-Kuenen 
view of the Old Testament is embodied in the Notes of Dr. 
Wl'zeman. Such an assertion would be palpably untrue, 
and such a suggestion would be unfair. Neither would it 
be correct to say that the Noles iuvariably move along mod
ernistic lines. 'There is a great deal of excellent and unob
jectionable material in the Notes', though some of it bears 
the earII)arks of haste. But while this is so, there are 
nevertheless passages in the Notes which do ,not ring true 
but are reminiscent of the views of a rationalistic higher 
criticism or of Ma:dernis'm; and SOlne which a're positively 
'ohjectionable, because they clearly embody some of the 
views of one of the most radicalschools of higher criticism, 
are not in harnlony with Scrip,ture, or are contrary to our 
Ref armed doctrine. 

There are passages in which we find clear traces of the 
evolutionary'representation of the development of Israel's 
religion and of the revelation of Yahweh, which is found in 
the writillgs of vVellhausen and! Kuenen. Notice particu
larlythe follOWing quotations: 
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1. Old Testament I, p .. 27: "Imagine yonrselves in the 
place of these nomads (the tribes of Israel) to grasp 
what changes had to take place in their lives;. Some 
nomadic hibes knew of no gods at all, worshipping 
merely good and evil spirits.' The tribes which did 
worship a god thought of him as belonging to them
selves alone." 

,2. Same page: "Then came the higher revela lion of God 
through Moses. God was not merely the God of one 
tribe, but of the whole nation.'" 

3 .. Old Testameut IV, po 11: "In the daysl of Amos the 
people regal'c!ed Yahweh as' only one of the many 
gods. Although they believed that He was the true 
God of Israel, they also recognized Bel and Nabu as 
gods of the Babylonians, Chemosh as the god of the 

. Moabites, Dagon as the god of thePhilislines, etc. Of 
colirse, a loyal subject of Yahweh was uot supposed to 
worship any of these strange gods, but the early He
brew was firmly convinced' that they lived in those 
countries jnst as Yahweh lived in Canaan." 

. 4. Old Testament IV, p. 11: "Amos' teaching concerning 
Yahweh struck a death hlow to the existing monol
atry. If the central q)1ality of Yahweh was righteous
ness, then He l1ll'il to be omniscient and omnipresent 
to enforce that righteousness ... Besidesl indicating 
the impartiality of Yahweh's juslice it (the book of 
Amos) also pointed to Amos' belief that the moral 
will of Yahweh had finally superseded the will of all 
the other gods - He is the supreme god ... \Vith 
this sltep ethical monotheism had heen attained." 

In these passages the evolutionary theory of the origin 
of religion is clearly reflected. According to it religion 
originated in animism, or spirit-worship, an\l then passed 
through the various stages of polytheism and henotheisl11, 
or l11onolatry into monotheism. First there was worship of 
spirits, then a worship of many gods by a single nation, next 
the recognition of one god as superior to the others, and 
ultimately as the only god of the nation, and finally the 
wOTship of one universal god, the God of all the earth. This 
evolutionary view of the origin of religion is, up to the pres
ent time, like the whole theory of evolution, merely all lIn
proved assumption .. Principal Fairbairn says of this whole 
class of theories': "They assume a theory of development 
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which has not a single historical instance to verify it. Ex
amples are wanted of people who have grown, without 
foreign influence, from Atheism into Fetishism, and from 
it through the intermediate stages into Monotheism; and 
until such examples be given, hypotheses claiming to be 
'Natural Histories of RelIgion' must be judged hypotheses 
still." Siudies in the Philosophy of Religion, p. 12. To
day many students of comparative religion repudiate nus 
theory altogether. This is due particularly to the researches 
of Dr. W. Schmidt of Vienna. Notice what that noted scien
tist, Dr. Ambrose Fleming, says of his wOl'k: "He has 
proved by a careful analysis of the religious ideas of a large 
number of modern and ancient tribes of men, who are 
otherwise in a rudimentary sitate of so-called civilization, 
namely, in their progress in constructive and theistic faith 
in one Supreme High God. Although this idea of one High 
God has been in most cases where the teachings of revealed 
religion has not penetrated, overlaid or corrupter by poly
theistic ideas or beliefs, yet it is fundamental. TIns Sn
preme Being is always conceived as Supreme above all 
other gods, and as infinitely good and mercifnl." The 
Origin of Mankind, p. 80. Moreover, thal theory is cer
tainly in hopeless conflict with what the Bible teaches us 
of the origin of religion. It teaches liS, to look upon religion, 
not as a natural growth of any kind, but as. the fruit of a 
supernatnral revelation; and that it began with pure mono
theism, the worship of one universal God, the Creator of 
heaven and earth, but gradinally nnder the blight of sin de
generated into polytheism and ev-er lower forms of wor
ship. Paul gives the true explanation of the matter in Rom. 
1 :18-23. God revealed to men His everlasting power and 
divinity, that they might glorify Him, but their senseless 
l,eart was darkened. "Professing themselves to be wise, 
they became fools, and changed the glory of the incor
ruptible God for the likeness of an image of corruptible 
man and of birds, and four-footed beasts, and creeping 
things." 

The truth of that false theory of development is, assumed 
in the Notes of Dr. Wezeman, however, and it is applied to 
the history of the religion of Israel. This is perfectly evi
dent from the passages quoted. The writer speaks as if the 
pure monotheistic faith of Ahraham, Isaac, and Jacob, were 
not present at all among the tribes of Israel. Some of them 
served no gods at all, "worshippiug merely good aud evil 
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spirits," and "the tribes who dad worship a god thought of 
him as belonging to themselves alone." Through Moses 
they learned, however, that "God was not merely the God 
of one tribe, but of the whole nation. Later on the people 
,rose to a somewhat higher level, and regarded Jehovah as· 
superior to other gods. But this idea of Jehovah's superior
ity was lost again, and in the days of Amos Jehovah was 
only a national god on an equality with other gods (Old 
Testament IV, p. 9). The worship of ISil'ael was simply 
henotheism or monolalry, the service of one god among 
many. Then Amos' teaching "struck a dleath blow to the 
existing monolatry ... With this step ethical monothei,sm 
had been attained." And so., finall}\ Jehovah is recognized 
as the only God, the God of the whole universe. 

This repres.entation is in flagrant conflict with Scripture 
and with our Reformed conception of the origin and devel
opment of religion. The book of Genesis is certainly mono
theistic throughont, though it bears some evidence of the 
fact that the people in general did not keep God in remem
brance and engaged in the worship of idols. Abraham was 
separated from the idolatrous world, in order that in him 
and his descendants the light of trne reljgion might con
tinue to 'Shine. He gave Abraham a universal promise that 
would not fit in the mouth of one who was only the god of 
a clan: "In thee shall all the families of the earth be 
blessed." Melchizedek in blessing Abraham spoke of Abra
ham's God as "God Most High, possessoil' (maker) of heaven 
and earth," Gen. 14:19. ,The patriarch knew that his, God 
also had the cities of the plain in His hand, and in Gen. 24:3 
speaks of Jehovah as "the God of heaven and the God of 
the earth." Isaac and Jacob, to whom the proinise of Abra
ham was renewed, also knew Him as such. From their 
time on the name "God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob" be
came One of the revelatory names of Jehovah. It was the 
name with which God introduced Himself to. Moses at the 
burning bush, and in the deliverance which He promised He 
certainly revealed Himself as more than a tribal, and even 
more than a national God. 

But did not the tribes, when thev came forth out of 
Egypt, each have a tribal god? This {s what we learn from 
the Notes of Dr. Wezeman. In so far as they served any 
god at all, it was a tribal god. We are naturallY' curious to 
see the proof for this. Dr. Wezeman pointed to several 
passages of Scripture which prove that their forefathers 
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served other gods in Mesopotamia '1nd in Egypt, such as 
Joshua 24:14; Lev. 17:7; Ezek. 20:2-8, 16, 24; and Amos 
5 :25, 26. But these passages certainly db not prove that 
each tribe thad its own god. They do not speak of the sep
arate tribes at all; mnch less of each one having his own 
god. They simply testify to the fact that the people of 
Israel wacs guilty of idolatry in Egypt. There are many 
passages which prove that they committed Vhe sin of idol
atry, when they were already settled in Canaan. Do these 
then also prove that they still had trihal gods? Moreove~. 
were there no evidences of true religion among Israel in 
Egypt, and therefore of monotheism? The midwives, we 
read, feared God, Ex. 1 :17, 21. It was by faith that Moses' 
parents hid him, Reb. 11 :23. When the people were in 
desperate straits they appealed to Jehovah, Ex. 5:21. And 
when they had passed through the Red Sea, the people 
feared Jebovah and believed in Jehovah, Ex. 14:31, and that 
not merely as a tribal or a national god, but as the Gold who 
had power also over Egypt. Moreover, under the guidance 
of Moses they sang a wonderful song, in which they also 
said: "Who is like unto thee, 0 Jehovah, among the gods? 
ViTho is like thee, glorious, in holiness, fearful in praises, 
doing wonders?" The whole idea of the people of Israel as 
having merely tribal gods when they left Egypt, is carried 
into the text. 

But there is something even more serious in the passages 
nnder consideration. They associate the supposed changes 
in the religion of the people with a change in the revelation 
and conception of Jehovah, and in that respect are entirely 
in line with the critical views of the development of reve
lation. The Notes do not 'Say that God first revealed Him
self as a tribal God, bnt this is certainly implied in the Notes 
as tbey stand. Dr. Wezeman first speaks of the tribes that 
came forth out of Egypt as having each a tribal god, and 
then goes onto say: "Then came the higher revelation 
through Moses. God was not merely the God of one tribe, 
but of the whole nation." This implies that there was a 
existence of many gods is called monolatry," p. 11. 
this interpretation has a measure of plausibility, yet we are 
not warranted in interpreting thus a production which 
cleady acknowledges the correct vie,,, of revelation, and, 
whose author claims that the interpretation given does not 
reproduce his meaning. We fail, however, to see how this 
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'passage can be interpreted so as to harmonize with the core 
rect view which is found elsewhere in the Notes. Dr. 
vVezeman said at the interrogation that for the \word 
"higher" should be substituted the word "high," and called 
the expression an llnfortunate one. The development, he. 
said, was in the religion of the people. But the word 
"higher" is in the text, and does not modify "religion," but 
"revelation." And even if the wore. "higher" is removed, 
then the Notes still teach that the revelation to Moses was 
to the elf ect that God was not merely the God of oue tribe, 
hut of the whole nation. God revealed Himself through 
Moses as a national God. Whatever Dr. Wezeman teaches 
elsewhere, this is what he teaches here. And that is con
trary to the teachings of Scripture, as appears abundantly 
from such passages as Ex. 34:10-11; Num. 16:22; Deut. 4: 
32-35,39; 5:26; 6:4; 32:39; and many others. 

What was the situation in the days of Amos? Inconsisc 
tently the author of the Notes informs us that under the 
influence of the baal-worship the sense of the uniqueness of 
Jehovah was gradually lost. The result was that He was 
"not considered the greatest among gods, but only one 
among many - a mere local or national god." O. T. IV, 
p. 9. Jehovah was finally recognized only as the patron 
god of Israel, p. 10. He was confused with the nature and 
function of the baalim, ibid. "In the days of Amos, the 
people regarded Yahweh as only, one. of the many gods ... 
This worship of one God accompanied hy the belief in the 
existence of many gods is called monolatry," p. 11. 
"Amos' teaching concerning Yahweh struck a death blow 
to the existing monolatry. If the central quality of Yahweh 
was righteousness, then he had to be omniscient and omni
present to enforce that righteousness,. Amos did not hesi
tate to include Damascus, Dom (Edom?) and Assyria under 
the moral jurisdiction of Yahweh. In the opening chapters 
jected to the same punishment of violating the justice and 
righteousness commanded by Yahweh. Besides indicating 
the impartiality of Yahweh's justice, it also pointed to 
Amos' .belief that the moral will of Yahweh had! finally 
superseded the will of all the other gods - he is the su
preme god. Yahweh is not merely national, but God in 
the sense that we now understand it. This idea is ex
pressed in the name 'Yahweh of Hosts.' It had reference 
to the Universe which Yahweh had created and over which 
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He ruled. (See Amos 4:13.) With this step, ethical mono
theism had been attainedl." 

Amos pictures the natiohs outside of Palestine as subject 
to the moral jurisdiction of Jehovah and as all suffering the 
same punishment. This picture indicates the impartiality 
of Jehovah's justice, and also points to Amos' belief that 
the moral will of Jehovah had finally superseded the will 
of all other gods. Therefore he now reprelsents. God as 
more than simply one of the gods, as more than a national 
god, as the supreme and only god. This idea he expresses 
in the name "Jehovah of Hosts." With this step ethical 
monotheism was attained. 'I'his whole section may 
give rise to more than one question respecting the way in 
which Amos arrived at his conception of God, but the out
standing point is his conviction "that the wlll of Yahweh 
had finally superseded the will of all. other gods .. " There 
was a prolonged struggle for supremacy, and finally, -. 
finally Jehovah wou out. He is uow .Jehovah of Hosts. With 
this slep ethical monotheism was attained. 

Here again we find Dr. Wezeman adaptiug his represen
tations to the evolutionary views of higher criticism. While 
the people since the time of Moses had ris,en to some higher 
conception of God, iu the time of Amos they regarded Him 
only as a national god, one of the many. The prophet has 
risen to the heights; h'Owever, and n'Ow teaches that Je
hoyah is the supreme aud 'Only God. With this s,tep ethical 
mon'Otheism was attained. Dr. Wezeman admitted some 
time ago that the word "attained" gave a wrong impres
sion, and that it should 'have beeu "reciterated" or empha
sized. But the change (}f that oue w'Ord does not remedy 
matters, for he says in the connecti'On: "Besides indicating 
the impai'tiality of Yahweh's justice, it also pointed to 
Amos' belief that the moral will of Yahweh had finally 
superseded the will of all the other gods." The prophet 
was conscious of bringing something new to the attention 
of the people. We contest this point. We agree with Kirk... 
patrick in his The Doctrine of the Prophets: "It is main
tained by the school of critics which regal'ds the religion of 
Israel as a natural development and not as a divine reve
lation, that the prophets of the eighth century were 'the 
founders of ethical Monotheism,' in other words, that they 
were the first teachers of the moral character and require
ments of Jehovah. The careful study of their writings af
fords the most convincing refutation of this theory. If 
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anything is clear from their writings, it is, that they do not 
regard themselves as innovators bnt as reformers." p. 26. 
Cf. ,also VOS', Old Testament Theology, pp. 177-179; Koe
nig, Alttestamellliche Religion, p. 379, both of whom even 
find the term "ethical monotheism" objectionable. If the 
question he asked, whether this whole idea fits in wiflh 
what Dr. Wezeman teaches in other parts of his Notes 
respecting revelation, the answer can only be negative. 
There are two irreconcilable elements, a dualism, in the 
Notes.' In the new Notes Or. Wezeman omitted the objec
tionable Amos passages" condemned the evolutionary con
ception of f1he critics, and substituted far better material, 
to which no Reformed person would object. It is to be 
regretted that he did not frankly repudiate the passages in 
question, and in the Orange Book he assumes responsi
hility for them again, with the sole exception of the word 
"attained," for \vhich he wants to substitute-"reiterated" or 
"emphasized." 

Addenda III C, 1 and 3. 
The following paragraph from Kuenen's Hibhert Lec

tures was read by the Committee of Synod to Classis Ost
friesland, as part of its answer to a question concerning 
III, C, 1 and 3: 

"Far different was the aspect worn by these events to the prophets. 
The victories of Assur had no power over their ethical faith. Their 
Yahweh could not be dethroned or cast into the shade by Bel or 
Merodach. On the contrary, strange as it may seem, he became 
greater in proportion as the world-power made itself felt more might
ily. For what was that power, in the view of the prophets, but an 
instrument in Yahweh's hand to chastise the sins of Israel and its 
neighbours? Even before the Assyrians appeared in Palestine, Amos, 
overpowered by his- moral indignation, had regarded them in this light 
and had announced their approach. 'l< His successors spoke and thought 
as he. Who does not remember how high an Isaiah, for example, 
raises the grandeur of Yahweh, while representing him as the Mighty 
One whose purposes with regard to his people are served by Assur 
and Egypt1* And thus the prophets - once more to quote Well
hausen - 'absorbed into their religion that conception of the world 
which was destroying the religions of the nations, even -before it had 
been fully grasped by the secular consciousness. Where others saw 
only the ruin of everything that' is holiest, they saw the triumph of 
Jehovah over delusion and error.'* What was thus revealed to the 
eye of their spirit was no less than the august idea of the moral gov
ernment of the world - crude as yet, and with manifold admixture-

* Amos vi. 14 (supra, p. 117), and other p-assages, in which the Assyrians lire 
not even alluded to, but are none the less presupposed. 

* Isaiah viii. 9, 10, 12 sqq.; x. etc. 
* In Encyc. Brit., Vol. -XIII, p. 411 a. 
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of error, but pure in principle. The prophets had no conception of 
the mutual connection of the powers and operations of nature. They 
never dreamed of the possibility of carrying them back to a single 
cause or deducing them from it. But what they did see, on the field 
within their view, was the realization of a single plan, - everything, 
not only the tumult of the peoples, but all nature likewise, subservient 
to the working out of Olle great purpose. The name 'ethical mono
theism' describes better than any other the characteristics of their 
point of view, but it not only expresses the character of the one God 
whom they worshipped, but also indicates the Jountain whence their 
faith in Him welled up."" (Kuenen's Hibbert Lectures on "National 
Religions and Universal Religions," page 132, middle of page, to 
page 134, top of page.) 

For that "fountain" compare Kuenen's prior context, 
pages, 127 and 128: "In any case Yahweh, if exalted in this 
way only, remained comparable wHh all the other gods, of 
one famil)1 with them, if I may so express myself, and of 
impulses like to theirs. The moral qualities which the peo
ple ascribed to him did not affect this fact, for the distinlc
tion they established between him and his rivals, .however 
real, was not essential. The case was completely changed 
when, in the consciousness of the prophets, the central place 
was taken, not by the might, but by the holiness of Yah
weh. Thereby the conception of God was, carried np in,to 
another and a higher sphere. From that moment it ceased 
to be a question of 'more' or 'less' between Yahweh and the 
other gods, for now he stood not only above them, but in 
veT)" distinct opposition to them. If Yahweh the Holy One 
was God, if he was God as the Holy One, then the others 
were not. In a word, the belief that Yahweh was the only 
God sprang out of the ethical conception of his being. 
Monotheism was the gradual, not the sudden, result of 
this conception. I assume as established that monotheism 
does as a fact begin to show itself with unmistakable dis
tinctness in the writings, of the prophets of the eighth cen
tury, and is taught in explicit terms in the last quarter of 
the seventh century in Deuteronomy and Jeremiah.' But I 
must allow myself - at once in illustration and! in support 
of this fact - to call your attention to Vhe contemporaneous 
movement in the opposite direction which took place in 
the popular religiom" 

Similarly, compare Dr. F. H. Wezeman, O. T. IV, p. 11 f,: 
"Besides indicating the impartiality of Yahweh's, justice, it 
also pointed to Amos's belief that the moral will of Yahweh 
bad finally superseded the will of all the other gods." 

* "See my essay on 'Yahweh and the other gods,' Theological Review 1874, 
pp. 329·366, and on the present position of the question, Note VII." 
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Compare Kuenen's Hibbert Lectures, page 341: " ... I 
myself acknowledge the monotheism of the prophets of the 
eighth century, - as a nascent lTIonotheislll, consisting in 
. the repeated overstepping of the line between monolatry 
and the recognition of one only God." 

Addenda III, C, 2. 
It may be said that Dr. Wezeman's presentation of "THE 

. RELIGIOUS SITUATION" here, ("Project Studies in the 
Book of Amos,," page 9) not only leaves much to be wished 
from the Reformed standpoint, but also that it fits in with 
the standpoint of the Wellhausen School, in many respects, 
precisely where the presentation of Dr. Wezeman, if he had 
given the Reformed view, would have come into conflict 
with the Wellhausen position. The Higher Critical empha
sis upon monolatry in earl)1 Israel's religions, history is 
found here. The Wellh,msen presentation of degradation 
from this early nionolatry to the worship of Jehovah and 
Baal in Canaan occurs. In order to facilitate comparison, 
several items from Dr. Wezeman's presentation of this sub
j ect are here given, with a description of the Wellbausen 
position concerning them. 

"1. To the nomad of the times of Moses, the worship of his god was 
inconceivable without a sacrificial offering of some kind. In the 
prophet Amos, however, we find an emphasis upon justice and right
eousness. (See Amos 5:21-24.) Sacrifices in themselves are undesir
able, unless proceeding from a heart that fears Jehovah ... 

"5. The doctrine of Yahweh's superior power was lost. At the 
identification of Yahweh with the baalim, he was not considered the 
greatest among gods, but only one among many - a mere local or 
national god. 

"6. Sale worship of Yahweh as commanded by Moses was no longer 
heeded, since Yahweh was no better than the baalim ... 

"7. The final downward step was yet to be taken. Since Yahweh 
had become a national and agricultural deity, the concept of justice 
and mercy as part of his religion was unconsciously surrendered. In 
place of moral requirement, there grew up' the belief that religion 
consisted of ceremonies and sac;rifices which Yahweh had ordained. 
The real origin of this .idea was in the Canaanite conception of the 
baalim as having the power of good and evil over the people, and 
hence to be appeased and favored by sacrificial rites. These deities 
were worshipped in all the old sanctuaries, in trees, stone, posts, etc. 
The ritual consisted in sensual songs, observance of agricultural and 
astronomical feasts and an exceedingly ramified sacrificial system. In 
a very short time the origin of these observances was completely for
got.ten, and the belief grew that they had been part of the ancient 
religion of Yahweh. The final form of this confusion was the open 
recognition of Yahweh as the patron god of Israel with the necessity 
for sacrifices to appease his wrath and incur his favor." 
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Though we hold that the sacrifices ordained by JehDvah 
thru Moses were all conuected with siu, either iu the way 
of peniteuce hecause of sin, or in the way of consecration 
and gratitude on account of the forgivenesss, ,of sin, the 
\Vellhausen Higher Critical School, on the other hand, ob
scures -or obliterates or d(:;nies the appeasing, redeI11ptive, 
atoning cha'racter of the sacrLices "of the times of Moses," 

According to this School, the sacrifices, of the "nomad" , 
in the times of Moses has nothing to do with sin and evil, 
w(ith appeasement or "~lbst~tionari.Y atonement, Says 
A. B. Davidson: "'I'hese views all move more 01" less on 
ethical lines. Quite a different view has been advocated 
by Professors Robertson Smith and Wellhausen. In the 
view of these scholars the essential idlea of sacrifice is to be 
observed in the 'Sacrificial meal - the communion of the 
deity and man in a common sacramental food ... In the 
earliest times, it was the tribe that had existence and owned 
property, it and the god in common. All' sacrifices were 
tribal, cementing the union of the tribe and the god. The 
individual had uo property, no separate being or place. 
This was the condition in the nomadl state. But when 
the people passed into an agricultural life he had something 
really his own, his land, his cattle. If he owed them to his 
god, still they were his in the sense that they did not helong 
to the tribe or the people. He was, so to speak, in petsonal 
relation to the deity. If the old idea of a sacramental meal 
still prevailed, he could use his offering for himself. But 
naturally the idea would arise in his mind! that he could 
now present a gift to his god, - it mighf be out of thank
fulness and in return for much tbat he had received, or it 
might be to placate the god's anger, if he seemed estranged, 
or it might be for some other reason," The Theology of 
the Old Testamen/, pages 313, 314. 

Altbough the \Vellhausen School holds that sacrificial 
offerings of some kind were customary in the day~, of Moses, 
and although this School even goes beyond the Biblical 
evidlence in holding that worship was practically inconceiv
able wlthout a sacrifice of some kind, to a nomad of the 
times of Moses, yet it holds that the sacrifice of Mosaic 
times was only a meal of the nomad with his god. * 

* "In the early days, worship arose out the midst of ordinJa.l:y life, and was in 
most intimate and manifold connection with it. A sacrifice was a meal, a fact 
showing how remote was the idea of antithesis between spiritual Ellarnestness and 
secular joyousness .... There was no wa.rlike expedition which was not ina.ugurated 
in this fashion, no agreement that was not thus ratified, no important undertaking 
of any kind was gone about without a sacrifice." Page 76 in WELLHAUSEN'S 
"PROLEGOMENA TO THE HISTORY OF ISRAEL." 1885. 
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This sacrificial meal then involved a gift to his god, but it 
was a sacrificial gift without any idea of atonement for sin; 
and without any idea of appeasing the wrath of his god. A 
sacrifice "of some kind" was brought to one's god in the 
nomadic "times of Moses," hut thiB. sacrifice lacked all i:d~a 
of appeasement or atonement, in Mosaic times, according 
to this higher critical position. 

The Wellhausen School does not believe that ceremonies 
and sacrifices had been ordained of Jehovah through Moses. 
It holds that. the Biblical laws concerning sacrifices, espe
cially the priestly codes, became a part of Scripture long 
after Moses, and were incorporated into the Pentateuch at 
approximately the time of the Exile. It denies that Moses 
was instrumental in giving the ceremonial laws of the 
Pentateuch concerning sacrifices and sacrificial rites, in fact 
concerning the entire ramified sacrificial system of 
Jehovah.* 

'Vhence then did the idea arise that Jehovah had ordained 
sacrifices of an appeasing or atoning character, according 
to the Wellhausen School? Ceremonies and sacrifices in
tended to appease Jehovah's wrath are traced by this School 

. to the Canaanite conception of the Baalim, as having the 
power of good and cuil over the people. Because the Ca
naanites regarded the Baals as having the power of evil 
over the people, they are supposed to have held that the 
Baals were to be appeased hy sacrificial rites. 

Appeasing sacrificial rites are thus traced hy the \Vell" 
hausen School to the Canaanites, because they regarded 

* If the Reformed position insists that saCl'i:fices received divine sanction fl-om 
Jehovah, in the Pentateuch, and divine l-egulation in the law of Moses, the 'VeIl
hausen School has the following position. "The impression derived from the his
torical books is confirmed by the prophets. It is true that in their polemic against 
confounding worship with religion they reveal the fact that in their day the cultus 
was carried on with the utmost zeal and splendor and was held in the highest 
estimation. But this estimation does not rest upon the opinion that the 
cultus, as regards its matter, goes back to Moses or to Jehovah Himself, gives to 
the theocracy its distinctive character, and even constitutes the supernatural priest
hood of Israel among the nations, but simply upon the belief that Jehovah must 
be honored by His dependents, just 'as the other gods are by their subjects. by 
means of offerings and gifts as being the natural and (like prayer) universally 
current expression of religious homage." (Page 56, Wellhausen's "Prolegomena 
to the History of IsraeL") "At all times, then, the sacrificial worship of Israel 
existed, and had great importance attached to it, but in the earlier period it 
rested upon' custom, inherited from the fathers. _ ... " (Page 61, Wellhausen's 
• 'Prolegomena to the History of IsraeL") It is clear that precisely that which is 
lacking in Dr. Wezcman's prese,ntation, here, and that is desired, from the Re
formed standpoint, receives objection from t~e Wellhausen standpoint. Moreover, 
the positive emphasis is upon that which is "conceivable," in Dr. Wezeman's 
presentation, and upon "custom," in Israel and elsewhere1 in Wellhausen's pre
sentation. Again, Dr. Wezeman's emphasis is upon sacrifices "of some kind," 
here in Israel's early nomadic days, and upon appeasing' 'ceremonies and sacri
fices," as these involved a "ramified sacrificial system" of Jehovah "to appease 
his wrath and incur his fa.vor," in the later days of Israel's syncretistic, agri
cultural worship in Canaan. 
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the Baalim as having the power of good and evil over the 
IjCople, amI. hence to be appeased and favored by cere
lnonies and sacrifices. 

For the Higher Critical School of Wellhausen not only 
holds that all appeasing sacrifices are to be traced to fhe 
Canaanite conception of the Baals, but that sacrifices thus 
came to be elaborated with many ceremonies, and that 
such sacrifices accompanied by ceremouies and rites' and 
'Observances were considered necessary by the Canaanites to 
appea'Se the gods when they brought evil upDn the people .. 
Hence fhe Wellhausen School holds that under the influence 
of the Canaanites there arose many sacrificial observances, 
rites, and ceremonies, and that these ceremonies were in
tended to express the idea that sin was to be appeased by 
such sacrificial rites, in 'Order that the Baalim might not use 
their powers of evil against the people. The Canaanites 
stood very low morally and substituted rites for moral re
quirements. Not only did some of the Israelites make simi
lar substitution of sacrifice for obedience as in the case of 
King Saul, and of SDme of the people upbraided by the 
prophets of the eighth century before Christ. But the Well
hausen School holds that appeasing sacrifices were thus 
substituted for obedience, among the Israelites, with the 
added opinion that such appeas[ng sacrifices had been or
dained of Jehovah. This School holds that the Canaanitish 
origin of these sacrificial ceremonies., rites, and observances. 
was completely forgotten in a .bort time. In fact, Israel 
came to look upou them as ceremonies and sacrifices that c 

Jehovah had ordained, and. the belief grew that they had 
been part of the ancient religion of Jehovah. But this was 
not the case, according to the Werlhausen position. For it 
holds that these ceremonies, observances, and sac:rificial 
rites were n'Ot a part 'Of the ancient religion of Israel, but 
that the simple and! unappeasing nomadic sacrifices of the 
times of Moses had been elab'Orated with atoning rites and 
observances, with appeasing ceremonies, when Israel iu 
Canaan had permitted its worship of Jehovah to be colored 
by the idea that sacrifices were necessary to appease J e
hovah's wrath and incur his favor. These atoning cere
monies, rites" and 'Observances had been developed under 
the influence of Baal-worship, into an exceedingly ramified 
E.acrificial system or cultusdledicated to Jehovah, according 
to the Welthausen position. But according to this Higher 
Critical SCbDOI, the Canaanitish origin of this sacrificial sys-
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tern was completely forgotten in a very short time, and the 
belief grew that this sacrificial system with all its cere
monies" this cultus, had beeu part of the ancient religion of 
Jehovah in the days of Moses. In fact, the belief grew that 
it involved appeasing ceremonies and sacrifices that Jehovah 
had ordained. But the Wellhausen School holds that the 
sacrifices that did occur in the days of Moses were not or
dained of Jehovah, nor appeasing iu character, nor elab
oraterl with ceremonies, rites, and observances to bring out 
the idea that there was a necessity for sacrifices to appease 
Jehovab's wrath and incur his favor. 

The Notes of Dr. Wezeman here. not only reflect Israel's 
early monolatry, in the view of the Wellhausen School, to 
which reference is also made under III, C, 1 and 3 of our 
Report, but these Notes here reflect especially the Well
hausen view of sacrifices, that they were to be discredited, 
as coming from the nomadic stage of Israelitish history, 
and from the era of Israel's worship in Canaan, of Jehovah 
as an agricultural deity, as ,suggested above. In a very 
subtle way, the Wellhausen School denies that sacrifices 
served to appease Jehovah's wrath. For this view is traced 
to the syncretism of the worship of Jehovah and the Baals 
in Canaan. In O'ther words, Israel's ceremonies and sacri
fices, as these 'had atoning significance, to remove Jehovah's 
wrath, and as these were developed in to an exceedingly 
ramified sacrificial system, are traced by the Wellhausen 
School to the syncretistic worship of Jehovah and the Baals, 
in Canaan. We have a presentation in the Nntes of Dr. 
Wezeman that fits in precisely with this view of the WeIl
hausen School, in point seven, under "THE RELiGIOUS 
SITUATION," in the Nntes on Amos.* 

* With this presentation of :Qr. Wezeman may be compared the following pre
sentations of the Wellhausen School. 

"At the same time the Hebrews learned to partieip&te in the culture of the 
CanaanHes, a-nd quietly entered into the enjoyment of the labours of their prede
cessors. From the pastoral they advanced to the agricultural stage; corn and 
wine, the olive and the fig, with them are habitually spoken of as the necessaries 
of life. It was not strange that this change in the ma.nner of their everyday life 
should be attended with certain consequences in the sphere of reHgion also. It is 
inconceivable that the Israelites should have brought with them out of the desert 
the cultus they observed in the time of the kings (Exod. :xxii, xxiii, x:xiv), which 
throughout J?r9supposed the :fields and gardens of Palestine; they borrowed it from 
the Canaa.mtes. This is eon:firmed by the fact that they took over from these the 
"Bamoth" or "high places" also, notwithstanding the prohibition in Deut. 
xii." Page 446-447 in Wellhausen's "PROLEGOMENA TO THE IDSTORY OF 
ISRAEL." 

• 'Its chief seasons were the agricultural festivals-the passover, the feast of 
weeks, and mest especi.ally the feast of the ingathering at the close of the year. 
These were the only occasions of public worship pro.perly so called, at which every
one was expected to attend; in other cases each worship-per sought the presence 
{If God only in special circumstances, as for example at the beginning and at the 
,end of particular undertakings. The cultus, as to place, time, matter, and form, 
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Meanwhile, the Wellhausen School teaches a certain re
trenchment and dlegradation in the worship of Jehovah 
when Israel came under the inflnence of the Canaanites and 
their Baal worship. . 

This School holds that nomadic sacrifices of the time of 
Moses were degraded by their later celebration in Canaan, 
with cere-Innnies, rites, and observances, and with an ex
ceedingly ramified sacrificial system. 

It holds that nomadic sacrifices of the times of Moses 
were degraded also subsequently by a Canaanitish origin of 
the idea of the necessity for oacrifices to appease Jehovah's 
wrath and incur his favor, for all appeasing sacrifices are 
to be traced to the Canaanitish conception of the Baals. 

And it holds that there was a degradation in the idea of 
Israel's God due to the sacrificial worship of the Baals. If 
Israel had entertained the doelrine of Yahweh's superior 
power when its arlnies were victorious over the Canaanites; 
and if Israel haa thus come to consider Jehovah as the 
greatest among gods, when Israel conquered various na
tions, there came a change when Israel came under the in
fluence of the sacrificial worship of the Baals. For the Baals 
had not even been able to cause the Canaanites to rally and 
to unify themselves in a victorious war agains;t Israel. 
Hence under the inflnence of the sacrificial worship of the 
belonged almost entirely to the inheritance which Israel had received from Canaan; 
to distinguish what belonged to he worship of Jehova.h from tha.t which belonged 
to Baal was no easy matter. It was the channel through which also paganism 
could and did ever anew gain admittance into the worship of Jehovah. Yet that 
publicity of the cultus which arose out of the very nature of Jehovah. And in 
consequence of which the teraphim even were removed from the houses to the 
temples, ,cannot but have acted as a corrective against the most fatal excesses. 

As for the substance of the national faith, it was summed up principally in the 
proposition that Jehovah is the God of Israel. But "God" was equivalent to 
"helper"; that was the meaning of the word. "Help," assistance in all occasions 
of lifc,-that was what Israel looked for from Jehovah, not "salvation" in the 
theological sense. The forgiveness of sins was a matt,er of subordinate importance; 
it w.as involved in the "help," and was a matter not of faith but of experience. 
The relation between the people ,and .God was a natural one as that of son to 
father; it did not rest upon observance of the conditions of a pact. But it was 
not on that account always equally lively and hearty; Jehovah was regarded as 
having varieties of mood. To secm·e and retain His, favour sacrifices were useful; 
by them prayer and thanksgiving were seconded.',' Page 468-'469 in WELL· 
HAUSEN'S "PROLEGOMENA TO THE HISTORY OF ISRAEL." 

"At the same time, however, it is true that in the .case of the bloody offerings 
ll. new motive ultimately came to be associated with the original idea of the gift. 
The life of which th·:;. blood was regarded as the substance (2 Sam. :x-:xiii, 17) had 
for the ancient Semites something mysterious and divine about it; they felt a. 
certain religious scruple abont destroying it .... The atoning efficacy of the gift 
,began to be ascribed mainly to the blood and to the vicarious value of the life 
taken away. The outpouring and sprinkling of blood was in all sacrifice& ll.. rite 
of conspicuous importance, and even the act of. slaughtering in the case of some, 
and these the most valued, a holy act." Page 63 in WELLHAUSEN'S "PRO
LEGOMENA TO THE HISTORY OF ISRAEL." 1885. 

,"But to the concept.ion of Amos Jehovah is no judge capable of accepting a 
bribe; with the utmost indignation he repudiates the notion that it is possible to 
"influence Him by g-ifts and offel·jng-s." Page 471:472 in WELLHAUSEN'S 
"PROLEGOMENA TO THE HISTORY OF ISRAEL." 
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Baals "the doctrine of Yahweh's superior power was lost." 
At the identification of Yahweh with the Baals he was no 
lonaer considered the greatest among gods, but only one 
among many, a mere local deity, at best a national god. 

All tbis reasoning of the Wellhausen School places the 
emphasis upon the study of the religious situation apart 
from revelation. But Israel's religion is redemptive and 
revelational in character. Light may be derived from the 
study of pagan religions, including the sacrificiai worship 
of the Baals. But this light may not be used to illumine the 
religious situation of Israel in such a way as to obscme or 
obliterate the redemptive and revelational character of Is
'rael's religion. Only the obscuring or the obliteration of 
the redemptive and revelational charader of Israel's religion 
will succeed in giving a preselrtation of the religious situ
ation of Israel in the times of Amos that will fit in with the 
vVellhausen position. * 

* If the Reformed position insists upon monotheism, as the reclemptive, revela
tion religion, required and revealed by the Lord long before Amos, the Wellhausen 
school teaches ·s degradation from monolatry, as the height of Israel's religion, in 
its nomadic days, during Moses, to a syncretistic .-worship of Jehovah and Baal. 
1ater in Canaan. The Notes of Dr. Wezeman, here reflect a degradation from 
monolatry, in the following words, emphasized above: "5. The doctrine's superior 
power is lost. At the identification of Yahweh with the baalim, he- was not 
considered the greatest among gods, but only one among many,-& mere- local or 
nation god." Such a degradation is also taught by the Wellhausen School, for 
this period of Israel's religious history. "It is only on the march and in time
·of war that a nomad people feels any urgent need of a central authority, and so 
it came about that in the first beginnings of national organization, centering 
in the sanctuuil'Y of the ark, Israel was thought of mainly 8S the host of Jehovah . 
• . . . . It was on the battIe field that Jehovah's presence was most clearly realized; 
but in primitive nations the leader in time of war is also the natural judge in 
-time of peace, and the sanctuary of Jehovah, where Moses and the priests, ·his 
'successors, gave forth the sacred or!lJcle, was the final seat of judgment in all 
0!.l.SeS too hard for the ol'dinary heads of the Hebrew clans." (Page 36, "\V. 
Robertson Smith, "The Prophets of Israel.") " ..... at length Jehovah Himself, 
'who was addressed by his worshippers by the same' general appellation· of Baal or 
Lord which was the ordinary title of the Canaanite nature-god, was hardly dis
tinguished by the masses who worshipped at the local shrines from the local 
"Baalim of their Canaanite neighbors. 

"The growth of this religious syncretism not only threatened to sap the moral 
strength of the Hebrews, but boded entire extinction to· the national feeling whieh 
had no other center than the religion of Jehovah. And so in the providence' of 
·God it was by a series of imperious calls to united national effort that Israel was 
'prevented from wholly forgetting Jehovab_ Every invasion which woke. the 
dormant feeling of patriotism woke at the same time something of the old faith. 
There was no patrio~ic fire in the religion of Baalim, which had not even stimu
lated the Canaanites to united struggle against their Hebrew conquerors. In 
battle and in victory Jehov.ah was still the ancestral god shaking the earth and 
dissolving the mountains as he marched from the desert of Seir to deliver His 
people. (Judg-es V.) Hence it is that in the time of the Judges' every revival of 
the religion of Jehovah is connected with the wars -in which the Hebrews suc· 
ceeded in maintaining their ground against numerous invading foes. 

"It is plain, however, that the religion of Jehovah could not a.}ways stand still 
at the point which it had reached in the wilderness. It was not enough to have 
one religion for times of patriotic exaltation and another for daily life. A God 
who dwelt afar off in Sinai and only came down to Canaan in the day of battle 
was not sufficient fOl· human needs. It 'was necessary that the old religion should 
'become master of the new and altogether changed life of the Hebrews in their 
new seats. Jehovah and the Baalim had to contend for sovereignty in the ordinSl'y 
existence of the Hebrews, when the simplicity of the desert bad inevitably given 
-way to thO' progress of material civilization in a rich and a cultivated land. 
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Addenda III, C, 4, of our Report. 
For the "\Vellhausen view, on the Day of Atonement, see 

J. Wellhausell's Prolegomena 10 the History of Israel, 
1885, Ohapter III, Section III, sub-section 3, which is thus 
presented in the table of contents: 

"3. To the three festivaJs. RQ adds the great day of 
atonement, which arose out of the fast-days of the exile." 
Pages 108-l12. 

Addenda III, C, 5, of our Report. 
As part of this answer, the following quotation from 

"\VeIIhausen as read and explained on the floor of Classis 
Ostfriesland: "In truth it is, quite on the contrary, a proof 
of tbe post-exilic date of the Priestly Code that it makes 
sons of Aaron of the priests of the central sanctuary, who, 
even in the traditional understanding (H Chron. xiii, 10), 
are in one way or other simply the priests of Jerusalem. By 
this means it carries their origin back to tbe foundation of 
the theocracy, and gives them out as from the first having 
been alone legitimate. But such an idea nO' one could have 
ventured to broach before the exile. At that time it was 
too well known that the priesthood of the J etttsalem sect 
could not be traced further back thaIr David's time, but 
dated from Zadk:>k . . ." Page 125 of the chapter on 
"THE PRIESTS AND THE LEVITES," in Wellbausen's 
Prolegomena to the History of Israel, 1885. 

Compare Dr. "\Vezeman's "'Priests' came to designate 
the lineal descendants of 'sons of Zadok'." New Testa
ment I, Unit I, Project III, New Notes. Here, in this 
project, we have again this very objectionable dualism in 
the Notes. For their Modernistic, Wellhausen position is 
at variance with Nnmbers 18. 
So in the Ten Words, the fundamental document of the l'eligion of the OM Testa
ment, the cIa.im of Jehovah to the exclusive worship of Israel is based on thfl 
deliverance that made Israel a free people ..... ," (W. Robertson Smith, "The 
Prophets of Israel," pages 38, 39, 40.) Monola.try, involving the exclusive wor
ship of Jehovah, in Israel's nomadic desert days, regarded Jehovah as the cham 
pion of Israel in war. W. Robertson Smith, who belongs to the Wellhausen School, 
emphasizes the superior military po·wer of Jehovah, over Israel's enemies,· in the· 
idays of Moses and of the Judges, and sketches a degradation from this monolatry 
to the syncretism that gradually arose when Israel came to worship the Baals as. 
well as Jehovah. Compare the degrcdation from monolatry in the sketch of Dr. 
Wezeman: "5. The doctrine of Yahweh's. superior power was lost. At the 
identification of Yahweh with the baalim, he was not considered the greatest 
among gods, hut. only one among many-a mere local or national god. 6. Sole 
worship of Yahweh as commanded by Moses was no longer heeded, since Yahweh 
was no better than the baalim.' , Such a degradation from Israel's . nomadic· 
monolatry to the latter syncretism of Jehovah with· the Baals is a characteristic.; 
teaching of the Wellhausen School. 
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Addenda III, D, of our Report. 
The committee has little objection to the formal state

ment of the doctrine of inspiration ,as found in General· 
Introduction to a Studu of the H olU Bible, p. 2 if. It does 
find the following statement erroneous: "This mysterious 
working together with God and man, of divine grace and 
hunian liberty, in the composition of the books of the Bible 
is called Inspiration." The preceding paragraph correctly 
states that there was a human and a divine factor opera' 
tive in the composition of Scripture, but the conjunction of 
these two do not constitute inspiration. Inspiration is ex
actly the operation of the divine factor. There is no l1U
man element in it. There is no objection to the statement: 
"Such verbal inspiration (referring to mechanical inspira
tion) would make the sacred writer a mere amanuensis," 
providled the emphasis be on the word "such" rather than 
on "verbal inspiration," where the writer places it by un
derscoring these two words. The words as they stand, with 
"verbal inspiration" underscored can hardly make any 
other impression than that the writer identifies mechanical 
and verbal inspiration, and as such rejects it. In the Orange 
Book Dr. Wezeman says that he believes in organic in
spiration, and that this includes verbal inspiration, bnt this 
isnot necess:arily so. Ther'e are those who believe in or
ganic, but not in verbal inspiration. The term "organic" 
refers to the process of inspiration, while verbal refers to 
its extent. It is certainly regrettable that the statement as 
it stands is apt to create the impression that the doctrine of 
verbal inspiration is not acceptable; and that the author 
of the Notes did not sound a clear and unmistakable note 
on this point in view of the \videspread present-day denial 
of verbal inspiration. It might certainly be expected of 
him as a minister of the Christian Reformed Church, in giv
ing an exposition of the doctrine of inspiration. The ques
tion is a vital one to-day, and our young people are greatly 
in need of sonnd instrnction on t'his point. 

But what is even more serious is that the author of the 
Notes is not always trne to the principle of verbal inspira
tion or, as the Michigan Committee pnts it, does not always 
do jnstice "to the position that the Bible is its own final 
court of appeal." We may refer to the instances cited in 
the report of that Committee, as found on page 36 of the 
Orange Book. In adidition to these we may mention the 
following: According to one passage Moses taught that 
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Yahweh was a national god, while Amos represents Him as 
the universal God; the Israelites staid in the desert many 
years, because Moses considered this necessary for their 
military training; it was after Israel had dwelt at Kadesh
Barnea for many years that it made its first attempt to take 
the land; Peter and Paul are fundamentally at odd's in the 
Antioch-Jerusalem controversy. Some of these points will 
be explained in tbe proper place. 

Addenda III, D, 1, of our Report. 
On page 36 of Life and Letters of Palll, Dr. Wezeman 

deals with the transactions of the assembly at Jerusalem, 
Acts 15, and thell' says the following of Peter: "It was 
Peter's confession of the divine Sonship that onr Lord des
ignated 'this rock' (Matt. 16 :18). The man Peter, for all 
his name, was anything but a rock in this matter. He 
makes a bad showing in the Antioch-Jernsalem contro
versy (cp. Gal. 1, 2). Panl comes out of it splendidly. He 
stands fast in love.' Peter wavers, plays the weathercock, 
misses a wonderful opportunity. Paul rather tban he, is 
henceforth the great leader of fhe gospel',s advance. The 
Jerusalem Christians lacked courage and imagination: 
courage to carry out the teaching of Jesus in all the impli
cations of its universalism; imagination to foresee him the 
world's Saviour. Jewish Christianity degenerated into sig
nificant (should be 'insignificant'), pitiable Ebionism; Gen
tile Christianity has gone' clear round the earth. The 
hearthstone of Christianity is not St. Peter's church at Rome, 
but an hundired thousand churches of Jesus Christ every
where. To-day Ollr greatest need is Christian men and 
women of Palll's breadth of mind and strength of heart. 
of his world-mindedness and world-brotherliness, that the 
gospel of Christ may more truly and fully come into its 
own." 

'Dh;;s representation is contrary to fact. It is perfectly 
evident from Acts 15, and particularly from the speeches 
of Peler and Paul recorded, that the two were in funda
mental agreement. They take the same stand, and in fact 
Peter was the first one to declare himself without any hesi
tation. There is no disagreement between the two at all. 
Dr. Wezeman now declares that in the incriminated passage 
he has confnsed the Antioch-Jerusalem controversy with the 
event recorded in Gal. 2:11-14. These verses speak of 
Peler's dissimulation at Antioch, and of the rebuke which 
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Paul administered to him. In the uew Notes he has sub
stituted for the old material a few paragraphs relatiug to 
this incideut.. Now it is entirely possible that Dr. Wezeman 
did confuse these two. But if !his is so, he certainly ascribes 
altogether too much significance to Peter's temporary vacil
lation in connection with a point on which the Church had 
not expressed itself iu the Jerusalem conference. The re
sult is that Peter loses a wonaerful opportunity and that 
.Paul now becomes the great apostle of the gospel's. advance. 
It e\Cen seems, as if in consequence Peter becomes. the 
representative of particularism, and Paul of true uuiver
salism. What else can we make of the enigmatic senC 

tence, following the assertion that Paul rather thaIyPeter is 
henceforth the great leader of the gospel's advance: "The 
Jerusalem Christians lacked! courage and imagination: 
courage to ca.rry out the teaching of Jesus in all the impli
cations of its universalism; imagination to' foresee him 
the world's Saviour. Jewish Christianity degenerated into 
insignificant, pitiable Ebionism; Gentile Christianity has 
gone-clear around the earth. The hearthstone of Chris,tian
iti is not St. Peter's churdhl at Rome, but an hundred thou
sand churches of Jesus Christ ever<ywhere." In the signifi
cance which this passage in the Notes ascribes to the rela
tively unimportant incident at Antioch, it reminds, us of 
the heresy of Marcion and t'he critical theory of Baur, in 
both of which the incident at Antioch is; made the foun
dation-stone for their theory of opposites. 

But there is another passage, in which we cannot assume 
!h,e alleged confusion. It is found on page 35 of the same 
set of Notes: "Peter and! Paul had both recei\Ced s,triking 
vision-revelations of the gospel's universality. Peter, be
sides, had been. intimately with Jesus. We simply cannot 
understand Peter in this connection (we underscore). But 
now Paul had had lots of pragmatic proof that a heathen 
can be saved without Moses; and receive the Holy Spirit, 
just as well as a Jew - if not better: Christ plus Moses ? 
No! ! ! Ohrist alone! Paul had seen it done, over and over 
again, on that first missionary journey from which he' was 
recently returned. We can understandl how bitterly he 
mllst have resented the reactionary fussing and meddling of 
the Judaizers. Great kingdom of God statesman that he is, 
he sees that the Church can never go on thus divided. Jeru
salem and Antioch must get together." In this passage 
too tlie representation is that there was a fundamental dif-
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ference between Peter and Panl as to the uuiversality of tbe 
'gospel. Paul understood, hut Peter did not, that a beathen 
could be saved without Moses. The former resented the 
reactionary fusshlg and meddling of the J udaizers, hecaus\:. 
he saw that the Church coulcl not go on thus divided. Peter 
evidently did not see this. "We simply cannot understand 
Peter in this connection." - Now the records show clearly 
thaf Petu and Paul were in fundamental agreement on this 
point. Notice how Peter interprets the vision which he 
had seen, Acts 10:34, 35; how he takes issue with the Juda
izers, Acts 11 :1-18; and how be pleads for the very prin
<;iple in question at the conference of Jerusalem, Acts 15: 
7-11. l'he contrast presented in the Notes between Peter 
and Paul is unbiblical and fictitious. Dr. Wezeman dad not 
derive this view of the antagonism between Beter and Paul 
from Scripture. It is, more likely that it was derived from 
someonle whose views are still tainted with the leaven of the 
old Tiibingen school. It is a well known fact that the writ
ings' of some scholar" still contain a relic of the theory of 
Baur. Cf. Sheldon; Unbelief in the Nineteenth Century, 
p. 287; Maurice Jones, The New Testament in the Twen
tieth Century, p. ,336. This is not equivalent to saying 
that he adopts that theory in its entirety, which would not 
be trne. 

Addenda IV, 1, 2. 
The point respecting Israel's stay in the desert calls for 

some elncidation. After Dr. Wezeman had discussed the 
, passage through the Red Sea, he says in Old, Testament I, 
p. 25: "The Israelites were not yet prepared 1'0 advance 
upon Canaan for the inhabitants of that land were too 
powerful to be successfully attacked by a host of untrained 
slaves. For some time, Moses thouglIt, it would be best to 
live among the friendly tribes, till they could learn to act 
as one people. He determined, therefore, to lead them to 
the land where he had been received as a friend upon his 
flight from Egypt, and where he had heard the call of God 
fo return to Egypt. These were the Kenites, in the wilder
ness of Paran." ... Then, after treating of the building 
of Vbe tabernacle and the law-giving at Sinai, the narrative 
continues on page 33: "For many yeal1s, the Israelites re
mained at Kadesh-Barnea, during which time their union 
was madle strong and lasting. They were getting ready for 
the next step, that of having a land for themselves." Then 
follows 'the history of the spies, Num. 13. 
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The representation we have here is this: Israel had to 
stay in the desert many years, becaus Moses deemed tbis 
advisable in view of the fact that t'he people were not yet 
suffici~ntly trained for warfare. Moses thought it best 
tha t fhey Ishould dwell in tbe desert for many years among 
the friendly Renites, in order that they might ohtain the 
necessary training. The time referred to is not merely the 
time which it took to journey from Egypt to Radesh
Barnea, but also many years sperrt at Radesh-Barnea in 
preparation for the adlvance on Canaan. There was a long 
period, therefore, in which Israel had to get ready for the 
attack. This is an unbiblical representation. 

The cihildren of h;.rael left Rameses on the 15th day of 
the first month, Num. 33:3. Just a month later they were 
in the wildernesss of Sin, Ex. 16:1. In the third month 
they entered the wilderness of Sinai, Ex. 19:1, and were 
still there on the 14th day of the first month of the second 
year, Num. 1:1; 9:5. On the 20th day of the second month 
they again took up the journey, Num. 10:11, and a three
days' journey took them to Ribroth-hattaavah; Num. 10:33 
(cf. vs. 34). Apparently t'hey staid there at leas,t a month, 
Num. 11 :21. From there they traveled to Hazeroth and 
abode there at least seven days, Num. 12:14. Then they 
came to Radesh'Barnea in the wilderness of Paran, where 
God commanded Moses to send out the spies. After forty 
days these brought their "eport, Num. 13:24. Then Jehovah 
wanted them to take the land. There is not a word about a 
stay of many years at Rad~sh-Barnea to prepare for the 
attack. The spies were sent out ahout the time of the first 
ripe grapes, that is, about the latter part of l'he fifth month 
of the second year. It was about a year and a half after 
they left Egypt that the the people .were 'enjoined to take 
the land. When they refused, the Lord said: "After the 
number of l'he days in which ye spied out the land, even 
forty days, for every day a year, shall ye bear your iniqui
ties, even forty years, and ye shall know my alienation." 
Jehovah considered the people readly to take the land one 
year and a half after they left Egypt, but the people did 
not consider themselves able to take the land and therefore 
refused, and because they refu8,ed to go forward in faith, 
they had to wander in the desert for forty years. ·Conscious 
of the wrath of Godl, they then made a belated attempt to 

'lake the land, - failed, not because they lacked military 
experience - of which not a word is said inihe whole 
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narrative, - but for lack of faith, Heb. 3:16-19. The whole 
idea of many years of preparation before 1!he attempt at 
Kadesh-Barnea is absolutely excluded by the narrative. 
Moreover, there is no proof that Mos'es considered it neces
sary that the people should dwell among the friendly tribe 
of the Kenites, in .order to obtain mill!~ry training. It is 
possible that they {liwelt at Kadesh for a while, but then 
th[s was after, and not before, their refusal to go forth in 
faith and their abortive attempt to take the land. The nar
,rative places no emphasis on the necessity of military train
ing, but rather on the necessity of learning to trust Jehovah, 
to obey His voice, and to go forward in faith. The passages 
which Dr. We2leman quotes from varions Reformed au~hors 
in the Orange Book, p. 68 ff., are not pertinent. Some of 
them speak of the unfitness of the people to meet the 
Philistines the moment they left Egypt, Ex.' 13:17, 18, but 
this refers to a different matter, and the reason for the un
fitness of the people lay particularly in the fact that they 
had not learn to trust Jehovah implicitly, did not yet have 
the courage of faith. 

Addenda V,l. 
The Committee also calls attention to some statements 

that are reprehensible from the Reformedl point of view 
while they fit in with Modernism. 

The first of these is found in Life and.Teachings. of J esns, 
Unit II, Project VI, p. 19 (Second Edition): "Although 
He (Jesus) went through an ordinary educational process, 
growing in mind and body, like every other Jewish boy, 
nevertheless because of the divine element in His nature, 
because of what He was, ther was intellectual understand
ing, insight, analysis, which would be beyond the capacity 
of any other." Here Dr. vVezeman dbes not state which 
nature of .Tesus is meant, but from the connection and 
from the statement itself it is safe to conclude that he re
fers to the human nature of Christ. We are therefore led 
to think of a divine element in the human nature of Christ, 
aud are at a loss as to how we must conceive of this. As 
the statement of a modern liberal who stresses the imma
nance of God to the point of Pantheism it would be per
fectly clear, but not so as the statement. of a Reformed 
theologian. We cannot very wellspeak of the divine nature 
of Ohrist.as the divine element in his human nature. There' 
is no mingling or fusion of the natures of Christ. The ex-
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pression is typically Modlernistic for two reasons: (1) in 
that it speaks of the nature of Chris>! without any qualifi
cation, as if there were but one nature in Him, and this is 
exactly what !!he Modernist believes; and (2) in that it 
sl?eaks of a divine element in that one nature. The ModL 

ernist refuses to acknowledge the deity of Christ, but is 
perfectly willing to admit that there is a divine element in 
Chris,t, as there is in every man, more prominen:t in Christ, 
however, than in others. Dr. Wezeman defends the expres
sion in the Orange Book, p. 100, and repeated this defense 
in the interrogation, by saying that the davine element in 
Jesus' human nature was the Holy Spirit, which He re
ceived without measure; and seeks to substantiate this idea 
with a quotation from Sillevis Smit. But this author does 
not speak of the HolY' Spirit as the divine element in Jesus' 
human nature for the very simple reason that the Holy 
Spirit is not an element in Jesus' human nature at all, but 

" a separate person, distinct not only from the human: nature 
but also from the person of Jesus, who descended upon the 
Mediator at His baptism. 

Addenda V, 2. 
On page 90 of The Life and Teachings of Jesus we read: 

"What does the cross reveal? 
1." Divine love in all its sacrificial tendernffis and grace. 
2. Sin laid bare in all its loathsomeness. Add many 

others," 
Tbe committee does not object to what is said here, but 

regrets that the author has seen fit to say no more on this 
important point than the Modernist is also willing to say, 
and!!Jat in a day when the denial of the punitive justice of 
God, of the wratb of God against sin, and of Chris,t's bear
ing this wrath vicariol]sly, goes bandi in hand with a one
sided emphasis on the love of God. The answer of Dr. 
Wezeman omits exactly that element in which the doctrine 
of the penal substitutionary atonement, held by the Re
formed Churches, differs from every other theory of the 
atonement, and particularly from that which is popular 
among Vhe Modernists. It is in the foreground in our Con
fess';on, Art. XX: "God therefore manifested His justice 
against His Son when He laid our iniquities upon Him, and 
poured forth His mercy and! goodness on us, who were 
guilty and worthy of damhation, out of mere and perfect 
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love, giving His Son unto death for us." The same is true 
of the Heidelherg Catechism as may be seen from the 
following: . 

Qu".tion 37: "What does it mean that He suffered? 
Answer: That all the time He lived on earth, but espe

cially at the end of His life, be bore, in body and soul, the 
wrath of God against the sin of the whole human race, in 
order that b)'1 His passion, as the only atoning sacrifice, He 
might redeem our body and soul from everlasting dam
nation and obtain for us the grace of God, righteollsness, 
and eternal life." 

Question 39: "Is !'bere anything more in His having been 
crucified than if He had died some other death? 

Answer: Yes, since thereby I am assured that He took on 
Himself the curse which lay upon me; for the death of the 
cross was accursed of God." 

Question 40: "Why was it necessary for Christ to humble 
Himself even unto death? 

Answer: "Because, by reason of the justice and truth of 
God, satisfaction fGr our sins could be made nG otherwise 
than by the death of the Son of God." Cf. als,o the Canons 
,of Dort, II, Articles 1 and 2. Surely, the virile doctrine of 
our Confessional Standards is quited'ifferent from the 
emasculated doctrine reproduced in the answer of· Dr. 
Wezeman, which omits the main element, while the time 
in which we live calls for special emphas,is ,on it. 

Does the Committee thereb)'1 say that Dr. Wezeman· does 
not believe in the penal substitutionary doctrine of the 
atonement, or even that he dGes not teach it anywhere in 
the Notes? No, it does not; it merely says that !'be answer 
given to the question, -"What ,does the cross reveal?" is 
radically defective from a Reformed point of view. The 
missing element is indicated in the connection. It is im
plied in the statement: "The condemnation of the sinner 
had been removed by the perfect sacrifice of Jesus." It is 
also suggested in the question: "Was, Jesus experiencing 
God's righteous condemnation of sin at this time?" But, 
,of course, this is only a question. We do fail to find in the 
connection any explicit and clear-cut statement of the fact 
in question. 

Addenda V, 3. 
In the Life and Letters of Paul, p. 28, we find the follow

ing in cGnnectiGn with Peter'" imprisonment: "'Kept in 
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prison; but prayer was made.' These were the two sides of 
this case, a contlict of prisQn against pray;er, of stone and 
iron against spirit, of man against God. Can there be doubt 
in such a case as to the outcome? Prayer is, power; it bar
monizes our hearts, energizes our personality, bears us on 
to victory." 

Dr. Wezeman sees here a contlict between prayer and 
natural forces.. In such a conflict there can be no doubt as 
to the outcome. Why not? Because prayer is power. TIns 
is true because it arouses into action the supreme power of 
God in behalf of His people, and has both obj edive and 
subjective results. In James 5 :16 we read: "The suppli
cation of a righteous man availeth much in Hs,working." 
And the author cites the example of Elijah, who prayed 
successively for dtrought and rain, and was heard in bQth 
cases. There was a direct operation of God securing objec
tive results. So there was in the case of Peter's deliverance. 
One would naturally expect that Dr. Wezeman, if he wanted 
to mention the results of prayJer here would make mention 
of the miraculous opening of the prison doors. Instead, he 
makes mention only of certain sUbjective effects of prayer, 
whicJh strengthen man and enable him to do things. Why 
this uncalled-for turnling to the sUbjective e!fects of prayer? 
This fits in with Modernism, which denies, that prayer 
arouses Ithe direct action of God to bring about obfective 
results. This is expressed in typical fashion by Gilkey who, 
after denying the objective results of prayer in the outer 
world, illnstrates what prayer does by the case of a man 
who was mentally and emotionally unbalanced. Prayer 
brought uew ideas into the focus of his thought. Follow
ing this he says: "Through these new ideas it released his 
own res~s of surplus power. This is the answer to 
prayer - a cJbange within the life of the man who prays .. 
This is the thing to praY' for - a renewal of one's own inner 
life. Around this theory the New Protestantism is now 
building a convincing account of prayer and a permanently 
helpful technique of praying." What Can We Believe, 
p.72. 

Addenda V, 4. 
In the same connection we read: "In his passage from 

prisou to liberty Peter passed through two gates that are 
typical of gates that stand across every human path. One 
was an iron gate which he could not open, which was 



--104-

opened for him b)" a supernatural hand .. This is, the gate of 
divine sovereigrnty which only God can open for us. It 
represents those things that are entirely heyond our control, 
such as ourbirth ard hereditary constitution, God's justify
ing, regenerating, and calling power and grace. The other 
was a wooden gate at' the home of Mary which Peter could 
have some part in opening as he knocked. This is, the other 
gate, the gate of human action which we must open for our
selves; such as conversion, education, service." 

This passage speaks of conversion alongside of education 
and Iservice as the work of man. Dr. Wezeman defends this 
statement hy pointing to the fact 1hat there is also a hu
man element in (lonversion\ hut this does not justify the 
statement as it stands. Conversion is certainly primarily 
the work of God. It is only when God works conversion in 
man, that he can turn to God in true repentance. Not a 
word] is said ahout the work of God in conversion, and 
man's utter dependenlce on it. 

The statement as it stands even ,s,eems to exclude the idea 
that 'it is :the work of God. We are aware of the fact that 
there is a far hetter representation of conversion elsewhere 
in the Notes. It is simply another case of the dualism 
which repeatedlY appe .. rs in the Notes,. 

Addenda VII, 6. 
The question has heen raised, whether the higher criTical 

method of interpreting the Bihle is in any way characteris
tic of Mo,diernism. The contention of your Committee is 
that it is, and thaJt this would seem to he perfectly evident 
to anyone who has any knowledge of Modernism. But in 
order to leave no douht on this point, it would call a tten tion 
to a few quotaJtions. 

Shailer Mathews, formerly Dean of the Divinity School 
of the Chicago University, a well known Modernist, says in 
his work on The Faith of Modernism: "Modernists are 
Christians who adopt the method of historical and literary 
science (,s[mply anolther name for 'the method of higher 
criticism'). From some points of view thus, although not 
the most fundllmental, is the;,r most ohvious characteristic," 
p. 31. The striking thing is that he links; up Modernism 
and higher criticism in his, definition of the former, and 
clearly regards the two as inseparahle. He even speaks of 
higher criticism as the most obvious chanacleristic of 
Modernism. It is so ohvious that everyone ought to see 
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it at once . . . On page 37 of the same book he says: 
"Deep within ,the Modernist movement is a method of 
appreciating and nsing the Bible." On reading these words 
one feels that Modernism wonld not be what it is, if it were 
not for its application of historical and literary criticism 
to Vhe Bible ... Ji'nrther on (p. 42) he speaks of the fruits 
of this higher critical study of the Bible as follows: "Nor 
is such inves,tigation frnitless. Prnctically the same results 
have been reached by independent scholars. True, details 
of their findings vary, bnt there is practical unanimity in 
the belief that the Pentateuch and many other Old Testa
ment writings are combinations of much older material; 
that the biblical. material has been subjected to successive 
editings; that many Old Testament Writings are centuries 
younger than the events which they !record; and that several 
New Testament books did not spring from aposltolic sources 
in the sense that the}1 were written by the apos.tles them
selves." ... Then he says on page 44: "The Modernist hav
ing adopted a method approved! in all similar s,tudies, finds 
in ,the Bible the product and the record of a religion, and 
this religion he not only traces through the biblical period, 
but can project into his own day and the day of his chil
dren." Notice here particularly the fact that the Modernist 
finds in the Bible the product aud the record of a religion 
ra ther than the product and the record of a revela,tion. 
Revelation is not basic for religion, but emerges out of the 
religious life ... Further on he says: "If it should appear 
that certain stories of fhe Bible were legend rather than 
sober history, this would simply mean that the past ex
pressed its religious attitude and conviction by the use of 
the legend." As a matter of ract in the faith of the Mod
ernist many stories of the Bible are simply ,regarded as 
myths and legends. 

The same Modernist author savs in his work on The 
Growth of the Idea of God: "What we really have in He
brew history is a slow development of monotheism dne to 
the gro'wing expos]tion of a tribal faith by religious teachers 
known as prophets, and the organization of a religious cult 
which grew lesls polytheistic as the nation was centralized 
around a king in his capital. But that the Hebrew people 
as such had an original, monotheistic belief is forbidden by 
the study of the Hebrew r'eligion itself . . . The Hebrew 
people gave up their ,worship of other Gods than Jahweh 
reluctantly. Surrounded as they were by polytheists, when-
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ever their central awt!hority permitted, they reverted to an 
original or imitative polytheism, sometimes, we might al
most say, enthnsiastically," p. 46. nUl page 48 he says: 
"Jahweh was said to have appeared to Moses in the wilder
ness and to have dislClosed his name, a very essential mat
ter, becanse the knowledge of his name gave the worsbipper 
a control over his god. Apparently the story is either to 
show that the tribe of Hebrews had had their own god, 
whose name they didj not know, or that they took over the 
god of some other tribe, perhaps the Kenites." Like all 
Modernist's he, too, calls attention to the fact that the eighth 
century prophets fostered another conception of Jahweh 
In Amos a man arose "who could set forth conceptions of 
his god in words so noble as to be used by present-day 
monotheists," p. 58. 

Fosdick in his Mode-rn Use of the Bible, p. 13, speaks 
of the development of morality among the early Hebrews, 
and then says: "This, of course, was associated with the 
geographical limitations of Jehovah himself. As the early 
writings of the Old· Testament clearly reveal, Jehovah, at 
first one among many godrs, dwelt with his, own special 
people and exercised no jurisdiction beyond their bonn
daries. So long, then, as religious imagination conceived 
of God as limited in his interest and power by the territory 
of his people, the sense of moral·obligation could have no 
wider range. Men who cannot think of their God as caring 
for olher peoples will not themselves care for them." 

\Ve do not deem it necessary to give more quotations. 
Anyone who is at all acquainted with the writings of Mod
ernisfs has therein met with this conception of the develop
ment of hrael's religion time and! again. In fact, they 
regard this as the only scientific view of the origin of the 
Hebrew religion. 

Wishing yon God's blessings and the guidance of the 
Holy Spirit in all of your labors to the praise of our God, 
we remain, . 

Respectfully yours, 
(Was Signed) 
REV. MARTIN MONSMA, Pres. 
REV. A. WASSINK, Vice Pres. 
REV. EDWARD B. PEKELDER, SeC'!l. 
PROFESSOR L. BERKHOF. 
REV. JOHN EHLERS. 
REV. W. RUTGERS, TH. D. 
PROFESSOR M. J. WYNGAARDEN, PH.D. 
ELDER WM. BIERMA. 



REPORT XI. 

RFPORT ON THE WEZEMAN CASE 
By Classis Ostfriesland 

To the Synod of 1937: 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

The Synod of 1936 adopted the following resolutions: 
"Whereas Synod has taken note of an overture of Roseland IV re

specting the teachings of the Rev. F. H. Wezeman, a minister of the 
Christian Reformed Church of Grundy Center, Iowa; and 

"Whereas Synod in connection with this overture has read and con
sidered a Report of a Committee, submitted to and in its conclusions 
adopted by Classis Illinois, reviewing some ,0£ the Rev. 'F. H. Weze
man's teachings j and 

"Whereas Synod has also taken note of certain' statements made in 
,a recent pUblication of the Board of the Chicago Christian High 
School, known as 'The Truth About the Chicago. Situation,' to. which 
statements the Rev. F. H. Wezeman has subscribed, 

"Synod declares that the Rev. F. H. Wezeman has given 'sufficient 
grounds of suspicion' to require of him 'a further explanation of his 
sentiments' respecting some points of doctrine (cf. Form of Sub
scription) ; 

"And 
"Wh~reas the Rev. F. H. Wezeman by affixing his n~me to the Form 

-of Subscription has promised not only that he will diligently teach and 
faithfully defend the doctrine contained in the Standards of the Chris
tian Reformed Church, without either directly or indirectly contra
dicting the same by his public teaching or writing, but also that ,if at 
.any time the Consistory, Glassis, or Synod, upon sufficient grounds of 
suspicion and to preserve the uniformity and purity of doctrine, may 
deem it proper to require of him a further explanation of his senti
ments respecting any particular article of these Standards, he will 
.always be willing and ready to comply with such a requisition; and, 

"Whereas in th.e words just quoted, Synod as well as the Consis
tory and the Classis, has the right and duty to require of any of the 
ministers a further explanation of his sentiments respecting any par
ticular article of these Standards, in case there is sufficient ground of 
,suspicion, 

"Synod resolves that, to preserve the uniformity and purity of doc
trine, it r.equire of the Rev. F. H. Wezeman that he give a further 
.explanation of his sentiments; and, 

"Synod further resolves to appoint a Committee to present this 
matter to Classis Ostfriesland, to assist it in interrogating the Rev. 
F. H. Wezeman, and to advise it as to final decision in this case. 

"Adopted. 
"The officers of Synod appoint the following Gommittee: The Rev. 

'M. Monsma, the Rev. E. B. Pekelder, the Rev. J. Ehlers, the Rev. A. 
Wassink, Dr. W. H. Rutgers, Elder A. Peters, Elder W. Bierma, Prof. 
L. Berkhof, and Dr. M. J. Wyngaarden," (Cf. Acts 1936, Art. 187.) 
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Classis Ostfriesland can report that a final decision ill the 
Wezeman Case waS' reached at its regular session held on 
March 16-18,1937, after this' matter had formed the major 
part of the work of the Classis at three consecutive sessions. 
It was first dealt with in a preliminary way at the regular 
fall session held on September 22-25, 1936, continued at the 
adjourned session held Novemher 17-20, 1936, and con
cluded at the regular spring session above referred to. 

This report will consist of a resume of the treatment of 
the Wezeman Case at these three meetings. By reporting 
in this fashion Synod will be informed more fully as to' the 
procedure as well as to' the various and interrelated steps 
which led to the final decision. 

This resume will also serve as a report regarding the 
present ministerial Status of Dr. F.- H. Wezeman in regard 
to which matter the Synod of 1934 advised Classis (cf. Acts 
1934, Art. 24), which advice was accepted by Classis and 
is being followed as was reported by tbe delegates of Class;s 
Ostftiesland to the Synod of 1936, (cf. Acts 1936, Art. 
159). 

From this resume it will appear that the matter of the
Ministerial Status of Dr. Wezeman has now also become 
an integral factor in the Wezeman Case. 

REGULAR FALL SESSION, September 22-25, 1936 
The Wezeman Case was presented to Classis by the Synodical Com

mittee at the first session and subsequently taken up intermittently.at 
most of the following sessions.- It was given precedence over other 
matters in as far as possible. 

The following members of the Synodical Committee, the Rev. M. 
Monsma, the Rev. E. B. Pekelder, the Rev. J. Ehlers, the Rev. A .. 
Wassink, Dr. W. H. Rutgers, Elder W. Bierma, Prof. L. Berkhof, 
and Dr. M. J. Wyngaarden were present, heartily welcomed and given 
the privilege of the floor. The same welc'ome and privilege was also
extended to Dr. F. H. Wezeman. 

The consistory of the Fourth Christian Reformed Church of Chi
cago informed Classis by letter that the Dr. F. H. Wezeman had 
preached in their church every Sunday for over a year, and testified 
that the sermons which he preached were of a thoroughly Reformed 
character. In this letter the consistory also requested that Elder 
George Ottenhoff of said church might be given the privilege of the 
floor during the consideration of the Wezeman case. Glassis received 
the letter as information and granted the request of ,the consistory 
giving Elder Ottenhoff the privilege of the floor. 

The preliminary report of the Synodical Committee, in which it 
requested that Classis receive the committee according to the terms 
9f its mandate from Synod, and in which it presented the material for 
the proposed interrogation. and the recommendation that Glassis sum
mon Dr. F. H. Wezeman, was received as iriformation. 
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Immediately after receiving this report Classis was confronted with 
the problem of the ministerial status of Dr. Wezeman. According to 
a previous classical decision in this matter his ministerial status 
would be terminated at this meeting of Classis, unless he conformed 
to the advice of Synod 1934; 

Dr. Wezeman requested Classis to continue his ministerial status 
until the spring session of Classis, informing Classis that he had re
Gently received a call letter from the Fourth Christian Reformed 
Church of Chicago. '; This call letter, -however, contained the remark 
by the moderator, that, although he had signed it as a member of the 
eonsistory of this church, he did not feel able to sign it as moderator 
of this church 'in view of the impending interrogation called for by 
the synodical decision. 

After considerable discussion and exchange of opinion Classis finally 
decided to again extend the time for the termination of the ministerial 
status of Dr. F. H. Wezeman until the spring session of Glassis. This 
decision was motivated by two reasons; it made possible the desil'e of 
Synod to interrogate Dr. Wezeman; and it met the request of Dr. 
Wezeman, for time to legalize his present call from the Fourth Church 
.of Ghicago. 

Acting in conformity with the preliminary report of the Synodical 
'Committee!., Classis next decided ,to interrogate Dr. F. H. Wezeman as 
called for oy the Acts of Synod 1936, Art. 187; and on the grounds 
there advanced. 

Upon recommendation of the Synodical Committee, Classis then 
summoned Dr. Wezeman to submit to the interrogation. Dr. Weze
man informed Classis that,_ although he felt quite dissatisfied with 
the procedure of his case in the past and also felt constrained to 
object to the presence of one member of the Synodical Commitee who 
had signed the Blue Book, he nevertheless welcomed the opportunity 
afforded by the present interrogation to give a further expression of 
his sentiments, and sincerely hoped that the cloud of suspicion might 
be lifted. 

The inte'Hogation in the main consisted in giving Dr. Wezeman 
the opportunity to express his stand on those Reformed doctrines re
garding which Synod declared he had given sufficient grounds, of sus
picion and in harmonizing certain passages in his Bible notes with 
Reformed doctrine. Classis appointed the Rev. K. Tebben, Rev. A. 
Koning, Dr. J. De Korne, and Rev. J. M. Voortman to lead in the in
terrogation; while the Synodical Committee appointed the Dr. M. J. 
Wyngaarden and Prof. L. Berkhof for this purpose. After these had 
finished, the other delegates of the Synodical Committee and of Classis 
were given the opportunity for further interrogation. The interro
gation was brought to a close at the' Thursday afternoon session. 

With the completion of- the interrogation Classis awaited the advice 
-of the Synodical Committee which was submitted at the Friday morn
ing session in the following report: HThe Synodical Committee ap
pointed by Synod (to assist it in interrogating the Rev. F. H. We7.e
man, and to advise it as to final decision in this case' reports the 
following: 

1. We regret to state that it is impossible from the nature of the 
case at this meeting of Classis to give our advice. Ground: We have 
insufficient time at our disposal to weigh the evidence in the light of 
the interrogation and formulate our opinion in desirable detail. 
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2. The Synodical Committee further recommends an adjourned 
meeting of Classis Ostfriesland during the week of November 8." 

In the course of the deliberation of this report it soon became ap
parent that a number of difficulties and questions presented them
selves especially in view of the fact. that the Synodical Committee was 
not ready to advise as to a final decision. Classis therefore appointed 
a committee to advise as to these matters and also as to procedure 
under these circumstances. . 

The advice of this committee was presented E;riday noon. It was 
considered seriatim with classical action as indicated. The committee 
reported as follows: 

1. In view of questions that have been raised as to the material 
present at Classis the cemmittee recemmends that Classis declare that 
all the Bible study netes written by Dr. Wezeman fer the Chicago. 
Ch1'istian High Scheel were available for reference, Adepted, 

2. Regarding the adjem'ned meeting ef Classis prepesed by the 
Synedical Cemmittee the committee points to. the following difficulties: 

A. It would be better to. cenclude this matter at this sessien of 
Classis. 

1. Because of the nature of the case. The interregation will not 
be clear before eur minds a menth from new. Received as infermation. 

2. An adjeurned session would involve: extra expense; difficulty of 
getting elders and ethers invelved at this meeting because of the press 
of werk at the time suggested by the Synedical Committee. 'Received 
as infermatien. 

B. The cemmittee does realize the difficulty of the Synodical Cem
mittee in presenting its complete advice at this time. Even if the 
Synodical Cemmittee -were able to present its advice at this time the 
Classis might find it very difficult to be able to. digest that adyice 
witheut an adjournment 0.1' a recess. Received as infermation. 

C. To av:oid the difficulties the cemmittee suggests one of the fol
lewing two plans: 

1. To. continue in session, with a recess over Sunday, until we have 
reached seme.decision :in. this case. Over against this difficulty, which 
is obvieus, that then beth Synodical Committee and Classis would 
have to, wOl'k rather rapidly, is the equally ebvieus fact that eur minds 
are fresh in this interregation now. 

2. To. adjourn to a cenvenient time with the request that the Synod
ical Committee furnish, at least two weeks before the Classis meets, 
written copies ef its advice to the delegates of Classis and to. Dr. 
Wezeman. The committee advises that this advice of the Synodical 
Cemmittee be kept eut of the papers. 

In view of the statement made by the members of the Synedical 
Committee, that they could not possibly continue in session as sug
gested by plan ene of this repert, Classis decided to adept plan two. 

S. In order that QUI' Classical file may have the necessary records 
of this interrogatien the cemmittee recommends that the following 
material be placed in the hands of the stated clerk of this Classis: 

a. A complete set of netes referred to in peint one of this report. 
Approved. 

b. The questions asked at the interrogation by the interrogators' 
appointed by Classis and by the interrogators appointed by the Synod
ical Committee; or, in lieu of the questions, the substance of the ma
terial presented. Approved. 
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In consultation with the Synodical Committee Classis decided to 
hold the adjourned meeting at the First Wellsburg church on Novem
ber 17, 1936, at 9 a. m. Since this will be an adjourned meeting it' 
was decided that the constituency will be the same as at this present 
meeting. 

, Classis decided to request the Board of Publication to refrain from 
publishing any discussion regarding the Dr. Wezeman case in the 
church papers until after the final decision of Classis Ostfriesland, 
which it is hoped will be reached at the adjourned session. 

THE ADJOURNED SESSION, November 17-20, 1936 
The constituency of this adjourned session was the same as that of 

the regular fall session including the presence of the members of the 
Synodical Committee and Dr. F. H. Wezeman. 

At the beginning of the session the Synodical Committee submitted 
its advice to Classis in a 12-page report, copies of which had been 

. sent to the consistories and Dr. Wezeman prior to this meeting of 
Classis j and the conclusions and final advice of which the Synodical 
Committee chose to publish in The Banner, January 22, 1937, p. 92, 
while the case was still pending and without the knowledge and advice 
of Classis. 

The main part of the report consisted of e:xcerpts taken' from the 
Old Bible Notes of Dr. Wezeman, which the Synodical Committee con
sidered to be manifestations of un-biblical and un-Reformed views with 
regard to' various points of Reformed Doctrine, namely: Revelationt 

Progress of Revelation, Inspiration of the Organs of Revelation, etc., 
also excerpts which in the opiniol1 of the Synodical Committee differed 
from the Scriptural presentation, According to the view of the Synod
ical Committee these excerpts were not to be considered exhaustive 
but rather representative, and sufficient to warrant the conclusions of 
its report and its final advice. 

After the re'port had been' read and received as information Classis 
adopted the following method of procedure: 

I. In view of the fact that Classis was under the impression (cf. 
Art. 47 of Minutes of 82nd session) that "the interrogation in the 
main consists in giving Dr. Wezeman the opportunity to express his 
stand on those Reformed doctrines regarding which Synod declared 

. he' had given sufficient grounds of suspicion and in harmonizing of 
certain passages in his Bible notes with Reformed doctrine," Classis 
feels prompted to declare that Dr. F. H. Wezeman has satisfactorily 
stated and affirmed his Reformed position on those points of doctrine 
regarding which he was asked to express himself in the interrogation 
held on September 23, 24, 1936; which interrogation was held in com

. pliance with the decision of Synod'1936, Art. 187, namely, that Dr. 
F. H. Wezema:n, give "a further explanation of his sentiments" respect;.. 
ing some points of doctrine (cf. Form of Subscription) ; however, in 
regard to the harmonizing of his expressed Reformed· position with 
his Bible notes, Classis decides to consider this matter in the light 
of the Report of the Synodical Committee. 

II. We recommend that the Synodical Committee be asked to state 
whether their report contains all the objectionable material which 
they find in the Bible notes of Dr. Wezeman. 

III. In case the Classis is not satisfied with the declarations on 
point of doctrine made at the interrogation, your committee ·recom-
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mends that Classis then, proceed to a consideration of those points of 
doctrine on which his answers were unsatisfactory. 

IV. Your committee recommends that Classis proceed as follows in 
the consideration of the report of the Synodical Committee: first take 
up III, IV, V, and VI; then the Conclusions in 'connection with I and 
II; then the Advice. There should be ample opportunity during these 
deliberations for -members of Classis, members of the Synodical Com
mittee, and Dr. Wezeman to express themselves on each point. 

V. We further recommend that there be no official decisions 
reached on these points of the Synodical Committee's report until 
Classis has appointed a committee to serve it with a well-formulated 
advice on the entire report, and has heard the advice of the committee. 

In the following statement, which was received as information, the 
Synodical Committee presented its objections to Point I of the 
adopted method of procedure: 

"The Synodical Committee hereby voices its disapproval concerning 
the separate -vote taken by the Classis yesterday on Rev. Wezeman's 
answers to his position on some doctrinal questions in the abstract.· 
The decision of Classis to take this vote would presuppose the fact 
that Classis made a definite distinction between doctrinal questions 
as such, and questions concerning Dr. Wezeman's notes. This presup
position is contrary to fact. The interrogation was a unit. To make 
a distinction at this stage of the proceedings has a tendency to 
confuse the issues. Furthermore, Synod of 1936 assigned certain 
documents dealing with the notes of Dr. Wezeman to Classis and us, 
in connection with which Synod expected this doctrinal interrogation 
to take place." 

Following the method of procedure adopted by Classis the main 
part of the report of the Synodical Committee was next taken into 
consideration. At the request of the. Synodical Committee Classis 
prepared written questions on those points on which it desired further. 
elucidation. These questions were from time to time referred to the 
Synodical Committee for replies, which in turn were presented to 
Classis in written form, received as information and accepted as form
ing a supplement to the report of the Synodical Committ€;e. In the 
process of the consideration of the main report the Synodical Commit
tee informed Classis that it was willing to delete a few of the ex
cerpts which it had-included in its report, with the understanding that 
this did not alter the conclusions and final advice of its report. Dr. 
Wezeman was also requested at various times to express himself on 
certain points under consideration. He informed Classis that he had 
prepared a written defence against the entire. report, stating that 
sufficient copies were at hand ,for -distribution. At .first, however, Dr. 
Wezeman read only certain portions from his written- defence. Later 
on Classis felt the need of -aGcepting this entire document of Dr. 
Wezeman as information. Copies were distributed and also placed at 
the disposal of the Synodical COnImittee. ' 

The following two communications from the Synodical Committee' 
were received _as information: first. an expression of its attitude to-· 
ward certain excerpts taken from the written defence of Dr. Weze
man; second, its attitude toward the entire defence. 

"In regard to the testimony introduced by Dr. -Wezeman and re
ceived as information by Classis yesterday the Synodical Committee 
wishes to state that although it does not object that the Rev. F. H. 
Wezeman receive opportunity at the proper time to make certain eluci-
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dating statements in his behalf, the Synodical Committee does consider 
the introduction of this material into the case in this fashion to be 
irregular particularly because it includes new material not offered at 
the time of the interrogation." 

"Inasmuch as the interrogation proper was concluded at the Sep
tember session of Classis the committee decided not to receive this 
lengthy defense of Dr. F. H. Wezeman at this time." 

At" the request of Classis Dr. Wezeman submitted a statement defin
ing his conception of "essential differences." The, statement, which 
was received as information and placed at the disposal of the Synod-
ical Committee, was as follows: : 

"By essential difference, I mean that a change, correction, elucida
tion or elimination of a word, a sentence, or a paragraph in an entire 
course covering some 75 to 125 pages, does not necessarily change the 
methods, aims, contents, or character of that whole course, so that it 
must be considered a new and different product. A rewritten project 
20 in Old Testament I covering one page of material leaves the whole 
course essentially the same. Re-writing the last sentence in the brief 
Introd. to I Cor. leaves that whole course, which includes Introduc
tions and Analyses of 12 letters, essentially the same. In other 
words, the new Editions contain some essentially changed items, but 
the courses as such are fundamentally the same. "For instance: In 
Prof. Berkhof's New Test. Int'1'od. he neglects to mention the cross in 
the contents he gives of I Cor. In all those paKes on I Cor. the cross 
is only referred to once. If a new edition of this work should be issued 
and the material were so changed that the cross would be emphasized 
we would have an essential change in one item, but the whole book 
would still be essentially the same. 

"Certain particular items in my courses have been essentially 
changed, but the courses in their entirety are essentially the same. 

"F. H. WEZEMAN. 
"Nov. 20, 1936." 

At the last session of this adjourned meeting, after all the material 
bearing on the Wezeman Case had been received, Classis decided to 
refer aU this material to the following committee: Rev. J. Schuur
mann, Dr. J. C. De Korne, Rev. J. M, Voortman, Rev. H. J. Kuizema, 
Rev. K. Tebben, Elder B. Schreur, Rev. L. Voskuil, and Rev. D. H. 
Plesscher, for final advice in compliance with Point V of the report 
on Procedure. This committee presented the following report, which 
was adopted: 

Your committee in regard to the Wezeman Case recommends: 
I. That Classis declare it to be impossible at this session of Classis 

to reach a final decision. A final decision is, however, what is de
manded 'of us by the decision of Synod (cf. Acts of 'Synod, 1936, Art. 
187, last paragraph: "Synod further resolves to appoint a committee 
to present this matter to Classis Ostfriesland, to assist it in interro
gating the Rev. F. H. Wezeman, and to advise it as to final decision 
in this case.") To support this recommendation, attention is called 
to the following: 

A. The difficulty in coming to a final decision is increased by the 
fact that, in the opinion of Classis, the committee of Synod in its re
port failed to sufficiently recognize that part of the -interrogation 
which consisted in giving Dr. Wezeman "the opportunity to express 
his stand on those Reformed doctrines regarding which Synod declared 
he had given sufficient grounds of suspicion." 



B. The report of the committee of Synod was such that Classis 
felt the need of asking many questions. On recommendation of the 
committee 0+ Synod. these questions were given to them in writing and 
the answers of the committee of Synod were given to us in writing. 
Moreover, the written objections of Dr. Wezeman and the written 
answers of the committee of Synod to those objections must also be 
considered. This mass of material must now be digested and organ
ized, and that requires more time than is at the disposal of Classis 
at this session. ' 

n. That this committee continue to work in accordance with its 
mandate as given in Part V of the mode of procedure (cf. Minutes 
of this session pf Classis, Art. 18) and report· at the next regular 
session of Classis. 

In the meantime Classis took note of the fact that the Synodical 
Committee was no longer present.. The three remaining members de
clared that they did not act in any official capacity. One of the re
maining members, however, informed Classis that the Synodical Com
mittee had instructed him, in event Classis should fail to reach a final 
decision, to submit the following communication: 

"In case Classis should conclude that it cannot take a final decision 
in tJte matter concerning Dr. F. H. Wezeman at this time, the Synod
ical Committee reminds Classis of. the fact that then suspension is 
most certainly in order. Grounds: 

1. The fact that the Synod placed him under suspicion; 
2. The Synodical Committee in' its report judges that the brother 

has taught false doctrine 
3. The case is still pending." 
Classis'decided to receive this communication as information and, 

under the existing circumstances, to refer it to the committee just 
-appointed for final advice. 

This adjourned meeting was brought to a close with prayer for 
God's blessing and guidance for the future, on Friday evening after 
the dassical committee had been instructed to' arrange for the time 
and the place _for the next meeting. 

THE REGULAR SESSION, March 16-18, 1937 
At this meeting precedence was given, in as far as possible, to the 

consideration of the report of the Classical Advisory Committee for 
the Wezeman case. 

Dr. F. H. Wezeman was present, cordially welcomed and given the 
privilege of the floor. At the request of the consistory of the Fourth 
Christian Reformed church of Chicago the privilege of the floor was 
also given to Mr. Andrew De Boer. 

The following letter from the Synodical Committee addressed to 
Classis was read at the opening session: 

Esteemed Brethren: 
"The Committee appointed by Synod in regard to the Rev,. F. H. 

Wezeman's case, cf. Acts of Synod 1936, Art. 187, appointed Ito pre
sent the matter to your Classis, to assist you in interrogating the 
Rev. F. H. Wezeman, and to advise it as to final decison in this case,' 
having on two different occasions met with your Classis, 'desires at 
this time to inform you -
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"that we feel that- we_-have finished the work which Synod placed 
upon our shouldeis· in its mandate to the committee, and having com
plied with Synod's charge we do not deem it necessary to be present 
at the next session of your Classis. 

"However, if Classis feels that it needs our aid in the final dispo
-sition of this matter, your Committee, appointed by Synod to assist 
and advise your Classis will put forth every effort to meet with you 
as soon as possible after Classis has notified our president, the Rev. 
M. Monsma, by phone or telegram, that our presence and advice are 
needed. 

"Wishing you God's choicest blessings, we remain, 
"Fraternally in Christ, 

"The Committee." 

This letter was received as information and referred to a committee 
for advice, with the result that Classis decided as follows: 

Classis does not feel the need of the presence of the Synodical Com
mittee at present. Reasons: 

1. The Synodical Committee has already given its advice as to 
final disposition, publishing the same in The Banner without the 
advice of Classis' regarding the advisabUty of so doing. 

2. No further elucidation of their position could be profitable at 
present in view of the finality of their position referred to above; 

3. The Synodical Committee itself writes: "We feel that' we have 
finished the work which Synod placed upon our shoulders ~n its, 
mandate to the committee, and having complied with Synod'& 
charge we do -not deem it necessary to be present at the next 
session of your Classis." 

Classis next proceeded to the consideration of the report submitted 
by the Classical Advisory Committee for the Wezeman Case, copies 
of which had been sent to the consistories, the members of the Synod
ical Committee and Dr. F. H. Wezeman, prior to this meeting of 
Classis. The report, consisting of three parts, was approved as 
follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

A. OUR MANDATE. Your committee received its mandate from 
the decision which Classis reached early during the adjourned session 
of November 17-20, 1936. Point V of a report adopted by Classis 
reads: 

"V. We further recommend that there be no official decisions 
reached on these points of the Synodical CQm1p.ittee report until Clas
sis has appointed a committee to 'serve it with a well-formulated 
advice on the entire report, and has heard the advice of the com
mittee." 

Towards the close of that adjourned session of Classis, the present 
committee presented a preliminary report, on the basis of which 
Classis decided that it was impossible to reach a final decision at 
this session of Glassis, 

"That this committee of Classis continue to work in accordance with 
its mandate as given in Point V of the Mode of Pro'cedure, and report 
at the next regular session of Classis." 

In order to enable this committee to draw up its advice, Classis re
ferred to this committee all- the documents bearing on this ca~e. 
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B. HOW ARE WE, FROM A FORMAL POINT OF VIEW, TO 
LOOK UPON DR. WEZEMAN? 

In the judgment of your committee, we must consider him as 
1. A minister who has been placed under suspicion. It is because 

Synod declared that he Hhas given sufficient grounds of suspicion to 
require of him a further explanation of his sentiments regarding some 
points of doctrine," that Classis Ostfriesland was asked to conduct 
the Interrogation. 

2. A minister who, though he has been criticized over a period of 
years, has never before been sumoned by any ecclesiastical body to ex-
plain his position. -

3. A minister who must be considered innocent until he is proved 
guilty. We proceed on. the principle that any man must be considered 
innocent until he is proved guilty. This principle is reflected in our 
comments on those portions of the Notes to which the Synodical Com
mittee has directed our attention, and is also reflected in our conclu
sions. We believe a brother under suspicion is entitled to the best 
interpretation that can be given to his words. 

4. A minister who must be judged in the light of the entire Inter
rogation. In view of his public declarations at the Classis regarding 
his desire to be active and useful in promoting Reformed truth 
through Christian education, and in view of his open-hearted declara
tions that he has profited by the" criticisms, even by that of his se
verest critics, we sincerely hope that our method of treatment may 
lead to the saving of the man and to an acceptable solution of the 
Chicago situation. We wish to save the man if possible, but not at 
the cost of sacrificing a single principle of our distinctive Reformed 
position. 

C. AN EXPLAN'ATION OF THE FORMAL SIDE G-F OUR 
TREATMENT OF THE REPORT OF THE SYNODICAL COM
MITTEE. We have given very careful consideration to the entire 
report of the Synodical Committee; first to its detailed treatment of 
individual passages, then to its general conclusions. We have consid
ered every detail of the particulars given in III to VI, and we have 
done so in the order in which the Synodical Committee gave them. 
Since the Synodical Committee's general conclusions in II and VII 
are based on its particular conclusions, and we have differed so often 
from those particular conclusions, we have not considered it feasible 
to follow the Synodical Committee's order in coming to our own gen
eral conclusions and final advice. 

D. ADVICE IN REGARD TO THE COMMUNICATION SUB
MITTED BY THE SYNODICAL COMMITTEE AT THE CLOSE 
OF THE ADJOURNED SESSION. In answer to this communica
tion, we advise Classis to declare: 

1. .Classis took no action on this since the procedure of the Interro
gation was not yet completed. 

2. Even the Synodical Committee did not say that Dr. Wezeman 
was teaching false· doctrine now; they only said, "he has taught false 
doctrine." Over against that, Classis had already declared "that Dr. 
F. H;. Wezeman has satisfactorily stated and affirmed his Reformed 
position on those points of doctrine regarding which he was asked 
to express himself." 

3. Synod did not advise suspension while the case was pending. 
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II. OUR CONCLUSIONS REGARDING THE POINTS RAISED 
IN THE SYNODICAL COMMITTEE REPORT 

A. SPECIFIC CONCLUSIONS REGARDING SECTIONS III 
TO VI. 

The 'following comment applies to the substance of this section' of 
the report. . 

Note: This section naturally forms the major part of the report. 
In this section excerpts from the Bible Notes of Dr. Wezeman con
tained in the report of the Synodical Committee, which in the view of 
the Synodical Committee formed the basis for the conclusions that 
they are faulty and out of harmony with the Reformed Doctrine, are 
viewed in the light of the criticism to which they are subjected. The 
tenabiJity of the criticism is weighed and various comments are made 
l'egarding these excerpts. They are taken up in th~ order in which 
they are dealt with in the report of the Synodical Committee. Both 
reports were considered on the floor of Classis whil~ this section was 
under deliberation. It can be readily understood that a comprehensive 
conception of these comments is possible only when they are placed 
alongside of the criticism contained in the report of the Synodical 
Committee, and when one has ready access to the Bible Notes of Dr. 
F. H. Wezeman. Since space for all this material cannot be given 
in the Agenda, Classis deemed it advisable to omit this section in its 
report. All tliis material is available if and when needed. 

B. GENERAL CONC'LUSIONS. 
1. The question must be faced. Is there a dualism in Dr. Weze

man's Notes? The Synodical Committee says there is. It is our con
viction, however, that the indications to which the Synodical Commit
tee points as evidences of the existence of a dualism do not prove that 
there are in Dr. Wezeman's mind two opposing philosophies. To us 
this looks like a more consistent explanation of the divergences to 
which the Synodical Committee points: Dr. Wezeman often attempts 
to solve the problems 'with which the Bible student is confronted. 
His position is Reformed. But in his attempt to solve those prob
lems, he at times arrives at suggested solutions which are dubious, 
extra-biblical, and obscure. This is not dualism. If the conclusions 
which the Synodical C'ommittee has drawn from Dr. Wezeman's Notes 
are correct, then we would grant that there are indications of a dual
ism. But since we have become convinced, from our study of the 
particulars, that most of these conclusions are not warranted, we hold 
that it is not true to fact to say that Dr. Wezeman is guilty of a 
dualism. It is a significant fact that nowhere does Dr. Wezeman 
deny a Reformed doctrine or defend a Modernistic doctrine. To es
tablish the presence of a dualism in Dr. Wezeman ;it would be neces
sary to prove that there does exist in the Notes two philosophies -
the one biblical, the other modernistic. We do not believe this proof 
has been offered. 

2. Regarding the problem of the essential difference between -the 
Old and the New Notes we feel that the entire problem has been be
clouded by Dr. Wezeman's early insistence on the essential identity of 
Old and New Notes. This looks to us like an effort on Dr. Wezeman's 
part to extend the coverage of the Michigan Committee's approval of 
the New Notes to include the Old Notes also. Much confusion would 
have been avoided if Dr. Wezeman had said at the outset what he said 
in the written statement submitted to Classis Ostfriesland at the ad-
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journed session in November, and which had been made already in 
substance at the September session. In that document he correctly 
stated: "Certain particular items in my courses have heen essentially 
changed." J:n the light of this statement, no one may conclude that 
Dr. Wezeman is still upholding the criticized portions of the Old 
Notes. 

III. FINAL ADVI'CE 

A. We recommend that Classis call Dr. Wezeman's attention to 
the fact that Classis has already declared at the November session 
"that Dr. F. H. Wezeman has satisfactorily stated and affirmed his 
,Reformed position on those points of doctrine regarding which he was 
asked to express himself in the Interrogation held on September 23, 
24, 1936." 

B. We recommend that Classis express itself as follows on the 
Notes: 

1. They reveal that the author deliberately takes his stand on the 
Reformed view of Scripture, and even throughout the Old Notes there 
are many passages that give adequate and consistent and effective ex
pression to the Reformed view. What is said here covers the pre
ponderatingly greater part of the Notes. 

2. There are, however, objectionable statements and features in the 
Old Notes. We have found: 

Statements that contain language that is modernistic. 
Statements in which the Reformed position is not strongly empha

sized as distinct from the Modernistic position. 
Statements which, minus interpretation, are not acceptable. There 

is not a sharp distinction between God's progressive revelation and 
the sinful, subjective religion of the stiff-necked people of Israel. Be
cause of this vagueness and obscurity there is danger of jumbling up 

. the history and doctrine of Scripture, and of losing sight of the reve
'lation of Jehovah as the one true and living God, the Creator, Pre
server, and Redeemer. 

Errors of fact which have already been repudiated. 
Statements which cannot bear the interpretations'·which Dr. Weze

man gives them. 

C. We recommend that Classis require of Dr. Wezeman that he 
formally repudiate wholeheartedly and without reserve any and all 
conclusions of a Modernistic nature which can be drawn from his 
Notes, specifically including those items to which attention has been 
.called in the body of this report; and that he promise for the future 
to. do all in his power to avoid statements which are susceptible to a 
two-fold interpretation. We believe that at the interrogation Dr. 
Wezeman moved in this direction, but to avoid all possible misunder.; 
standing he should now take this definite, formal stand. 

Wpile point C of this portion of the report was under consideration 
Dr. Wezeman informed Classis that he desired the floor to give expres
sion of deeply felt convictions within his own heart and mind regard
ing the matter dealt with in the entire report. Taking cognizance of 
his desire Classis for the time being referred point C back to the 
committee. 

Dr. Wezeman then read and submitted the following statement: 
"Classis Ostfriesland, in session March 16, 1937, Wellsburg, Iowa. 
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"Esteemed B/rethren: 
"Through your courtesy I have had in hand for some days the re

port prepared by your committee to examine some of my Bible courses, 
I have prayerfully and diligently given consideration to each and all 
of it comments and conclusions. I deeply appreciate its fairness, its 
attempt to interpret with sympathetic understanding as well as with 
scholarly insight, and in the spirit of Christian justice and brother
liness those Notes of mine which have been criticized. I equally ad
mire the vigorous and forceful manner in which it disapproves certain 
terminology and some expressions used by me here and there in these 
criticized Notes. Permit me to offer the following observations and 
present these declarations, made not only in the light of this report 
now accepted by Classis, but also as an expression of a deeply felt 
conviction within my own mind and heart. 

"Referring to the report as now accepted by Classis, item 'Final 
Advice, B, 2.' I believe that Classis is aware of the fact that at the 
Interrogation I desired to leave no' doubt as to my own dissatisfaction 
with certain passages in some of the Notes, that contain language 
that is modernistic. I am thinking of such statements as the following: 

"Old Testament IV, p. 7, (Introduction to Amos), 'It was in this 
state of society that the revelation and conception of Yahweh the _God 
of Israel arose.' 

"New Testament II, p. 43, The Vision at Troas. 'Vision is imag:' 
ination.' 

"'New Testament II, p. 94, Introduction to I Cor., ' ... the way of 
salvation lived for them by Christ and ,summed up in the great law 
of love.' 

"Then, too, there are incidents in the Notes 'where our Reformed 
position could have been more strongly emphasized. See: ,Old Testa
ment IV, Introduction to Amos, ' ... it also pointed to Amos' belief 
that the moral win of Yahweh had finally superseded the-will of'the 
other gods.' 

"Introduction to Amos, 'There is no direct evidence from which we 
could discover why Amos, a citizen of Judah, should have gone to the 
Northern Kingdom to deliver his prophetic message.' 

"Old Testament IV, p. 45, Micah, concerning the material on the 
way of salvation. 
, "I deplore that there are a few statements which cannot be declared 
acceptable without my personal interpretation, such -as: 

"'Old Testament IV,' Introduction to Amos, ' ..• by this step ethical 
monotheism was attained.' 

"New Testament I, Life of Jesus, Unit II, project 6, p. 19, 2nd ed., 
'nevertheless because. of the divine element in his nature ... ' . 

"Previous to the interrogation, at the Interrogation, and now again 
I disavow the three or four errors of fact which fOl;md-their way into 
the Notes and to which attention is called by the report. I refer to: 

"New Testament I, Unit I, project 3, p. 2, the Day of Atonement; 
"New Testament I, Unit 1, project 3, p. 2, Priests and Levites; 
"Old Testament I, Israel's stay at Kadesh-Barnea. 
"I also recognize that there are some passages in the Notes where a 

sharp distinction cannot be drawn between God's progressive reve
lation and the subjective religion of the Israelitish people, due un
doubtedly in these instances to the use of expressions that are too 
vague and obscure. See, Old Testament I, project 20, p. 27 - the 
religious practices of the Israelitish people. -

"Also in some instances language that is -not consistent with our 
Reformed usage is employed: I again refer to, 'The Way of Salva-
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tion' as spoken of in the Introduction to I Cor., and 4Vision is imag
ination.' 

"Brethren, all this I deeply regret and disapprove. Furthermore. I 
call to your attention 'specifically such a passage as is referred to by 
the report on page 8, point 9, which reads', ' ... it also pointed to 
Amos' belief that the moral will of Yahweh had finally superseded the 
wiII of the other gods.' I 'acknowledge this to be an -error. The state
ment as it stands, is wrong. I assure :vou,that it is inconsistent with 
what I intended' and, of course, should have written. I hereby also 
wish whole-heartedly and without any reservations to repudiate any 
and all conclusions of a Modernistic nature which can be drawn from 
the Notes in question. By impli<!ation expression has already been 
given by me to these sentiments when chang-es and corrections cover
ing the items referred to in the report, and in this declaration, were 
made in the subsequent editions of the Notes. 

"Let me here again assert what I have several times previously 
stated, namely, that I have profited greatly by the criticism directed 
against some of the Notes. May I assure you that as already in the 
more recent past, so too always in the future I shall do all in my 
power to avoid any statement which is susceptible of a twofold int.er
pretation. The Bible courses prepared by me and used by the Chi
cago Christian High School. and other institutions. afford ample evi
dence of the earnestness of this purpose. They also clearly demon

, strate my devotion to our Reformed interpretation of Scripture, as 
wen as my disagreement with the unsatisfactory positions of the 
Modernists. 

HIn view of the frank and unqualified admissions and affirmations 
heretofore made at the Interrogation, and now herein ,set forth. I 
hope and pray that Classis will see its way clear to declare to the 
churches that all grounds of suspicion have been removed. 

"May I finally add that the consistently friendly atmosphere and 
brotherly attitude prevailing at .the various meetings of this Classis 
pertinent to this. inquiry has been an experience for me of the utmost 
value and helpfulness. What otherwise. under different circumstances, 
would be most difficult and onerous if not impossible, has now been 
made easy and pleasurable by your uniformly gracious consideration. 

Respectfully submitted, 
(Signed) F. H. WEZE'MAN." 

"With the acceptance of this statement as information Classis felt 
heartened and took coura,ge. It seemed evident that the way for a 
final disposition of the entire matter was now being made possible by 
Dr. Wezeman himself. Feeling the burden of responsibility for both 
the -brother involved and for the Church at large prayer was offered 
for divine guidance. 

The Classical Advisory Committee to whom point C of this section 
of the report had been temporarily referred, now advised Classis to 
drop point C and the rest of, the report and to act as follows: "Classis 
declares its satisfaction with the voluntary statement of Dr. Wezeman. 
It includes everything which Classis would have required of him if he 
had not submitted this statement. Consequently Classis declares the 
outcome of-this interrogation to be that Dr. Wezeman has removed 
all grounds of suspicion and his status continues as heretofore." This 
action was taken by unanimous vote. 

In .view of this action of Classis in regard to the' Wezeman case, 
and acting upon,the requests of Dr. F. H. Wezeman and the consistory 
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of the Fourth Christian Reformed church of Chicago for the continua
tion of the ministerial status of Dr. F. H. Wezeman, Classis decided 
to again extend the time for the termination of the 'ministerial status 
of the brother until our next session. (cf. Art. 34 of the,82nd session.) 

In view of the nature of the final decision which Classis unani
mously reached in the case of Dr. F. H. Wezeman, Classis decided 
to continue its committee in regard to the Wezeman case in an advis
ory capacity, realizing that the Synodical Committee may desire to 
contact this committee before it comes to Synod with its final report. 
Classis instructed the secretary of its committee to inform the Synod
ical Committee in regard to this move on the part of Classis. 

The synodical delegates of Classis OsUriesland have been 
supplied with the minutes of these meetings of Classis, and 
all documeuts related to the 'Vezeman Case, which may be 
called for if needed for further information. 

Respectfully submitted by order of Classis Ostfriesland, 
D. H. PLESSCHER, S. C. 
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AGENDA 
OVERTURES 

I. CALVIN SEMINARY AND COLLEGE 
MATTERS, ETC. 

1. Whereas the social and natnral sciences, are essential 
to the proper cnltural preparation of the prospective 

Minister, 
Classis Pella overtures Synod to make more room in the 

curriculum of the pre-seminary students for the study of 
social, scientific, and educational subjects without, how
ever"materially changing the language study requirements. 

(Classis Pella.) 

2 Classis Pella overtures Synod to decide that, begin-
, • ning for the year 1938, Synod itself will examine and 

declare men CandIdates for the Ministry, instead of doing 
so through a board of trustees. Grouud." 

1. This suggested change would bring us in harmony 
with Pr'esbyterian or Reformed Church polity, and the 
historical R~formed way of declaring men candidates 
for the ministry; 

2. The best interest of our Church requires that what
ever our Church assemblies can reasonably db direct-
1y should not be delegated to eommittees, particularly 
not when it concerns very important Church work; 

3. Under the present system our Eldership has no part 
in this very essential work. If Synod would do this 
work itself, this undesirable situation would be rec
tified. 

(Classis Pella.) 

3. In regard to the question of Synod whether the vari
ous Classes, should be represented by one or two 

Curators, Classis Muskegon presents the following to Synod: 
There could hardly be any objections to such a reduction, 

if the following three matters should be observed: 
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I. There should be sufticient membership in Michigan 
to serve on the Executive Comm.and on the Board of Fi
nance. Five men are needed for the first, and at least three 
for the second. There are now five Classes in Michigan, 
therefore if three additional Classes, should be organized 
this could be taken care of. The Church should not ex
pect anyone to serve on both bodies. The appointment of 
members at large by the Synod is not preferable since 
this may tend to unwarranted centralization of power. 

II. If the Synod should continue to meet anuually then 
the examination of the graduates of the Seminary for Can
didacy should be transferred from the Board to the Synod 
direct, bringing this matter in better harmony with Re
formed Church polity. If this change cannot be made be
cause the Synod returns to biennial meetings, then' it 
surely is to be preferred that each Classis should be repre
sented by two, rather than one, member on the Board of 
Trustees. 

III. If the Synod continues to meet annually then much 
of the real work that is now done by the Board should be 
referred directly to the Synod for decision. If this' cannot 
be done because the Synod returns to biennial meetings, 
then Classis surely believes that the interests of the Church 
will be better served by two, than by one, representative 
from each Classis on this Board of Trustees. 

4. 
(Classis Muskegon.) 

Classis Holland favors the idea that each Classis'slml! 
be represented by one Curator provided: 

a. That six Curators be elected by the Synod at large 
from among the "lay" membership of the Church, 
such "lay members" should have enjoyed at least a 
college education; 

b. That the "praeparatoir" examination of candidates 
for the ministry be assigned to the Classes in which 
the candidates reside. 

(Classis Holland.) 

5 Classis Orange City' decided, at its regular meeting 
• held March 16, 1937, to express itself as being in fa

vor of reducing the number of Curators to ONE from every 
Classis. 

(Classis Orange City.) 
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6. Classis of Wisconsin requests Synodl not to change 
the number of Curators. The Classis believes their 

responsibility and task demand two instead of one. It also 
is of the opinion that two Curators will bring our College 
and Seminary nearer to our Classes and thus nearer to our 
churches and people. In regard to the transfer of the prae
paratoir examination to the Classes, the Classis would say 
that it meets with such practical difficulties that a chauge 
would not be advisable. 

7. 

8. 

(Classis Wisconsin.) 

Classis Sioux Center favors the reduction of the 
number of Curators from two to one. 

(Classis Sioux Center.) 

De Classis sprak zich uit tegenvermindering van het 
aautal Cura toren. 

(Classis, Pa cific.) 

9. Classis Pella of the Christian Reformed Churches has 
at its meeting of the 17th of March, 1937, expressed 

itself as favoring the reduction of the nnmher of Curators 
representing the several Classes in the Board of Trustees 
of Calvin College and Seminary from two to one from each 
Classis. 

10. 
Classis. 

(Classis Pella.) 

Classis California has gone on record as favoring a 
reduction of Curators from two to one from each 

(Classis California.) 

11 Classis favors the rednction of Curators provided 
. • arrangements can be made to have Synod take 

over the examination of the graduates desiring to be de
clared candidates for the ministry. 

(Classis Oslfriesland.) 
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II. MISSION MATTERS 

REPORTS CHR. REF. BOARD OF MISSIONS AND EXEC. COMM. 
FOR HOME MISSIONS; CHURJCH HELP; JEWISH 

MISSION REPORTS AND BUDGETS; HOBOKEN 
SEAMEN'S HOME et al.; SOUTH AMERICA 

12. 
Classis 
Synod: 

Re: The New Home Mission Order; The follow
ing, taken from the minutes of the meeting of 
Hudson, held Jan. 26, 1937, is intended for the 

"Art. 17. The New Home Mission Order (Acts 1936, pp. 
190-194) and our Eastern Home Mission Work. 

A. Interpretation of Art. 5 of the New Home Mission 
Order (Acts 1936, p. 191), which reads: "The work of 
the Executive Committee shall be a) To supervise and' con
trol all Home Mission activity of the Church, as per instruc
tion of Synod; (it being understood that Home Evangeliza
tion work, conducted by a Consistory or Classis, is excluded, 
provided this is carried on without aid from the Church at 
large.) " 

Classis Hudsqn, at its meeting, held Sept. 22, 1936, in 
good faith interpreted "Home Evangelization Work" to 
mean Home Mission Work, thus includling church exten
sion, church subsidy, and emergency work. 

Accordingly, Classis Hudson decided at the above men
tioned meeting, that we need uot supply the information 
sought by the Executive Committee, concerning our 'mis
sion activities in the East, since we receive no financial aid 
from the Geueral Fund. (CL Minutes of Classis, Sept. 22, 
1936, Art. 26.) 

. Classis Hackensack at its meeting, held in Oct., 1936, 
concurred in this opinion and d1ecisioll. 

The Executive Committee interprets tlus parenthetical 
clause of Art: 5-a of the Home Mission Order differently. 
"Home Evangelization Work," according to the Executive 
Committee, refers to such work as f. i. our Grand Rapids 
churches are carryiug on through Mr. Vande Water. This 
was brought out in correspondence which our Eastern 
Home Mission Board held with the Executive Committee. 

B. Recommendation of the Eastern Home Mission 
Board to Classis. 

The Eastern Home Mission Board came to Classis with a 
series of recommendations in regard to this, matter. These 
recommendations gave rise to considerable discussion. 
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Classis referred the matter back to a committee, to ad
vise us later in the day. Rev. H. Bouma and Rev. P. Hol
werda, both serving on the Eastern Home Mission Board, 
and Rev. P. Van Dyk, a former Board member, were ap
pointed to serve on this committee. 

C. The Present Position of Classis Hudson in the matter. 
Classis" having heard the advice of the committee, men

tioned in "B," decided as follows: 
Classis, in view of the difference of interpretation be

tween the two Eastern Classes and the Executive Commit
tee for Home Missions of the term "Home Evangelization" 
in Art. 5-a of the new Home Mission Order (Acts 1936, 
p.191) decides: 

1. To await Synodical interpretation of this parenthet
ical clause; 

2. To express its readiness to co-operate in accordance 
with the Synodical intel'pretation thereof; 

3. To continue in the interim to control and carry out 
the Eastern Mission Work, according to the present 
arrangement; 

4. To pay the funds now collected for'the General Home 
Mission work to the Executive Committee instead; 

5. To furnish the Executive Committee with all data as 
to fields, missionary, etc., so that it may plan for the 
future. 

Classis further decided: 
To overture Synod to modify the New Order, so as to re

move the following objectionable features, viz.: 
a. The Executive Committee, as at present constituted, 

is not a truly representative body, in view of the scbpe 
of its activities, inasmuch as all Classes are not repre
sented on it. (Cf. Acts 1936, Art. 4, p. 191: "The .. Exec
utive Committee for Home Missions shall be composed 
of nine members ... " Synod, in our opinion, should 
follow the recomendation of Art. 4, Agenda Part I, 
pp. 268, 269. Cf. also the representation on the Board 
of Trustees of Calvin College and Seminary.) 

b. Acts 1936, Art. 4, p. 191: "The Executive Committee 
for Home Missions shall be composed of nine mem
bers and their alternates" centrally located . .. " We 
believe that it is desirable for practical reasons, that 
a committee should' have charge ad interim, but the 
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present arrangement gives control of all mISSIOn 
work to the center of onr Chnrch, and excludes the 
most distant Classes. 

c. Acts 1936, Art. 4, p. 191: "Every Synod elects, three 
memhers and three alter~tes out of nominations of 
six presented by the Execntive Committee, subject to 
the approval of Synod." This makes the Execntive 
Committee in fact a self-perpetuating body, since it 
presents the nominations. We believe that such 
nomination ghould belong to the Classes. (Cf. also 
Art. 4, p. 269, Agenda, Part I.) This part makes the 
"entire article most objectionable. It is centralization 
in the extreme." 

(Classis Hudson.) 

13 Will Synod give us an interpretation of the term 
• "Home Evangelization" in Art. 5-a of the new 

Home Mission Order (Acts 1936, p. 191), and also consider 
the above overtnre? 

(Classis Hudson.) 

14. Classis California calls the attention of Synod' to 
the fact that the Executive Committee for Home 

Missions has decided not to pay the shortage of the home 
missionaries' salaries incurred in 1936 before the present 
committee took charge. Chtssis California considers such a 
policy of disowning the debits of the former organization, 
while taking over its credits, as unfair, and appeals to Synod 
to express its disapproval of the action of the Executive 

" Committee in this rna Iter. 
(Classis California.) 

15 Classis Hackensack petitions Synod to CHANGE 
• OR MODIFY the new Order for Home Missions, in 

order that its objectionable features be removed, as: 
1. The composition of the Executive Committee as it is 

now"inasmuch as 
a. It is not a representative committee of the whole 

Church; 
b. It represents only the center of the Church;; 
c. The largest part of the Church is thereby exclnded. 
2. The method by which t'his committee is to be elected 

in the futnre. 
a. It is practically a self-perpetuating body; 
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b. It takes away from the churches to elect its own 
representatives; 

c. It becomes dangerous because it provides foJ." the 
centralization of power and influence and control by 
a few; 

d. If this method is followed in Vhe work of Home Mis
sion committees, there is no reason why it should not 
be done also in all other church fuuctions. 

3. Therefore, Classis urges Synod to make this change 
for the above reasons" and also 

a. Because there is a good deal of 0p'position in the 
Church, and 

b. Because TheBauller admitted that it was a "psycho
logical error." 

In view of the above instruction, it was decided that 
Classis withhold its decision as to its attitude toward the 
new Hoine Mission Order until Synod has definitely taken 
action. 

(Classis Hackensack.) 

16 The Consistory of Rock Rapids, informs Classis 
• that it will overture Synod as follows: 

"The Consistory has a grievance against the fact that the 
Executive Committee of Home Miss,ions. includes no repre
sentatives of the six Classes west of the Mississippi River, 
while they are the ones most COucerned." 

(Classis Sioux Center.) 

17 See also overture of Platte approved! by Classis 
• Sioux Center, conscious of the fact that there are 

also other churches within the Classis' which deserve the 
same consideration. 

(Classis Sioux Center.) 

18 Classis Orange City overtures, Synod to instruct the 
• Executive Committee of Home Missions to payout 

the subsidies in monthly installments. Ground: 
The pres,ent method as followed! by the Executive Comm. 

works great hardships on the subsidized churches. 
(Class,is Orange City.) 

19 Classis Orauge City overtures Synod to decide that 
• at least those Classes which have a lot of subsi

dized churches or church extension work be represented in 
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the 'advisory committee of Synod dealing with Home Mis
sion matters. Grounds: 

a. These Class,es wonld he vitally concerned and these 
men are better informed in matters pertaining to 
their Classes; 

b .. These delegates as representatives of their various 
Classes would! at least have some voice in the pro
posals to Synod. 

(Classis Orange City.) 

2 0 Classis Orange City overtures Synod to reimburse 
• the pastor of Hollandale, Minn. for expenditures 

made in visiting patients in Rochester, Minn. hospitals, 
who come from our church provided that the sum so re
imbms.ed shall not exceed $100.00 annually. Grounds: 

a. This concerns our entire denomination, and is worthy 
of a special appropriation; 

b. At present there is much confusion as to who must 
pay the expenses ·of such vis,us when requests are 

. made, the congregation of which such a patient is a 
member or his relatives. A Synodical Fund would do 
away with this confusion; 

c. It woule! be fair to all concerned if Synod paid these 
expenses; 

d. The need for pastoral work is, very great for the pa
tients who receive medical care at Rochester. 

(Classis Orange City.) 

21 Classis verzoekt de Synode om terug te keeren tot 
• de ondersteuning van 50c per gezin voor de ver

gaderingen der Classis, daar het bleek, dat het bedrag van 
35c, zooals dit een vorig jaar werd aangevraagd, niet in de 
behoefte voorzag. (CI . P 'fi) . 

aSSlS aCl c. 

22 Classis, Sioux Center asks Synod for the support 
• to the extent of 30% of the salary arrearages to 

it" Missionaries. 
(Classis, Sioux Center.) 

23 Aan de Synode wordt doorgezonden eene Instruc
• tie van den Kerkeraad van Sunnyside, Wash., in

zake hulp voor overkomstkosten van beroepen Leeraars 
duor hulpbehoevende Gemeenten. De Classis gaf hare go ed-
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keuring aan deze iustructie, die hierbij ingesloten aan de 
Synode wordt opgezonden. 

(Classis Pacific.) 

Geacht en Eerwaarde Broeders: 
De Kerkeraad der Chr. GereL Gemeente te Sunnyside, 

'Vash., komt tot uwe vergadering m~t het verzoek om de 
volgende iustructie over te willen nemen of door te zen
den naar de a. s; Synode, welke staat gehouden te worden 
in Juni, 1937, in Grand Rapids,: 

De Synode richtte een fonds op ten behoeve van over
komstkosten van leeraars welke beroepen worden van de 
eene gemeente naar een andere gemeente om daardoor 
kleine gemeenten tegemoet te komen in deze onkosten, en 
weI met de volgende bepalingen: 

a. elke gemeente die een beroep~n leeraar over laat ko
men, betale eerst $5.00 per gezin ten behoev'e voor 
die overkomstkosten; 

b. wanneer het blijkt dat dit bedrag niet voldoende is 
om deze kosten te dekken wordt het tekort bij betaald 
nit dit fonds. 

Toelichting: B. v. een gemeente van 40 gezinnen 
beroept een leeraar en de overkomstkosten bedragen 
$500.00, dan betaalt deze gemeente $160.00 voor deze 
overkomstkosten en $340.00 wordt betaald uit dit 
fO)1ds. Zoo wanneer er een gemeen te is van 125 of 
meer gezinnen en de overkomstkosten zijn $500.00, 
die ontvangt niets uit <lit fonds, omreden deze gemeen
te de kosten zelf opbrengt met $4.00 per gezin. 

e. Er wordt een aans,lag geheven van aile onze kerken 
van 10e of 15e per geziu ten behoeve van di! fonds. 

d. De bepalingen van Art. 5 Synodale besluiten No.5 
der Kerkenorde (W. Heyns) blijven onveranderd; 
deze kosten komen niet in aanmerking voor di! fonds, 
maar blijven voor rekening der betrokken gemeen
ten. 

Granden voor di! fonds zijn: 
a. Kleine gemeenten, wanneer die moeten beroepen, zijn 

haast verplieht dieht in hare omgeving te blijven met 
het beroepen van een leeraar wegens de hooge onkos
ten wanneer een Ieeraar beroepen wordt op verren 
afstand; 
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b. het is niet bevorderlijk voor het welzijn van onze 
kerken in haar geheel en in. het bijzonder voor de 
kleine gt;lneenten en oak voar onze leeraars, wanneer 
die hooge overkomstkosten een beletsel zijn voor een 
vrije kens. 

(Kerkeraad, Sunnyside, Wash.) 

24. The Consistory of the Second Fremont Chr. Ref. 
church overtures Synod to take official action in 

regarti to our denominational relations, to the Sudan mis
sion field in which Johanna Veenstra and her fellow-work
ers have labored and labor; this desired~ official action espe
cially to cover tbe following: 

a. The official recommendation or non-recommendation 
of tbis field to the financial support of our people; 

b. 'J1he appointment of a committee to situdy in detail 
the feasibility and advisability of having our denomi
nation take charge of a part of this field and work. 

The grounds for this overt\lll'e are: 
a. The large place which this field and work has, in God's 

providence, gained in the hearts, and in the financial 
support of our people; 

b. The apparently reliable estimates being offered from 
informed sources, indicating that with a rather mod
erate increase of our people's present support of this 
work, we would be in a position to further it as our 
own work. 

(Consistory, Second Fremont.) 

III .. PUBLICATION AND LITURGICAL MATTERS 

REPORT PUBLICATION COMM.; S. S. LESSON REPORT; 
PSALTER-HYMNAL REPORT. 

25 The Consistory of the Lagrave Ave. Chr. Ref. 
• Church respectfully begs you to consider the ad

visability of keeping out of the columns of our denomina
tional papers all charges preferred againsI a member of our 
churches as well as all articles that would discredit a mem
ber in the eye of the pnblic. We feel that it is an injustice 
to a brother to have his case thrashed out in public, and it is 
against the rules of Chnrch policy as, well as against the 
rules of decency. Besides, it engenders much bitterness. 
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In the past it has happened that a member was a<xused of 
gross sins, before even a single charge had been lodged 
against him officially. We belie'Ve that justice is impeded 
in such cases. At any rate, it is e'Vident that the church 
papers can ne'Ver settle an argument nor initiate disci
pline. They can only complicate matters,. For that reason, 
we sincerely hope that Synod may take measures to bau
ish such matters from our papers in the future. Classis 
decides to endorse this o'Verture for Synod. 

(Classis Grand Rapids West.) 

26. Classis Pella urges Synod of 1937 not to mo'Ve in 
the direction of the suggestion of the LaGra'Ve A'Ve

nue Consistory and of Classis Grand Rapids \Vest, regard
ing the publication in our Church papers of charges pre
ferred against members of our churches, inasmuch as Clas
sis Pella belie'Ves that the adoption of this, suggestion 
would gi'Ve us a rule far too sweeping and dangerous. In
stead we suggest that Synod decide to call the attention of 
the churches to the fact that when serious objections 
against the conduct or teachings of any member of our 
chur'ches are entertained, such members should be dealt 
with according to the analogy of Christ's rule of Matt. 18. 

(Classis Pella.) 

27 Classis Sioux Center asks Synod to accept the re
o 'Vised Compendium as the official book for instruc

tion and to place it in the Psalter Hymnal. Grounds: 
1. There is too much 'Variation in the catechism books; 
2. An officially accepted catechism book requires a place 

in our Psalter Hymnal. ' 
(Classis Siciux Center.) 

28 Whereas, it is not the task of the Church to engage 
• in business, and 

\Vbereas it is not wise for the Church to enter into com
petition with its own members in the field of business, a 
'Venture which, though it might result in the gain of a few 
thousand dollars, might in the end result in the loss of such 
much co'Veted spiritual 'Values as love and good-will, and, 

\Vhereas such branching out as is proposed by the Board 
of Publication calls for the in'Vestment of a considerable 
sum of money, wpich in case of failure might saddle upon 
the Church a heary debt, and, 
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Whereas such expausion might develop into a bu
reaucracy and its attendant evils, 

Therefore, be it resolved that the activities carried on 
under the auspices of the Board of Publication of the Chr. 
Ref. Church be restricted to such publications as h'ave so 
far been issued. 

Classis decides to endorse this overture. 
(Classis Grand Rapids West.) 

IV. CHURCH ORDER, EMERITI MATTERS, ETC. 

EMERITUS BOARD REPORT; EMERITI FUND COMM. REPORT 

29 Clas!sis Hackensack overtures the Synod to amend 
• Article 86 of our Constitution (Church Order) by 

inserting "Two-third majority" after the word "d[min
ished. Reasons: 

1. Regular synodical motions to rescind must have a 
two-thirds majority. Motions changing fbie Consti
tution (Church Order) should by the nature of the 
case enjoy less flexibility than the decisions of Synod 
(Acts of Synod, 1934, page 311). 

2. A two-thirds requisite will guarantee: a greater una
uimity of opinion in the churches before a proposed 
change can be effected. 

(Classis Hackensack.) 

30 Classis Muskegon, having taken cognizance of the· 
• decision of our Synod to meet annually instead of 

biennially, thereby increasing bofh the number of dele
gates and expenses connected with thelse meetings, protests 
this decision on the following grounds: 

a. According to the Synodical Treasurer's report ouly 
three of the fifteen Classes paid their assessments for 
biennial meeting" of Synod; 

b. The nnmber of delegates and consequent expenses 
will not be decreased but greatly increased by this 
decision; 

c. Classis Muskegon believes the consistories and! Classes, 
since they must meet these expenses, should 'have 
been given an opportunity to express themselves on 
this matter before such a radical decisiori was made. 

(Classis Muskegon.) 
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31 Classis Hackensack petitions Synod to ~econsoder 
• its decision to meet annually. Reasons: 

a. A denomination of such a small size does uot need an 
aunual meeting of Synod. 

h. An annual meeting will increase the expense consider
ably while in every other way we try to economize. 

c. Important matters in the Church demand a thorough 
discussion in our Church papers before they are acted 
on by Synod. Two years of discussion is for such 
important matters not too long. Some matters have 
been before the Church many years before they were 
disposed of. 

d. Matters of less importance can wait, or be acted on 
by the various, Classes. 

e. Synod can devise ways and means so that tbe Synod
ical meetings do not have to last from three to four 
weeks. 

(Classos Hackensack.) 

32. Classis Muskegon brings to the attention of Synod 
that the Synodical Delegates of 'Classis Grand Rap

ids West and Zeeland were not present at the evening 
session of Classis Muskegon, held Oct. 20, when Cando S. 
Werkema W3iS, examined and delivered his sermon on 
Eph. 2:8 and 9. 

(Classis Muskegon.) 

33 Classis ·Pacific verzoekt de Synodie om de emeri
• teering goed te keuren van Ds. J. Homan. Grond: 

Gezondheidsredenen, die hem noodzaken rust te nemen. 
(Classis Pacific.) 

34 Classis Ostfriesland granted honorable emeritation 
• to the Rev. H. C. Bode, pastor of the First Wells~ 

burg Church, on the gronnd of increas'e in years coupled 
with an encumbrance through illness. By the grace of 
God this b~other was able to complete about forty years of 
continuous service in our Classis. His emeritation and aid 
from the Emeritus Fund is to commence, subject to the 
approval of Synod, on Augnst 1, 1937. 

NOTE: Reqnests for support for the beneficiaries from 
the Emeritus Fundi of Classis Ostfriesland have heen for-
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warded to the Emeritus Board with the uuderstauding that 
the Board will preseut this matter to Synod. 

(Classis Ostfriesland.) 

35. Classlis requests Synod to make reimbursement for 
the expenses of an adjourned session in re the 

Wezeman Case. Grounds: 
a. We are dealing with a synodical matter; 
b. We have the recommendation of the Synodil"ll Com

mittee to meet in an adjournedl session. 
c. We have an extra burden because of the cut in sub

sidies, and the arrearage paymentSi. 
(Classis Ostfriesland.) 

V. ARREARAGES 

36. Classis Pella brings to the attention of Synod a 
communication from the VO,la, Colo., church in 

which this congregation states that she is not able to pay 
her assessment arrearages, and proposes that they be re
duced as follows: 

Calvin College and Seminary from $46.70 to $32.70. 
Emeritus Fund from $26.00 to $16.00. 
Churdh Help from $460.00 to $450.00. 

The reason for this reques,t is that Vona was assessed as 
having 10 families, whereas its number was much smaller, 
and has dwindled down to four familes. 

(Classis, Pella.) 

Waarde Broeders in den Heere: 37. Onze gemeente betaalde tot aan 1932 getrouw hare 
aanslagen voor de Thea!. School en het Emeritus Fonds. 
Ze deed dit niettegenstaande het feit, dat tengevolge van het 
sluiteu cler bank en, niet aileen de gemeente een aanzienlijk 
bedrag verloren had, maar eveneens verschHlende {eden 
der gemeente. 

Vanaf 1930 tot nu toe volgden de rampen in de natuur 
elkander zander tusschenpoozen op en werd er niets door 
den landbouwer gemaakt. Gevolg vau een en ander is, da t 
er een algemeene en groote verarming is gekomen. Zeer 
velen hebben reeds hun landerijen geheel of gedeeltelijk 
verloren. Bijna allen loopen gebukt onder V'er;schillende 
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leeningen door het Gouvernement aangegaan. Dat de ge
meerrte financieel nog bestaan kan, en in het. verleden he
Btaan heeft, is aileen te verklaren uit het feit dat het Gou
vernement op verschillende wijze te hulp is gekamen. Oak 
hebben de broeders en zusters varr andere gemeenten in de 
verloopen jaren hunne Ohristelijke liefde op onderschei
dene wijze en tijden betoond. 

Wij zijn dankhaar voorwat een vorige Synode reed!s voor 
ons gedaan heeft om de last der schnld voor de TheaL 
School en Emeritus Fonds te verlichten. "Vij houden ODS 

echter verzekerd, dat de financieele last nog te zwaar is. 
We meenen dat de Synode in plaats van een algemeene re
gel te stellen, ieder geval afzonderlijk met het oog op de 
omstandigheden en. de gewilligheid in het verleden betoond, 
had moeten behandelen. Nn zijn de omstandigheden hier 
op dit oogenblik betrenrenswaardig, maar de gewilligheid 
van de Dakota gemeenten am het hunne bij te dragen, is 
schier spreekwoardelijk geworden. 

'Vij komen daarom tot de Synode met het verzoek OM 
GEHEELE KWlJTSCHELDING VAN HET ACHTERSTAL-
LIGE TOT AAN DECEMBER, 1936. . 

Wij wenschen aan die verzoek nag de.volgende gronden 
toe te voegen: 

1. Er zou heel wat meer moed in de gemeente komen, 
indien we wisten dat het achterstallige ons als geen 
"SCHULD" meer werd toegerekend; 

2. Zelfs indien de Heere ons in de jaren die voar ons lig
gen, een gezegende oogst zoude schenken, dan nag 
was het moeilijk, zoo niet onmogelijk, deze schuld 

. aan te zuiveren, omdat: 
a. er 'beel wat reparalfes zijn aan kerk en pastorie, 

die noodig moesten gedaan worden, maar die in 
de laatste zeven jaren hebhen moeten wachten 
(b.v. het opnieuw dekken van het dak der pastorie, 
het hers'tel van het fornuis in de heide gebouwen, 
enz., enz.) 

b. er zijn ook heel wat gaten die noodig eerst moes
ten gestopt worden in het geval van den landbou
wer (b.v. het aankoopen van bet hoogst noodige 
landbouw gereediSchap,het weer opbouwen en 
aanvullen van den veestapel, waar deze in. ver
schillende gevallen geheel verdwenen is, vereischte 
terugbetalingen van de verschillende leeningen van 
het Gonvernement, enz.) 
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3. Nog nooit, zelfs niet onder de eerste nederzetlers, is 
de toestand zoo mismoedigend geweest -als die nu is. 

4. Als de Synode dit verzoek toestaat aan PlaUe's ge
meente, dan voIgt ze feitelijk dezelfde regel die haar 
leeraar gevolgd heef! in betrekking tot de schuld ge
maakt in het verleden, door. het niet knnnen hetalen . 
van het tractement, zoodat er tot op dit heden geen 
"SCHULD" in dezen hestaa t. En velen met hem heh
hen in dienzelfden geest met d'e gemeenten gehandeld. 

D. FLIETSTRA, Pres. 
PETER DE JONG, Scriba. 

(Kerkeraad, Platte, So. Dak.) 

Classis Sioux Center decided to send this overture to 
Synod with its approval, conscions that ther'e are also other 
churches within this Classis which deserve the same con
sideration. 

A. WASSINK, Stated Clerk. 

VI. CLASSICAL RE-ARRANGEMENTS 

38. Aangaande de zaak "Classicale Rangschikkingen" 
brengt Classis Wisconsin het volgende voor nwe 

eerwaarde vergadering. Het is een deel van het verslag 
van de commissie door Classis Wisconsin aangesteld om 
deze zaak te bespreken met de Synodale commissi'e daar
voor aangesteld. 

"Einde der bespreking was dat de sccretaris der Syno
dale commissie zou correspondeeren met Fulton, Morri
son en Ridott of deze drie gewillig waren bij onze Classis 
gevoegd te worden. Of de ,,,,cretaris dit gedaan heef! weten 
wij niet, doch weI weten wij dat wij geen: bericht hebhen 
ontvangen en wij knnnen derhalve de Classis ook niet met 
advies dienen of het moest zijn dat de Classis beslnite een 
wachtende handing aan te nemen." (Einde van het deel 
uit het rapportder commissie.) Hierop heef! de Classis 
besloten om het advies van de commissie aan te nemen en 
eene wac:htende houding aan te nemen. 

(Classis Wisconsin.) 
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39. Classis Sioux Center favors a realignment 'of 
Classes whereby the Classes Orange City and! Sioux 

Center are divided into three Classes, as proposed by the 
Synodical committee for realignment of Classes. However, 
Hnll, Iowa, requests Synod to remain with Classis Sioux 
Center. Classis Sioux Center sends this request with its 
approval. 

(Classis Sioux Center. ) 

4' 0.' In view of the Synodical decision of 1936, see Acts, 
p. 37, II, C, 2 and 3, in re the re-districting of 

Classes, Classis Orange City expresses itself in agreement 
with PLAN I as proposed by the joint committee of Synod 
and the Classical Committees of both Sionx Center and 
Orange City, and therefore overtures Synod to make a divi
sion or re-arraugement according to ~he following plan: 

CLASSIS ORANGE CITY 
(to consist of the following congregations) : 

Bigelow, Minn. Orange City I, Iowa 
Carnes, Iowa Orange City II, Iowa 
Hawarden, Iowa Sanborn, Iowa 
Hospers, Iowa Sheldon, Iowa 
Hull, Iowa Sibley, Iowa 
Ireton, Iowa Sioux City, Iowa 
Middelburg, Iowa Worthington, Minn. 
Ocheyedan, Iowa *Sioux Center, Iowa 

---,--,--
* See Overture 41 below. 

CLASSIS MINNESOTA 
(not Edge'rton as suggested by Joint Committee) 

Bejou, Minn. Hollandale, Minn. 
Bemis, So. Dak. Hull, No. Dak. 
Erooten, Minn. Leota, Minn. 
Chandler, Minn. Ogilvie, Minn. 
Crookston, Minn. Peace, Minn. 
Edgerton, Minn. Prinsburg, Minn. 
Estelline, So. Dak. Shackleton, Alta., Canada 
Hancock, Minn. Volga, So. Dak. 
Holland, Minn. Winnipeg, Man., Canada· 

(Classis Orange City.) 

41 With respect to the congregation of Sioux Center 
• II, Classis Orange City overtnres Synod to leave this 

congregation with Classis Orange City. Grounds: 
a. Classis Orange City without Sioux Center II would be

come unusnally small; 
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b. Since we cannot expect in Orange City the growth 
that the other two Classes can expect; 

c. Since the attitude of Classis in regard to Sioux Cen
ter II has always been that Sioux Centoc II might s,taY 
in Classis Orange City as long as there was no request 

from them for transfer. 
(Classis Orange City.) 

42 Apart from the question of representation at Synod, 
- • we see no reason whatsoever for ~he splitting up of 

Classis Illinois. The big majority of the churches consti
tuting Class;s Illinois form a natural group, having the 
same intocests and the same problems. WIth very few 
e",ceptions all these churches live under the smoke of Chi
cago; accordingly, Classis Illinois des;res to remain, intact. 

(Classis Illinois.) 

VII. VARIA 

PRELIMINARY REPORT ON ATTITUDE CONCERNING WAR; 
THE WEZEMAN CASE 

43 Esteemed BreVh!ren of Synod: 
• The Consistory of Sheboygan, Wisconsin, comes to 

your honorable body requesting you to rescind the decision 
adopted in 1936, cf. Art. 103, po. 55, Acts of Synod, 1936 
(upholding the decision of the Synod of 1930) in re the per
missibility of thle baptism of ,children born outside of the 
covenant circle and adopted by believing parents, and at the 
same time imploring Synod to. leave the whole matter in 
the indeterminate state in which this question was before 
1930. Grounds: 

1. Synod of 1936 itself has expressed the following opin
ion: "In view of the fact that the argument from 
Scripture on both sides is of such a uature t'hat it can
not be said to be compelling or to enjo.in cleadyeither 
the one or the other practice upon the Church." This 
very declaration implies that the Synod of 1936 was 
oonvinced that the Synod of 1930 did not have suf
ficient ground to declare ~hat such adopted children 
might be baptized. We believe this to he a very 
serious s[tuation. Any Synodical decision ought to be 
based upon solid Biblical grounds-. If a debatable 
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matter cann'Ot be definitely decided by the sacred· 
Scriptures, n'O Syn'Od sh'Ould rend~r any decisi'Ons, even 
th'Ough it 'Only includes a permissibility. ,Tile are 
c'Onvinced that 'Our Church was nat ripe far this per
missibility. We refer t'O the large number 'Of protests 
at the Synod of 1932 and the debated discu:s'sion on 
the floor of Synod 1936. 

2. The Synod 'Of 1936 has also expressed the opinion, "In 
view of the fact that the anthority of representative 
Reformed theologians may be cited on both sides of 
this question, some as favoring and! others, as oppos
ing the pradice approved by the Synod of 1930." 
However, the Synod of 1936 refusing to rescind the 
decisi'On of 1930 has definitely taken a stand and has 

. committed our Church officially to the position of 
those who favor baptizing such adopted children. 
Synod has declared, "They may be baptized!." We 
believe this to be unwise and will lead to division 
ra ther than the much coveted unity. "-

3. The decision of our Church is, now incomplete and 
doubtful because of the use of may rather than must. 
If these children whose coveuant status cannot be as
certained and are adopted into Christian families by 
the act of adoption become covenant children it is not 
merely a question of permissobility, whether Ihey 
may, but a question of duty, they must. Just because 
there is insufficient Scriptural warrant to decide they 
mus'l, Synod has taken an incomplete decision by say
ing, "They may." We are convinced that this matter 

. should be corrected at once. 
4. We have serious objections against the added decision 

of the Synod of 1936. "That this decision 1930 in n'O 
way justifies the molestation of anyone who, whether 
as church member or in the specific capacity of office
bearer, may have conscientious scruples against the 
administmtion of the sacrament of baptism 10 such 
children." We believe that no Synod has the right to 
make such a declaration. This may lead to all kinds 
of practical difficulties and endless strife in our 
churches. If these adopted children are covenant 
children and paren Is refuse to have them baptized 
they should be molested. If the Scriptural proof is 
lacking that they must be baptized and! the Synod has 
declared they may, no end of trouble may be in store 
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for those ministers who refuse to baptize such chil
dren. .Should a Church make decisions which can
not be fully settled by the Word and then speak of 
"no molestation"? We believe not! 

(Consistory, Sheboygan, Wis.) 

In re "Letters with Remarks." 44. Classis Wisconsin brengt het volgende voor uwe 
eerwaarde vergadering. 

De Synode willig de het verzoek van Classis Wisconsin 
niet in, "omdat er geen concreet geval was." Zie Acta 
1936, pag. 93, onder XII. Classis Wisconsin wenscht de 
aandacht der Synode er bij te bepalen dat uit twee geval
len in het midden der Classis gebleken is dat deze bepa
ling dubbelzinnig en voor twee verschillende uiteenloopende 
verklaringen vatbaar is, hetgeen niet bevorderlijk is aan 
goede orde maar wanorde kweekt. De twee gevallen in het 
midden der Classis zijn vereffend met dien verstande dat 
de Classis de Synode zou verzoeken om een historisch en 
kerkrechtelijke verklaring van Art. 64 der Algemeene Be
palingen. Een kerkeraad of Classis heeft echter geen be
voegdheid om Synodale bepalingen te wijzigen of te ver-. 
an:dJeren. Dit behoort tot de taak der gezamenlijke kerken 
in Synode vergaderd. Daarom herhaalt Classis Wisconsin 
haar verzoek van 1936, en dat of dezelfde grunden. Zie ook 
Kerkenorde, Art. 30, laatste deel, en Art. 31, laatste dee!. 

(Classis Wisconsin.) 

45 Class"s Grand Rapids East hereby recommends 
• that Synod appoint two (2) delegates to the Michi

gan Section of The Lord's Day Alliance. 
(Classis Grand Rapids East.) 

46 Esteemed Brethren of Synod!: 
• Classis Wisconsin brings before your I1onorable 

body thet following overture in re Proportionate Distri. 
bution of Assessments and Quotas. 

It is apparent upon a moment's reflection that the assess
ments and quotas for denominational expenses. are a much 
heavier financial burden on the small congregation than on 
the large, because the local expenses are borne by a fewer 
nnmber in the small chnrch than in the large. To be con
crete: A church of 50 families calling a minister for $1,500 
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per year must pay $30 per family per year for pastor's, salary 
alone, while a church of a hundred families calling a minis
ter for $2,000 per year must pay only $20.00 per family for 
the support of its miuister. Differences· will, of course, al
ways remain, but it has occurred to us that this difference 
can be equalized at least to a degree by proportiona tely dis
tributing the asses'sments and quotas, so that the smaller 
congregations be asked to contribute less to these funds, 
and the larger a little more. 

In order to do this, it will be necessary to dassify our con
gregations according to size, aud group them under certain 

. heads, and then according to the number of families pro
portion the amount to be contributed to each fund. We 
submit the suggestive classification below, the data for 
which has been gathered from our denomination Yearbook 
for 1937. 

Groups A B C D E TOTALS 

Churches Churches Churches Churches Ohurches Con-
1-50 51-100 101-150 151-200 over 200 grega- Fam-

Classis fam1l1es families families families famllies tions ilies 

California 7 132 *4 265 *2 242 *13 63' 
Grand Rapids-Bast 12 343 7 541 2 23' *6 1041 *3 822 30 2981 
Gr.a.nd Rapids West 11 316 4 234 4 498 6 1124 6 1425 30 3697 
Hackensack _____ 8 67 1 80 1 117 2 414 7 668 
Holland -------- 4 119 2 147 1 142 4 729 3 819 14 1966 
Hudson -------- 6 179 1 98 5 619 1 170 2 467 14 1583 
Illinois 8 294 1 83 Io, 1261 • 320 4 971 25 2929 
Muskegon -:-:.::::.: 8 262 10 784 4 454 2 337 1 205 25 2042 
Orange City __ 21 660 7 543 2 291 2 390 32 1884 
Ostfriesland _____ 13 354 3 201 16 654 

'Pacific ____ ..:____ 15 301 3 194 2 275 1 240 21 1010 
P,lla 7 166 7 672 2 230 1 200 17 1168 
Sioux Centei-:::: 10 SIp 4 294 4 472 1 199 19 1281 
Wisconsin ------ 4 102 6 430 1 190 11 722 
Zeeland -------- 2 88 4 310 6 709 1 163 1 270 14 1540 

Totals __________ 130 3787 64 4776 45 5545 27 4863 22 6633 288 26604 

* Represents number of congregations or mission stations. 

We overture Synod: 
1. To classify the congregations for the purpose of as-

sessments and apportionmentsl3s follows: 
Class A churches having from 1 to 50 families; 
Class B churches having from 51 to 100 families; 
Class C churches having from 101 to 150 families; 
Class D churches having from 151 to 200 families; 
Class E churches having over 200 families. 

2. To set the rate for assessments and apportionments 
on the basis of actual families as heretofore, but to make 
the rate of payment on the basis of the above classification 
as follows: ' 
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Class A 50 % of 'the average needed per family; . 
Class E 75% of the average needed per family; 

- Class C 1000/0 of the average needed per family; 
Class D 125 % of the average needed per family; 
Class E 150 % of the average needed per family. 

For the sake of information it may be added that this 
classification and payment on the basis suggested above 
wonld make the equivalent in proportion to fhe present sys
tem of income for denominational fnnds as' follows: 

Class of Present number 
Churches of Families 

A - 1- 50 families . __ .'_ ... ___ . _____ .. __ 3,787 
B - 51-100 families "._ ... ___ ....... __ ."._ 4,776 
C - 1'01-150 families _ .... _______________ .. ·5,545 
D -151-200 families _________ . ____________ 4,863 
E - Over 2'0'0 families ...................... 5,633 

Equivalent under the 
plan of this Overture 

1,893 
3,582 
5,545 
6,079 
8,450 

Totals ___ . _______ .... ___ .... ________ .... _.24;e04 families Equivalent to 
25,549 families 

In other words, the assessments and quotas would be in
creased if this plan were adopted to the equivalent of more 
than 900 families. Grounds: 

1. The proposed plan is more equitable than the present 
sys!tem; 

2. The larger congregations will be lending stronger sup
port to their weaker sister congregations; 

3. Some congregations now in the subsidized group will 
become self-snpporting. Others, which have felt the 
need of increasing the all too small salary of their 
pastors will be enabled to do this; 

4. In the smaller churches the way will be opened sooner 
for the organization of Christian Schools; 

5. Some chnrches will be enabled to reduce the amount 
of subsidy now needed. 

6. It is in keeping with the scriptural injunction, "Bear 
ye one another'sl burdens, and so fulfill the law of 
Christ" (Gal. 6 :2) . 

(Classis Wisconsin.) 

P. S. Toen dit voorstel overgenomen werd door de Clas
sis om doorgezonden te worden naar de Synode onttrokken 
Revs. Fortuin en Pekelder, en Ond. M. Leys zich aan de 
slemming. 
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47 AANHANGSEL by de Instrnctie van Classis Wis
• consin in re Proportionate Distribution of Assess

mentsl and Quotas. 
De vraag kwam op ter classicale vergadering of de In

structie iu orde was. Classis besloot dat de Instructie in 
orde is te behandelen. Revs. Fortuin en Bekelder protes
teerden tegen dit besluit; zoo ook de Ouderlingen M. Leys 
en Auke Douma. 

De protesten volgen: 
'Ondergeteekende teekent protest aari tegen het besluit del' Classis 

het welk uitsprak dat de instructie van X in orde was. Dit is in 
strijd met Art. 46 onzel' Kerkenorde in verband met het besluit del' 
Synode 1936, Acts 1936, pp. 124, 125. 

(Geteekend) K. W~ FORTUIN." 

"We the undersigned hereby protest against the decision of Classis 
Wisconsin in regard the overture 'Proportionate Distribution of As
sessments and Quotas.' Grounds: 

1. Synod of 1936,has decided in 1'e overture Lucas Consistory that 
it is in agreement with the general principle of Scripture that 
the family is the basic unit of all life.' 

2. Synod of 1936 has likewise decided in re overture of Classis 
Sioux Center ~that the family is the basic unit of all life.' 

3. We believe that this decision is not in harmony with Art. 46 
C. 0., whereas the overture contains no argumentation to adduce 
proof that the principle adopted by, Synod is unscriptural. We 
believe that this should have been done before adopting the 
overture. 

E: B. PEKELDER, 
M. LEYS, 

48. 

(Signed) 
(Signed) 
(Signed) AUKE D. DOUMA." 

VIII. APPEALS AND PROTESTS 

D. Stroobosscher, 3405 W. 116th St., Chicago, Ill. 
George Monsma, Edmonton, Alta., Canada. 
Mr. and Mrs. M. Hamstra, Lynden, Wash. 
Cf. Protest, sub Varia, No. 47. 

49 Protest by Rev. H. J. Mulder against Synod's adop
. • tion of the New Home Mission Order as a viola
tion of solemn promises made to onr Home Missionaries 
in their call letters. 

50. Rev.' L. J. Lamberts reqnests Synod to reconsider 
the decision of 1936 respecting the new S. S. paper. 
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SUPPLEMENT OF THE SYNODICAL COMMITTEE IN 
RE DECISION OF CLASSIS OSTFRIESLAND IN 

THE WEZEMAN CASE 

1'0 the Synod of 1937. 

ESTEEMED BRETHREN: 

• 
YOUR Committee appointed to assist and advise Classis 

OSltfiiesland in the interrogation of Dr. F. H. \Veze
man, after having received the report of the final action of 
Classis, which report we will submit to Synod', feels con
strained to add a few words to its report. The Committ'ee 
regrets to inform your honorable body that it is not at all 
satisfied with the decision of ClassLs', nor with the state
ment volunteered by Dr. Wezeman, and accepted by Classis' 
as sufficient, in which he expresses regret for, and disap
proval of, certain statementsl and expressions found in his 
Bible Notes. 

The reason for this disagreement is not fonnd> in minor 
differences of interpr"tation of some of the passages in 
the Notes, but in this: that Classis Ostfdesland has decided 
that Dr. Wezeman "has removed all grounds of suspicion 
and his status continues as heretofore." 

In general it may be said that Classi" has fallen in line 
wil'h the defense of Dr. Wezeman's· Notes in "The Truth 
About the Chicago Situation," though it differs from this 
in some ·particulars. It finds in the original Notes of Dr. 
Wezeman nothing more serious than a few errms of fact, 
SOlne expressions that are "incomplete"; "unfortunate"; 
"obscure," "inadequate," "unwise," othe,rs that may, but 
need' not indicate modernistic influence, or tha t do posi
tively reflect modernism, and a couple that fit in entirely 
with Modernism, but even so do not furnish a basis for the 
charge of modernistic teachings. There may be modern
istic express40ns, therefore without proving modernistic 
ideas or teachings. Your Committee cannot see how any 
expression can be adjudged modernistic 'except for the fact 
that it conveyed modernistic thought. Surely, word's, and 
phrases, and sentences, such alB Dr. ;VVezeman admits as 
modernistic a t this time, are carriers of thought. A teacher 
who uses language that is modernistic is by necessity in so 
far a teacher of modernism. 



-178-

The question may be raised, How could Classis Ostfries
land arrive at concll]s,ions which differ materially from 
those of the Synodical Committee, and which in some cases 
flatly contradict them. In detail. this can be learnedl only 
from a study and comparison of their respective reports. A 
few general statements can be made, however, which may 
shed some light on the situation. , . 

Classis proceeded throughout on the assumption that 
the notes of Dr. Wezeman form a' consistent whole, and 
that therefore the author ·cannot teach something different 
in one place than he does in another. The Committee, how
ever, came to the conclnsion by a study of the notes that 
they do not form a consistent whole. They contain a great 
deal of good and unobjectionable material, but alongside of 
this also embody heterogeneous elements', elements that are 
foreign to a Reformed production and tha( cannot be har
monized with the rest of the material. There is an irrecon
cilable dualism in the notes. 

The judgment of Classis was in some cases determined 
hy what Dr. Wezeman now sa)"s he intended or did not in
tend to teach in the incriminated passages. It insists on it 
th"t we shall accept Dr. Wezeman'~, statement as to what 
he intended to teach. The Synodical Committee, on the 
other hand, without denying the good intentions which Dr. 
Wezeman originally bad, was guided by the fact that Dr. 
\Vezeman nciw.intendedtodefend the teachings of the old 
Hotes, and was intelresteil to know how he harmonized these 
with Scripture and with our Reformed Confession. 

Classis proceeded on the assuinption that it was in duty 
bound to accept Dr. \Vezeman's interpretation of what he 
wrote, and 'has shown itself quite ready to do this, though in 
a couple of cases it does not remain true to this principle 
and says that, after all, the interpretation must he such as 
the words will bear. This is exactly the position which the 
Synodical Committee took from the start. It felt per
fectly free to reject Dr. Wezeman's interpretafion, if it dld 
not fit the facts or the words. 

Classis attached considerable importance to the oral dec
larations of DrFWe2Jeman respedting certain points of doc
trine, and declared that he "has satisfactorily slated and af
firmed his Reformed position on those points of doctrine 
regarding which he was asked to expressl himself in the 
interrogation held on September 23, 24, 1936." The Synodc 
ical Committee did n'Otattach so much importance to a few 
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declarations which did not stand out prominently in the in
terogation and brought to light very little that could not 
also be learned from t'he uotes. It was more iuterested to 
kuow how he, while desiring to be eutirely Reformed, could 
reconcile certain passages of his notes: with his Reformed 
position, and found his explanations ill' the main unsatis
factory. 

The rea,son for our disagreement with the decision taken 
by Classis Ostfriesland is, first of all, that it is directly con
trary to ouer advice, namely, that Dr. Wezeman be deposed 
on the ground of false doctrine. It is our firm conviction, 
a conviction strengthened by the latest proceedings of Clas
,sis Ostfrieslend, that this advice should have been adopted. 

Secondly, we disagree with the decision of Class;s Ost
friesland because Class;s has upheld his ministerial status 
without askiug or receiving from Dr. Wezeman any admis
sion of false doctrine or of modernistic and uubiblical teach
ing. It has thereby in effect and in fact taken the official 
position as a Classis of the Christiau Reformed! Church that 
there is no modernism or false doctrine in the N Oltes of Dr. 
Wezeman. MOl'eDVer, this is a position directly contrary 
to the one taken by Classis Illinois and reaffirmed by it. Cf. 
Report of Cl. Illinois submitted to ,the SynDd of 1936, like
wise given to this Committee and' to Classis Ostfriesland; 
and Report 'Of Classical Proceedings of Classis Illinois in 
"The Banner," Feb. 12, 1937, pp. 158, 159. . ' 

That this is indeed the official position of Classis Ostfries
land is abundantly plain from the following considerations: 

a. Technically and ofilcially Classis Ostfriesland has re
'quired nothing of Dr. Wezeman. This may seem strange, 
bu t a perusal 'Of the decision of Classis Ostfriesland makes 
this very plain.. The most that can be said is that Dr. Weze
man adapted his admission to what he knew Classis Ost
friesland from its report would in all probalility require 
of him. 

Class[s received a statement from Dr. Wezeman himself 
when it still faced the question what d'emands it would 
make. Classis t'hen decided ,to "declare its satisfaction with 
the vDluntary statement." 

In this statement of Dr. Wezeman there is not the sl1ght
est admission of Modernism or false dOdtrine. It does in
clude various admissions sneh as the following: "Disap
proves certain terminology and some expressions"; "Iny 
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own dissatisfaction with certain passages in some of the 
Notes',· that contain language that is Modernistic"; "state
ments which cannot be declared acceptable without my per
sonal interpretation"; "1 disavow the. three or four errors 
of fact which have found their way into the Notes"; 
Hexpressions that are too vague and obscure"; "I hereby 
also wish whole-heartedly and without any reservations to 
repudiate any and all conclusions of a Modernistic nature 
which can be drawn from the Notes in question"; but 
there is no, admissianaf madernism ar false tealching. 

On the other hand, in this statement Dr. Wezeman does 
claim: "The Bible conrses prepared by me and used by the 
Chicago Christian High School, and other institutions, ... 
clearly demonstrate my devotion to our Reformed inter
pretation ofSClripture, as well as! my disagreement with the 
the unsa tisfactorypositions of the ModerniS>ts. 

b. Classis Ostfriesland in a decision taken b,fore it re
ceived and approved Dr. \Vezeman's statement, itself plain
ly takes a posiition that strengthens Dr. \Vezeman in his 
stand. Under B, 1, General Conclusions, page 17 of their 
(Classis Ostfriesland Committee's· Report) Report they de
clare the following: "It is a significant fact that nowhere 
does Dr. Wezeman deny a Reformed doctrine or defend a 
Modernistic doctrine. To establish rhe presence of a dual
ism in Dr, Wezeman it would be necessary to prove thrut 
there do exist in the Notes twa philosophies - the one Bib
licai, the othe Modernistic. We do not he,lieve this proof 
has been of1"ered." 

From all this it is plain 'tbat Dr. Wezeman is' upheld by 
Classis Ostfriesland as not having taught Modernism or 
false doctrine. 

c. Even more to the point is Dr. Wezeman's own state
ment in a document oflicially before Class,is Ostf~iesland, 
page 75, "Permit me to say that I have no,t taught false 

. doctrine." 
And commenting on our advice to depose him he declares, 

page 75 of the same document, "It ass!erts that I have 
taught false doctrine. The Committee's evidence, .however, 
is unSUbstantial, unconvincing, and inconclusive. That 
has been abundantly demons,trated." Again, page 75, he 
declares, "The Synodical Commlttee has failed in any par
ticular to establish heresy." 
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We feel it our duty once more to declare that Dr. Weze
man has taught false doctrine, and by his failure to admit 
this, we maintain the correctness of our advice given: to 
Classis Ostfriesland, and in case Synod should now take up 
this matter, it still would be our advice. 

Finally, the Committee desires to state that it does not 
feel at all satisfied with the atitude of Dr. Wezeman in this 
whole affair. He once signed a report in which he signified 
agreement wiVh the sentiment that there was "a p",essing 
need of a rather extensive revision of certain parts of the 
ma terial used in our Bible Courses, in view of certain oh
jectionable features and glaring weaknesses." His critics 
looked upon this as a confession, but Dr. Wezeman after" 
wards declared thalt it ·was a mere gesture. dictated by 
policy. When the Board decided to submit the Notes to an 
examination by an impartial committee, in order to deter
mine whether the accusers were right or wrong, the Board 
s",nt them sets of notes in which Dr. Wezeman had first 
substituted ,sound material for the inorimiuated passages, or 
omitted these passages. Naturally, the findings of this 
Committee were on the whole favorable, though even it 
found some objectionable features. Then the "Chicago 
Messenger" stated that Dr. Wezeman had been vindicated. 
It is poss,ible ,that he did not himself write that statement, 
but he certainly did not correct it. It is misleading to say 
tha t the report of the Michigan Committee was a vindi
cation of Dr. Wezeman. That Committee did not express 
itself on the notes that were in deba~e.' When this, was 
pointed out Dr. Wezeman maintained that the notes sent to 
the Michigan Committee were essentially the same as Vhose 
which were criticized. Under the circumstances this was 
clearly intended to convey the impression that no essential 
changes had been brought about in the incriminated pas
sages. At the interrogation, however, he maintained that 
he only meant to say that it was not an entirely new set of 
notes that had' been sent to the Michigan Committee. How
ever, ,toward the very end of the sessions of the adjourned 
Classis in November, Dr. \Vezeman finally admitted that 
"certain part,icular items in my courses, have been essen
tially changed." It is notewo"thy, even in this statement, 
Jhat Dr. Wezeman does not admit that the changes were 
made in these particular items for reason that they consti
tuted false (teachings. But after the interrogation Dr. 
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'Wezeman admitted that the Note~ at lea~t contained mod
erni~tic language, 

Wishing you God's ble~sings in all your labors, 
The Committee in re Wezeman Case, 

REV, MARTIN MONSMA, Pres. 
REV. EDWARD B. PEKELDER, Sec'y. 

P. S. Your Committee has appointed the secretary, the 
Rev. E. B. Pekelder, to read and defend our Report. 

E. B. P. 

P. S. S.'Finally, we call the attention of Synod to the 
fact that Classis Ostfriesland adopted the whole, Report of 
the Committee in the case, up to C, page 18. Your Com
mittee (Synodlcal Committee) will therefore be prepared 
to submit to Synod a written analysis of and reply to this 
document when Synod convenes. 

E. B. P. 
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