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REPORT OF THE DEPUTIES APPOINTED BY THE SYNOD EDMONTON, 1965 FOR
*  '■" ::«.V % £   *  - - V ' - •

CONTACT WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ORTHODOX PRESBYTERIAN SHURCHES.

To the General Synod o f the Canadian Reformed 
Churches, convened a t  O rangeville on November 7, 1968.

Esteemed Brethren,

A fter due preparation deputies met w ith The Committee on 
Ecumenicity and Inter-Church r e la t io n s  o f the Orthodox Presbyterian  
Church (O.P.C. ) on Oct. i* and 5 , '66 in  the b u ild in g  o f . the O.P.C. 
a t Rochester N.Y. and again on Oct. U and 5 , '6? in  the B ethel 
Canadian Reformed Church.at T hornhill, Ont.

At the f i r s t  meeting the Rev. Messrs L. de Roy O liyer , pr.
F. K ingsley E lder, Rev. G. Knight, Rev. J. Peterson .and P ro f.-P . 
Yfoolley were present from the O.P.C. General Assembly in  1966, and' 
the Rev. D. de Jong, H. S ch o lten , L. S e lle s  and Mr. :W. Wildeboer 
from the Can. Ref. Churches.

On req uest of deputies Rev. Scholten  had been appointed by 
the Regional Synod 166 of the Can. Ref. Churches in  Ontario as a 
su b s titu te  fo r  Rev. A.B. Roukeina, who was not ab le to  attend  the  
meetings because of i l l  h ea lth .

At the second s e r ie s  of m eetings the same persons were present 
w ith  the exception  o f Prof. W oolley who was replaced by Prof, N. 
Shepherd, and Rev. D. de Jong, whose request to  be excused from, 
the m eetings because,o f . h is  departure to  Edmonton had been granted.
Rev, S c h o lte n  a c te d  now. as  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  Rev. de Jong . R ecovered ,
Rev. Roukema was able to  attend the m eetings.

In the f i r s t  meeting the reasons why the Can. Ref. Churches 
had sought .contact w ith the O.P.C, were outlined  and the mandate 
given by the Synod o f Edmonton was read. The committee informed 
deputies th a t the 33rd General Assembly of the O.P.C. had authorized  
them to  "discuss matters o f mutual concern w ith  deputies o f the 
Can. Ref. Churches", which mandate was renewed by the 3^th General 
Assembly. I t  was decided to use the in s tr u c tio n  of the deputies 
as an agenda fo r  the f i r s t  s e r ie s  of m eetings. For the second s e 
r ie s  i t  was decided to  take as agenda the po in ts which deputies  
lik ed  to  see d iscussed  from th e ir  s id e . Theyconcerned: "the func
t io n  of the co n fessio n a l standards i'n the O.P.C. and the ex ten t  
of the binding to the t e x t  of these standards;" . . . . . . .  ..'
"the membership o f the O.P.C. in  the Reformed. Ecumenical-Synod". 
"correspondence w ith  other churches and ru les fo r  correspondence."
"the changes in  the r e v is io n  of the Form of Government o f the 0.
P.C. which i s  in  preparation." • -

J * . av .. ' •-!
A. The f i r s t  p o in t o f  the in s tr u c tio n  which .'deputies received  

from the Synod of Edmonton reads: "to advise the O.P.C. v ia  her 
deputies concerning our Confession and Churchgovernment and to  in 
quire whether the O.P.C. can accept the Can. Ref. Churches on the 
b a s is  o f  th is  Confession and Churchgovennment as true churches of 
our Lord and Saviour Jesus C hrist."

The inform ation meant in  th is  p o in t was provided to  the com
m ittee by means of an h is to r ic a l  survey of the establishm ent of 
our churches in  Canada and the U .S .A ., the in trod u ction  o f the
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standards o f f a i t h  o f the Can. Ref, Churches and the Churchorder 
accepted by them.

A number of questions were ra ised  by the committee,
1. Did the teaching o f Rev, Telder concerning the interm ediate s ta te  

cause a controversy in  the Can. Ref, Churches?
Our rep ly  was th a t , though everyone does not think a lik e  on the  
matter no controversy arose . At the second s e r ie s  of meetings 
a survey of the present troub les and d iv is io n s  in  the Dutch s i s -  
terchurches was given by deputies on request o f the committee.

2. Do the Can, Ref. Churches have any troub les in  th e ir  m idst w ith  
resp ect to  the i n f a l l i b i l i t y  o f the Scriptures and the h is t o r i 
c i t y  o f the fa c ts  re la ted  in  them]
Our reply could be th at no d i f f ic u l t ie s  of th is  nature e x is t  
in  our churches.

?. Do the Can, Ref, Churches demand a verb al binding to  the Confes
s io n s in  th e ir  Form o f Subscription?
In answer to  th is  question  the subscriptionform  was read and 
the s t ip u la tio n s  on i t  d iscussed , 

it. Are the major assem blies in  the Can. Ref. Churches e x c lu s iv e ly  
broader or a lso  higher assem blies.
Our rep ly  was: e x c lu s iv e ly  broader assem blies.

5 . Are the Can, Ref. Churches w ith  -the O.P.C. o f the opinion th at 
in  the major assem blies the church i s  gathered together?
Our rep ly  i s  th a t while the church i s  the congregation o f true  
C hristian  b e lie v e rs  according to our C onfession , the church-as
sem blies are meetings o f the duly represented d elegates of the 
churches.

6 . The O.P.C, acknowledges only as binding such d ec isio n s as are 
in  complete agreement w ith  the Yrord of the Scriptures or with  
the c o n stitu tio n  o f the church based on the Word of God, Does 
th is  a lso  hold for  the Can. Ref, Churches or are "the lower and 
higher co u rts11 ( c la s s i s ,  synods) e n t it le d  according to  Can, Ref. 
Church p o li ty  to  la y  down binding ru les for  the churches?
Our reply i s  th at the churches in  th e ir  fed era tiv e  stru ctu re  
committed them selves to  abide by d ec is io n s  taken in  good 
order (A rt. 30 C.O.) and in  harmony w ith the Scriptures and 
the Churchorder (Art. 31 C,0 , ) .
The committee informs us th at in  m atters which do not d ir e c t ly  
concern the contents o f Scripture and Confession the General 
Assembly appoints study committees and submits a report to  the  
churches vfhich i s  gen era lly  deemed a ccep tab le , w hile  the church
es are free  to  implement the recommendations of such a rep ort. 
Think e .g .  o f  the report on membership of the Lodges. The re 
s u l t  can be th a t d if fe r e n t  p ra c tise s  on a cer ta in  p o in t are . 
found in  the lo c a l  churches.

The qu estion  whether the O.P.C.. can accept our churches as- 
true churches on the b a sis  o f her standards and church-government 
was not d iscussed  as i t  was no questioh  fo r  the committee but i t s  
p oin t o f  departure.

B. The po in ts 3 and i  o f the in s tr u c tio n  which deputies 
rece ived  from the Synod of Edmonton read: ,!to  in d ica te  to  the 0 .P.
C. v ia  her deputies our concept o f church correspondence and to  
fa m ilia r iz e  ourselves with the view point o f  the O.P.C, in  th is  mat
te r , 11 "To d iscu ss the correspondence w ith  other denominations a t  
p resen t maintained by the O.P.C. and by our Churches."



1* The ru les o f  correspondence w ith  fo re ig n  churches as adopted by 
the Synod of Hamilton '62 are read by d ep u ties. The committee 

takes exception  to  the f i r s t  ru le: "to see to  i t  th a t there are 
no d ev ia tion s from the Reformed confession s in  d o c tr in e , l i tu r g y ,  
churchgovernment and d is c ip lin e ,"  This ru le im plies according to  
the committee th a t the corresponding churches accept and ex cerc ise  
a kind of supervision  over one another.
As to  the ru le  that"the corresponding churches admit each o th er 's  
m in isters  to  conduct the church s e r v ic e s , preach the Ford and ad
m in ister  the sacraments'," O.P.C. m in isters w i l l  preach the Ford ' 
wherever and whenever a p u lp it  i s  opened fo r  them. The custom dates  
back to  the time th at the Word of God was scarce in  the country 
and m in isters fa i t h fu l  to  the Word o f God were in v ite d  to  lead  the  
ser v ic es  in  denominations which hungerd fo r  the bread o f l iv e .
The rulp: "to render account to  each other in  case of correspondence 
w ith  a th ird  party" i s  not too favourably received  e ith e r  s in ce  
i t  tends to  r e s t r ic t  the freedom o f the church.
The O.P.C. did never adopt c er ta in  ru le s  for  correspondence. This 
does not mean th a t the O.P.C. i s  opposed to  a l l  ru le s  for th is  pur
pose.
The suggestion  was however made in  the f i r s t  s e r ie s  o f meetings 
from the sid e  o f the committee th a t , i f  s u f f ic ie n t  agreement 
e x is te d  between the Can. Ref. Churches and the O .P.C., the two 
churches should enter in to  complete church-union. The lo c a tio n  
of the churches, w ith exception  of the Am. Ref. Church o f Grand 
Rapids on d if fe r e n t  s id es  o f the border between the U.S.A. and 
Canada i s  not considered an hindrance fo r  such a union by the com
m itte e . ■ ■
In the second s e r ie s  o f meetings the committee agreed w ith deputies  
th a t i t  would be b e tte r , i f  s u f f ic ie n t  agreement between the church
es e x is te d , to e s ta b lis h  church-correspondence.

2. The committee informed deputies th at a d is t in c t io n  i s  made in  the
O. P.C. between " fratern al re la tion s"  and " fu ll correspondence".
The O.P.C. m aintains fra te rn a l r e la t io n s  w ith sev era l Reformed and 
Presbyterian Churches a .o , the Ref. Presb. Church o f North America 
(Covenanter), sev era l Free S c o tt ish  Churches in  Canada, the Ref. 
Presb. Church o f Ire lan d , the Free Church o f Scotland. ■
The O.P.C. entered in to  a r e la t io n  o f f u l l  correspondence as s i s -  
terchurcb.es w ith the (sy n od ica l) Reformed Churches in  the Nether
la n d s, the Reformed Churches of A u stra lia  and the Reformed Church
es o f New Zealand. The ru les o f the Synodical churches were sub
m itted  to  and accepted by the O.P.C. as the ru les fo r  th is  p a rticu 
la r  correspondence.

3 . The committee can understand the ob jection s which deputies have 
a g a in st the correspondence which the O.P.C. maintain w ith  the 
Synodical churches in  Holland. The committee pointed out however 
th at asked for  advice by these churches the O.P.C. p rotested  strong
ly  aga in st the in ten d ed •jo in in g  o f the World Council o f C h ristian  
Churches and aga in st the d ec isio n  to  admit women to  a l l  the o f f ic e s  
in  the church.
I f  the (syn od ica l) Reformed Church a c t aga in st th is  advice the 0. '
P . C. could very w e ll decide to d iscontinue the correspondence.

U. O bjections are a lso  brought forward by deputies a g a in st the member
sh ip  o f the O.P.C. in  the Reformed Ecumenical Synod.
The R.E.S. backed up the d o c tr in a l d ec isio n s which led  to  a s p l i t  
in  the Netherlands. I t  took not always a firm  stand .aga in st the 
W.C.C.C. and accepted two churches as members which belonged to



th e  W .C.C.C. The (S y n o d ic a l)  Reformed Churches p la y  a le a d in g  r o le  
i n  th e  R ,E .S .
Though the committee can understand our ob jection s i t  i s  pointed  
out th a t the O .P .C . had nothing to  do -with the d ec ision s o f the 
R .E .S . concerning the d octr in a l is su es  o f 'ItU as the O .P .C . m s  
not a member of the R .E .S . when i t  took i t s  stand in  *lj.6. I t  is  
furthermore s ta ted  th a t the R .E .S .,  though taking not too firm  a 
stand over aga in st the W.C.C.C. in  i t s  f i r s t  m eetings, has ser io u s
ly  warned aga in st membership o f the W.C.C.C. in  la te r  y ea rs .
The developm ent in  th e  R .E .S . w i l l  be c lo s e ly  w atched by th e  O .P.C .

C. P o in t  2 o f th e  m andate o f  th e  Synod of Edmonton i n s t r u c t e d  
d e p u t ie s  " to  d is c u s s  w ith  th e  d e p u tie s  o f  th e  O .P .C . th e  d i f f e r e n c e s  
i n  C o n fe ss io n  and C hurch-governm ent betw een th e  O .P .C . and  our ch u rch es  
and to  examine th e se  d iv e rg e n c e s  i n  th e  l i g h t  o f th e  Word o f  God."

The fo llo w in g  poin ts were brought up by deputies:
1 . The con fession  o f an in v is ib le  church, co n s istin g  of the whole num

ber o f the e le c t ,  b esid e the con fession  o f the v is ib le  church con
s i s t in g  o f a l l  those throughout the world th at p rofess the true  
r e lig io n  and o f th e ir  ch ild ren , found in  Chapter 25 : 1 , 2 o f the 
W estminster C onfession (W .C.). Compare questions 62 and 6U of the  
Larger Catechism (L. C .).
A ccord ing  to  th e  com m ittee n o t two s e p e ra te  ch u rch es  a re  m eant b u t  
two a s p e c ts  o f  th e  one h o ly  c a th o l ic  ch u rch . The O .P.C . s t r e s s  th e  
n e c e s s i ty  to  j o i n  th e  v i s i b l e  ch u rch  i n  i t s  te a c h in g  and p re a c h in g .

2 . The a tte n tio n  o f the committee i s  drawn to  i t  th at our C onfession  
of F a ith  does not speak o f "more or le s s  pure churches" as Ch. 25 
: U of the W.C. does, but uses the d is t in c t io n :  "true and f a ls e  
church". I s ,  thus ask d ep u ties , the la t t e r  d is t in c t io n  not more 
scr ip tu r a l and does the d is t in c t io n  between more and le s s  pure not 
e a s i ly  lead  to  the un scrip tu ra l teaching o f the p luriform !ty  of 
the church?, .
The com m ittee, w onders i f  a  b a s ic  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  betw een th e  two 
d i s t i n c t i o n s .  The Can. R ef. Churches a c c e p t t h a t  th e re  i s  a gradu
a t io n  i n  th e  deg ree  w h ere in  a ch u rch  i s  t r u e  o r  f a l s e .  And t h a t  
in d e e d  no b a s is  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  ap p ea rs  from  p a ra g ra p h  5 o f Ch.
25 of the W.C. which reads: "The purest churches under heaven are 
su b ject both to  mixture and error and some have so degenerated, 
as to become no Churches of C h rist, but synagogues o f S a ta n ."

3 . Chapter 18 o f the W.C. speaking o f the assurance of grace and s a l 
vation  reads in  paragraph 3: "This in f a l l ib l e  assurance doth not
so belong to  the essence o f fa i t h  but th a t a true b e lie v e r  may w ait 
lon g , and c o n f l ic t  w ith  many d i f f i c u l t i e s  before he be partaker  
o f i t ."  Comp. L.C. Q. 81.
The W.C. according to  the committee, does not deny in  th ese  words 
th at fa i t h  i s  "a sure knowledge" and "a firm  confidence" as con
fe sse d  in  Lord's Day 7 of the Heid. C at., but speaks o f the sub
je c t iv e  assurance o f f a i t h  which i s ' t o  be d istin gu ish ed  from the 

commitment to  C hrist. Reference i s  made to  Ch, 1 : 16 of the  
Canons of Dordt which may be compared w ith the con fession  o f the 
W.C. on th is  p o in t.

1*. Answer 31 o f the L.C. reads: "The covenant o f grace was made w ith
C hrist as the second Adam and in  him w ith  a l l  the e le c t  as h is  seed". 
Deputies p o in t out th a t de Can. Ref. Churches cannot accept th is  
con fession  as scr ip tu r a l tru th . They do agree however w ith the 
co n fessio n  o f Answ. 166 o f the L.C. which reads: "but in fa n ts  desc
ending from p arents, e ith e r  both or but one o f them p ro fessin g  fa ith
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in  C h rist, and obedience to  Him a re , in  th at r e sp e c t, -within the 
covenant and are to  be b a p tiz ed ."
The committee assures th at the teach ing in  the O.P.C. i s  in  agree
ment w ith Answ. 166. The Kuyperian th e s is  o f a presumptive regene
ra tio n  as ground for  the baptism of in fa n ts  has never been accepted  
in  the O.P.C.

5* In connection w ith  a number of ru les in  Answ. 99 o f the L.C. for  
the understanding o f the 10 commandments, the ex ten siv e  treatm ent 
o f th ese commandments in  the L .C ., whereby in  p a rticu la r  sev e r a l  
expressions used in  the p resen tation  o f the Uth. commandment in  
Answ. 116 -  121 are questionable and in  connection w ith  other ob
je c t io n s  a g a in st answers o f the L.C. the question  i s  ra ised  by 
deputies in  how far  in  p a r ticu la r  the L.C. i s  binding in  the O.P.C. 
The committee answers th a t though a l l  the standards of the O.P.C. 
are b in d in g , the L.C. does not have the place in  the O.P.C. which 
the Heid. Cat. has in  our churches. The L.C. i s  not used anymore 
for  preaching purposes. I t  i s  a lso  hardly used fo r  catechism  in 
s tr u c tio n . The r e s u lt  i s  th at the L.C. i s  not too  w e ll known among 
the church members. This i s  in  p a rticu la r  the case in  those churches 
which c o n s is t  for  the greater part o f members which came to  the “ 
church through home-mission work done in  th e ir  communities.
The committee r e p lie s  in  the second p lace th a t in  the O.P.C. a d is 
t in c t io n  i s  made between o fficeb ea rers  who should know and be able  
to  teach and defend the confession s and common b e lie v e rs  who want 
to  jo in  the church. Though the la t t e r  must be prepared to submit 
them selves to -the in s tr u c tio n  o f the church, they are adm itted to  
the church on th e ir  p ro fessio n  o f fa i t h  in  the Lord Jesus as th e ir  
Saviour and no complete knowledge o f the en tire  co n fession  nor agree
ment w ith  each se c t io n  o f i t  i s  demanded.

6 . The d ifferen ces  in  church-government between the O.P.C. and the Can. 
Ref. Churches were ex te n s iv e ly  d iscu ssed . The O.P.C. in  i t s  Form 
o f Government takes i t s  p o in t o f departure in  the church u n iv ersa l. 
The lo c a l churches are branches o f th is  u n iversa l church. The im
p lic a t io n  of th is  view  i s  th a t the General Assembly i s  the c h ie f  
governing body in  the church and the au th ority  o f the presbytery  
( c la s s i s )  i s  superior to  the au th ority  of the se ss io n  (c o n s is to r y ) .
As however the O.P.C. accept only those d ec ision s as binding which 
are d ir e c t ly  based on the Word of God or on the C on stitu tion  o f the  
church i t  i s  not p o ss ib le  that the churches are brought under the  
power o f the major assem b lies. The same ru le  checkes a ls o  the danger 
of dominocracy which i s  present s in ce  according to  Ch. U o f the Form 
o f Government (F .O .G .) "the o f f ic e  o f the m in ister  i s  the f i r s t  in  
the church both for  d ig n ity  and u sefu ln ess ,"  and s in ce  a l l  the m inis
te r s  are delegated  to  the major assem b lies.
As e ld ers  are considered to  be "the p a rticu la r  rep resen ta tives of 
the people" according to  Ch. 5 o f the F.O.G. the danger e x is t s  th at 
they become the executors o f the w i l l  o f the people. Traces of i t  
are found in  Ch. 13 : 1 , Ch. 13 : 1 and Ch. 17 o f the F.O.G.
A d is t in c t io n  between " ju d icia l"  and "adm inistrative" d is c ip l in e ,  
which i s  made in  Ch, 1 of the Book o f D isc ip lin e  may lead to  i t  th a t  
church d is c ip lin e  i s  not only used to  "punish sin" but a lso  as a 
me as \are of order.
These and other poin ts showed th at considerable d ifferen ces  e x is t  
between the two churches in  the implementation o f the kingship of 
the Lord Jesus over His church. But as to  the great p r in c ip le  of 
sc r ip tu r a l ch u rch -p olity : the complete sovereignty  o f the Lord Jesus, 
as the Head over His body: the Church, and consequently o f the Y'ord
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ofC hrist as so le  ru le fo r  doctrine a n d . l i f e ,  no d ifferen ce  e x is te d . 
The ccmmittee was w e ll aware th at the matter of church-government 
should remain open fo r  fu rth er d iscu ssion s and the readiness to  
go farth er  in to  i t  i s  present.

7. A rev is io n  o f the Form of Government i s  in  process in  the 0 .P.C.

D. The d is c u s s io n s  w ere h e ld  i n  a b r o th e r ly  s p i r i t  and a  b a s ic  
u n i ty  o f  f a i t h  was e x p e rie n c e d  a t  -the- m e e tin g s .

This un ity  which in  sp ite  of d ifferen ces  in  d o ctr in a l i s s u e s ,  
in  m atters of church-p olity  and in  the h is to r ic a l  background and de
velopment o f the resp ec tiv e  churches p rev a iled , made i t  a great joy  
to  meet togeth er . * ■

E. The mandate which the Synod o f Edmonton gave deputies does 
not contain  the in s tr u c tio n  to  make recommendations to  the churches 
or to  the coming Synod.

This report which in  agreement w ith  standard procedure i s  adressed 
to  the Synod o f O ran geville , i s  r e sp e c tfu lly  submitted to  the churches 
in  the exp ecta tion  and hope th a t the churches w i l l  overture the major 
assem blies on th is  p a r ticu la r  m atter.

With broth erly  g r e e tin g s ,

A.B. Roukema,- Clerk.
H. Scholten .
L. S e l le s ,  Convener. 

February, 1968. • W. W ildeboer.



A P P E N D I X

SUMMARY OF MEMBERSHIP of the Orth. Presb, Church, 12-31-1966.

8.789  

U.790

P r e s b y te r ie s  (C la s s e s )  i n :

Dakotas 17 churches

New Jersey 16 it

N. York and New England Hi it

Ohio 5 ii

P h iladelph ia 16 ti

South 6 it

S. C a liforn ia 12 ii

West Coast 13 n

W isconsin 7 it

Number o f Churches: 106

Number o f Chapels (Home M ission) 10

Number o f M inisters l$h

Number o f Members 13.579 -  -  -  Communicant Members:

Baptized Children

Average C ontribution per comm, member: $ 1 9 9 .-
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