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Advisory Committee 1, Synodical Services I, Rev. Alex Snider reporting, 
presents the following: 
 

I. Response to Appeal 2 and Communication 2 

A. Materials 
1. Appeal 2, pp. 581-86 
2. Communication 2, pp. 587-89 

B. Preamble 
In order to come to our decision, the committee heard from both Mr. Shaw 
and a representative from Classis Columbia. We then went into deep dis-
cussions with assistance from CTS faculty advisers so that we might under-
stand the biblical teaching regarding the New Testament about offices. 
 
Mr. Shaw did correctly identify a genuine exegetical and historical tension 
that does deserve careful attention. The New Testament does indeed em-
phasize elders (πρεσβύτεροι) who are called to shepherd (ποιμαίνω) the 
church (Acts 20:17, 28; 1 Pet 5:1-2; Titus 1:5-7). The title “pastor” as a formal 
office designation is rare, and the consistent pattern in the early settled 
churches is two primary offices: elders and deacons. However, the biblical 
data is more nuanced than a flat “two-office only” reading. First Timothy 
5:17 states that elders who rule well are worthy of double honor, especially 
those who labor in preaching and teaching. These are not two completely 
separate offices, but a clear functional distinction within the one office of el-
der: all elders lead and shepherd, yet some are recognized and supported 
for the demanding work of the public ministry of the Word. 
 
The Belgic Confession picks up on this when it simply names this settled, 
post-apostolic reality in clear ecclesiastical terms. It does not contradict 
Scripture; it reflects the church’s orderly application of the New Testament 
pattern. 
 
Mr. Shaw is mistaken when he asserts that the Reformers created the office 
of pastor on their own. The Reformers recovered and reformed this office 
according to Scripture, rejecting medieval corruptions and restoring the 
centrality of the ministry of the Word. The Belgic Confession is in continu-
ity with this teaching. As such, Mr. Shaw has a high burden of proof when 
claiming that Belgic Confession Article 31 is in error. That burden of proof 
is not met. In fact, the Belgic Confession stands in continuity with that re-
covery by the reformers, not as an innovation. 
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In an effort to offer a pastoral response to Mr. Shaw, our faculty advisor, Dr. 
Wilson de Angelo Cunha, will be reaching out to Mr. Shaw to offer a more 
extended discussion of these issues. 
 

C. Recommendations 
1. That synod not sustain the appeal. 

Ground: 
Mr. Shaw has not demonstrated that Belgic Confession Article 31 is in 
error; the article is consistent with the full New Testament witness when 
the functional trajectory within the elder office (1 Tim 5:17) and the 
church’s historic practice are taken into account. 

 
2. That synod thank John Shaw and Classis Columbia for both of the 
thoughtful gravamen and affirm the underlying biblical concern for fidelity 
to the New Testament pattern of church offices. 
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