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Reject the Defining Membership Task Force Report 

I. Background 
The Defining Membership Task Force report contains many valuable in-
sights and reflections on the comparison between officebearers and other 
members in relationship to the confessions of the church. The report notes 
Synod 1975’s pronouncement that “full agreement with the confessions is 
expected from all members of the church” (Agenda for Synod 2026, p. 257) 
and recommends that churches “develop and use membership and profes-
sion of faith classes that foster a commitment to the Reformed confessions” 
(p. 268). The report ultimately concludes that the CRCNA “permit consisto-
ries a wider latitude for membership acceptance than some past synodical 
statements have suggested” (p. 258) and recognize “the validity of CRC 
professing membership rooted in alignment [only] with the ecumenical 
creeds” (p. 268) in contrast to a profession that also affirms “that the confes-
sions of the church ‘faithfully reflect’ the truths of Scripture” (p. 258, quot-
ing the Acts of Synod 1976, p. 353). 

II. Overture 
Classis Minnkota overtures Synod 2026 to do the following: 
1. Reject the Defining Membership Task Force report. 

Grounds: 
a. The report recommends that consistories continue to reflect upon 

“the balance between confessing membership rooted in the ecumeni-
cal creeds and an approach rooted in the Reformed confessions” 
(Agenda for Synod 2026, p. 268). This so-called “balance” introduces a 
two-tiered membership level inconsistent with Church Order, which 
stipulates that the Christian Reformed Church—both members and 
officebearers alike—confesses its “complete subjection to the Word 
of God and the Reformed creeds as a true interpretation of this 
Word” (Church Order, Art. 1). The report introduces a functional 
distinction in which some members are only subject to the ecumeni-
cal creeds while others are subject to both the creeds and the confes-
sions. 

b. The Church Order indicates that the process for becoming a confes-
sing member of the Christian Reformed Church is the public pro-
fession of faith, which includes “a commitment to the creeds and 
confessions of the Christian Reformed Church” (Church Order, Art. 
59-b). The Church Order provides neither a definition of, nor 
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provision for, a “confessing membership rooted . . . [only] in the 
ecumenical creeds.” 

c. The task force report exceeds its mandate. Synod 2024 recognized 
that “‘commitment’ to the creeds and confessions is understood to 
mean increasing submission to the spiritual guidance of the church 
in a spirit of Christian love during the sanctification process” (Acts of 
Synod 2024, p. 866). Synod simply charged the task force with clarify-
ing "the difference in the relative commitment to the confessions be-
tween a member and an officebearer” (p. 867), not the introduction 
of a novel membership category whose commitment “aligns more 
closely with the ecumenical creeds than with some elements of the 
Reformed confessions” (Agenda for Synod 2026, p. 259). 

d. A prospective member’s profession that the confessions of the 
church faithfully reflect Scripture should not be construed as a bur-
densome barrier to entry. It ought to be considered a privilege of 
ministry. Accordingly, denominational resources and reports ought 
to equip and encourage consistories to fulfill their calling to “pro-
mote and defend doctrine” (Covenant for Officebearers), rather than 
prioritizing increased “latitude” (Agenda for Synod 2026, p. 258). 

2. In lieu of this report, respond to Synod 2024’s request for clarification by 
adding a supplement to Church Order Article 59-b: 

“A commitment to the creeds and confessions of the Christian Re-
formed Church” means the following: 
Members shall affirm that the confessions of the church faithfully 
reflect Scripture and promise to be formed and governed by our 
creeds and confessions, which together summarize the teaching of 
Scripture and place the church within the historic Christian faith, 
including that which synod has declared to have confessional sta-
tus. 
A member does not need a full “doctrinal understanding and 
competence” (Acts of Synod 1959, p. 22) to initially make this com-
mitment but must demonstrate a desire and willingness to in-
creasingly grow in this knowledge under the consistory’s disci-
pleship. Members promise to submit to the instruction and 
discipline of the church. Consistories must build up members 
(1 Thess. 5:11) throughout their lives by robustly promoting and 
defending confessional doctrines in a way that increasingly fos-
ters “a commitment to the Reformed confessions” (Agenda for 
Synod 2026, p. 268). 

Grounds: 
a. This definition of “commitment” is consistent with the requirement 

that all members be in “complete subjection to the Word of God and 
the Reformed creeds as a true interpretation of this Word” (Church 
Order, Art. 1), while allowing for the reality “that when a person 
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makes profession of faith, they have not fully comprehended all the 
nuances of the creeds and confessions” (Acts of Synod 2024, p. 866). 

b. This definition appropriately distinguishes the duties of members 
who, although under the authority of the creeds and confessions, 
simply commit to “increasingly grow” in their knowledge, whereas 
officebearers commit to “heartily believe and . . . promote and de-
fend” confessional doctrines (Covenant for Officebearers). 

c. Including this distinction in a short supplement makes this im-
portant information easily accessible to consistories when they need 
it. 

Classis Minnkota 
Ryan A.K. VanderWees, stated clerk 
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Preserve the Original Authority of the Council in  
Multisite Congregations 

I. Background 
We are grateful for the work done in the report of the Task Force to Study 
Multisite Churches. The report reflects careful and commendable work, 
particularly its theological grounding in the Belgic Confession, its attentive-
ness to the marks of the true church, and its exploration of the history of ec-
clesiastical networks from the Reformation to today. We also recognize that 
this is an important report for our moment, as multisite churches become 
more common and experience great success. As radio ministry, televange-
lism, and megachurches transformed the ecclesiastical landscape, we recog-
nize that multisite congregations represent another tectonic shift that we do 
well to consider carefully, thoughtfully, and biblically. 
While the report recognizes that “certain multisite arrangements risk unin-
tentionally reversing the proper ecclesiastical order” (Agenda for Synod 2026, 
p. 277), we fear that the proposed supplement to Church Order Article 35 
does not sufficiently protect the principle of the original authority of the lo-
cal council. The proposed supplement permits site churches to retain orga-
nized status—and the full classical representation that accompanies it—
even when those congregations have, in practice, surrendered their self-
governing authority to the leadership of the multisite network. We believe 
this is a vital gap that synod must address before adopting any proposed 
supplements to the Church Order. 

II. The principle at stake: original authority of the council 
Reformed polity is distinguished by the conviction that ecclesiastical au-
thority finds its original and primary expression in the local council—the 
body of ministers, elders, and deacons who together carry out the ministry 
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of the local congregation. This is not merely an administrative agreement 
but a theological commitment rooted in Christ’s headship over each gath-
ered congregation. Broader assemblies—classis and synod—possess au-
thority that is derivative and delegated, arising from what the local 
churches refer upward, not descending from above onto congregations be-
low. 
This was a very particular choice on the part of the Reformation churches, 
pushing back against the magisterium of Rome, which taught that original 
authority was given by Christ not to local leaders but to the institution of 
the papacy. The pope was seen as the true human representative of Christ 
on earth, and all authority in the church derived from his office. In contrast, 
the Reformers emphasized the “priesthood of all believers,” rooted in the 
indwelling presence of the Holy Spirit in each believer’s heart (Rom. 5:5; 
Gal. 4:6), the unique gifts of grace poured out on each member of the body 
(Rom. 12:6; 1 Cor. 12:4, 7; Eph. 4:7), and the authority of Christ expressed in 
various leadership positions (Eph. 4:11, etc.). It has been our conviction that 
the Reformed expression of this theological truth in our practical exercise of 
polity is the truest to this biblical principle. 

III. A concern not fully addressed 
This principle has practical consequences. An organized congregation in the 
CRCNA is defined not simply by numerical or financial thresholds but by 
its ability to elect a self-governing council—officebearers elected by the con-
gregation who exercise original spiritual authority over the spiritual life, 
discipline, worship, and membership of the body. Such self-governance dis-
tinguishes an organized congregation from an emerging one, and it entitles 
such congregations to full representation in classical assemblies. 
Church Order Article 35-a presents the responsibilities of the council, in-
cluding “those tasks which belong to the common administration of the 
church, such as promoting its mission, calling a pastor, approving nomina-
tions for church office, mutual censure, meeting with church visitors, and 
other matters of common concern.” In many multisite arrangements, signif-
icant portions of these responsibilities, if not all, are surrendered to network 
leadership. 
The task force report helpfully distinguishes between organized and emerg-
ing congregations. We appreciate this, and we feel strongly that this distinc-
tion must be applied consistently to congregations that join a multisite net-
work. The proposed supplement as written nevertheless allows congrega-
tions in which an elected council of officebearers have surrendered authority 
over part or all of the church’s vision, mission, and ministry to retain the 
status and privileges of an organized church. We believe this to be incon-
sistent and ripe for exploitation. 
It is not difficult to imagine a scenario in which a thriving congregation 
with a gifted and charismatic pastor establishes a multisite network by 
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adopting several declining churches as campus sites. Each adopted congre-
gation may retain its formal designation as an  “organized” congregation—
and with it, full delegation rights to classis. Yet in practice, the council of 
each site may operate as an extension of the network ’s central leadership ra-
ther than as a body exercising original authority over its own congregation. 
The officebearers of each site, however sincere and capable, may receive 
their direction from the senior pastor or network council, effectively relocat-
ing original authority from the local council to the network’s center. 
Or imagine a scenario in which the leadership of a church plant that is part 
of a multisite network begins to ask questions about matters that our de-
nomination has given local councils authority over. Suppose a site pastor 
adopts a different stance from the network’s stance on women in ecclesiasti-
cal office, children at the Lord’s table, consumption of alcohol, or some 
other matter. It is not difficult to imagine a network’s leadership, concerned 
primarily with the mission and unity and “brand” of the network, remov-
ing such an individual from leadership rather than engaging in meaningful 
dialogue about appropriate and faithful practices and leadership at the local 
level. 
What results, in effect, is an ecclesiological model that more closely resem-
bles an episcopacy (in which a bishop-like figure exercises authority over 
multiple congregations) or a presbyterian connectionalism (in which au-
thority is concentrated at the regional level) in comparison to the Reformed 
polity the CRCNA confesses and practices. The Church Order has histori-
cally guarded against both of those tendencies. The proposed supplement, 
as written, does not provide sufficient protection against the emergence of 
those tendencies in multisite form. 
The ecclesiological consequence is significant: a multisite network that ab-
sorbs multiple organized congregations may, over time, exercise a degree of 
influence and authority that no single congregation was ever envisioned to 
hold under Reformed polity. This is not necessarily the result of bad faith. 
Leaders who are deeply committed to their multisite model, and who have 
seen it bear genuine fruit in revitalization and growth, may not perceive the 
structural drift that has occurred. But the absence of malicious intent does 
not diminish the polity concern. 

IV. A proposed solution: emerging status for site churches 
We propose that the remedy lies within the framework that the task force 
has already established. The organized/emerging distinction already recog-
nizes that a congregation that lacks a fully self-governing council ought to 
be classified as emerging. We simply propose that this classification be ap-
plied consistently, including to established congregations that enter into a 
multisite network and thereby place themselves under the governance of 
network leadership. 
Specifically we recommend that synod require organized congregations en-
tering into multisite arrangements to revert to emerging status and to retain 
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that status for the duration of the multisite arrangement. This proposal is 
not punitive. It does not question the legitimacy or the fruit of multisite 
ministry, which we affirm. It does not even strip congregations of their par-
ticipation in or delegation to classis, as the Church Order allows for coun-
cils to delegate officebearers from the emerging churches under their care 
(see Supplement, Article 40-a, d.). It simply insists that ecclesiastical status 
reflect ecclesiastical reality in the present, rather than historical designation. 
A congregation that has entrusted its original authority to a neighboring 
council or regional network—however temporarily and however fruit-
fully—is, in that season, functioning as an emerging congregation under 
Reformed polity. Recognizing it as such is not a demotion but an honest 
and pastorally appropriate description of where it stands, and this situation 
provides both the congregation and the classis with a clear and accountable 
pathway forward. 
This approach also aligns with the safeguards the task force itself recom-
mends in section V, E of its report, where it recognizes that “emerging con-
gregations should be understood as temporarily lacking local officebearers, 
not as permanently dependent communities” and that “multisite structures 
should include clear pathways for leadership development and, where fea-
sible, movement toward greater local governance.” We ask only that these 
safeguards be applied with equal care to existing organized congregations 
that enter a state of network dependency. 

V. Recommended alternative supplement to Article 35 
Supplement, Article 35 
Multisite congregations 
1. Classical oversight: When one or more churches enter into a multi-

site arrangement—defined as any structure in which a congregation 
cedes or shares governing authority described in Article 35 to an-
other council or centralized leadership body—the approval of classis 
is required, in keeping with the principles of Church Order Articles 
38-a and -e. 
Classis shall ensure that appropriate church visitors—and, where ap-
plicable, church counselors—are assigned to each campus or wor-
shiping community within a multisite structure. Church visitors 
should regularly inquire into the formal arrangements governing 
multisite congregations and their campuses to ensure continued ec-
clesiastical clarity and accountability. 

2. Ecclesiastical status: In keeping with the Church Order’s principle of 
the local council’s original authority, churches that enter into a 
multisite arrangement shall be considered emerging churches under 
the care and leadership of the council providing oversight, according 
to Church Order Article 38, until such a time as the congregation 
both meets the requirements for organization laid out in Church 
Order Supplement, Article 38-b and is ready to resume local self-
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governance by electing a council of officebearers to oversee the tasks 
required by Church Order Article 35. Classis shall regularly review 
the progress that site churches are making toward organization, and 
shall continue to encourage the formation of a self-governing local 
council as the truest expression of the headship of Christ over his 
church. Site churches within a multisite network may continue to 
delegate officebearers to classis under the provisions for emerging 
congregations in Church Order Supplement, Article 40. 

3. Membership records and pastoral accountability: The council of a 
multisite congregation shall maintain clear and accurate member-
ship records for each campus or worshiping community. This prac-
tice serves pastoral care, discipline, and ecclesiastical accountability 
and assists both council and classis in discerning the health, develop-
ment, and status of each community within the multisite arrange-
ment. 

VI. Overture 
Classis Muskegon therefore requests that Synod 2026 do the following: 
A. Commend the Task Force to Study Multisite Churches for its careful and 
theologically grounded work, and receive its report as a valuable resource 
for congregations and classes navigating multisite expressions of church 
life. 
B. Amend the proposed changes to Church Order Supplement, Article 35, 
prior to adoption, to include a provision requiring that any organized con-
gregation entering a multisite arrangement be recognized by classis as an 
emerging congregation for purposes of ecclesiastical status, until such a 
time as the congregation has developed and elected a self-governing coun-
cil of ministers, elders, and deacons capable of exercising original authority 
over all responsibilities articulated in Church Order Article 35-a. 
C. Adopt the proposed changes to the Church Order Supplement presented 
in this overture to further specify that classes, in their regular review of 
multisite arrangements, reaffirm the Reformed principle of the original au-
thority of the local council of officebearers as the truest expression of the 
headship of Christ over his church, and encourage congregations and net-
works to work toward local self-governance as part of their vision and stra-
tegic plan. 

Grounds: 
1. The principle of the original authority of the local council is a foun-

dational commitment of Reformed polity, rooted in the confessional 
conviction that the church “ought to be governed according to the 
spiritual order that our Lord has taught us in his Word” (Belgic Con-
fession, Art. 30). 

2. The Church Order’s existing organized/emerging distinction, which 
the task force affirms, is theologically well-grounded and practically 
useful. Consistent application of this distinction to reflect the reality 



8 Overtures ACTS OF SYNOD 2026 

of a congregation’s self-governance through locally elected officers 
closes a significant gap in the proposed supplement without requir-
ing revision of the report’s broader framework. 

3. Without such a provision, the changes to the supplement proposed 
by the task force permit a configuration in which multisite networks 
may adopt models that conflict with or even subvert the proper role 
of the regional classis and/or local council. 

4. The task force itself acknowledges the risk that multisite arrange-
ments may concentrate authority in a central figure or network 
structure in ways that undermine local ecclesiastical accountability, 
even unintentionally. A clear requirement for churches submitting to 
the authority of a network’s leadership to revert to emerging status 
provides a concrete safeguard against this risk. 

5. Emerging status is not a permanent condition but a transitional one, 
with the goal being local self-governance. Furthermore, emerging 
status is not punitive but reflective of a congregation’s ecclesiastical 
reality. The Church Order allows for the delegation of officebearers 
from emerging congregations under the authority of a neighboring 
council. The proposed supplement encourages movement toward 
self-governance without demanding it, retaining flexibility for con-
gregations to exist indefinitely within multisite agreements under 
emerging status if that is appropriate to the ministry context. 

Classis Muskegon 
Drew Sweetman, stated clerk 

 
 
O V E R T U R E  3 9  

Response to the Defining Membership Task Force Report 

I. Background 
The report of the Defining Membership Task Force offers reflection on the 
biblical, theological, and pastoral dimensions of church membership within 
the Christian Reformed Church in North America. 
The report rightly seeks to address real pastoral and missional challenges 
faced by local consistories as they receive individuals into confessing mem-
bership. At the same time, the report introduces language and categories 
that raise important questions regarding the nature of confessional commit-
ment in the church. 
In particular, the report suggests that confessing membership may, in some 
cases, be “rooted in alignment with the ecumenical creeds” while being dis-
tinguished from full alignment with the Reformed confessions. This intro-
duces a conceptual distinction that does not clearly align with the historic 
understanding of membership in the CRC. 
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Historically the church has understood a distinction between confessing 
members and officebearers—not in the substance of their faith but in their 
role and responsibility. While officebearers are called to a greater measure 
of knowledge, discernment, and teaching responsibility, the core commit-
ment to the gospel of Jesus Christ, as articulated in the Reformed confes-
sions, is shared by all confessing members of the church. 
Furthermore, the ecumenical creeds and the Reformed confessions serve 
different but complementary purposes. The ecumenical creeds articulate 
foundational doctrines such as those focusing on the Trinity and the person 
of Christ, while the Reformed confessions give fuller expression to the doc-
trine of salvation and the gospel of grace. Accordingly, the confessions have 
functioned not as optional or secondary standards but as essential expres-
sions of the church’s shared faith. 
In recent years, some approved liturgical forms for profession of faith have 
expressed confessional commitment in less explicit ways, emphasizing 
agreement with the teachings of the church without always clearly naming 
the Reformed confessions. While often motivated by pastoral and missional 
concerns, such developments have introduced a measure of ambiguity re-
garding what is affirmed in a profession of faith. The present report appears 
to build upon and extend this lack of clarity, making it especially important 
for synod to provide guidance regarding the nature of confessing member-
ship. 
The concern, therefore, is not limited to particular recommendations within 
the report but extends to the underlying framework by which confessional 
commitment is being described. The introduction of categories such as 
“alignment,” “rootedness,” and “balance” between creeds and confessions 
introduces ambiguity into the nature of confessing membership and its rela-
tionship to the confessions. 
This lack of clarity risks creating inconsistency in practice across consisto-
ries, confusion for those making profession of faith, and a gradual weaken-
ing of the confessional identity of the church. 

II. Overture 
The council of Hillcrest CRC, Hudsonville, Michigan, overtures Synod 2026 
to do the following: 
A. Decline to adopt the Defining Membership Task Force report and dis-
miss the task force with appreciation for its work. 
B. Direct consistories and future synods to continue to include the confes-
sional nature of professing membership in accordance with the Church Or-
der. 

Grounds: 
1. The report introduces ambiguity into the nature of confessional com-

mitment for confessing members. 
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The report’s use of categories such as “alignment,” “balance,” and 
“rootedness” in relation to the ecumenical creeds and Reformed con-
fessions introduces a category shift in how confessional commitment 
is understood. This departs from the historic clarity that confessing 
members affirm the doctrine of Scripture as summarized in both the 
creeds and confessions. 

2. The report creates tension with the established teaching of Church 
Order regarding confessional commitment. 
Church Order Article 1 states that the Christian Reformed Church 
confesses “its complete subjection to the Word of God and the Re-
formed creeds as a true interpretation of this Word.” 
Church Order Article 59-b states that a public profession of faith in-
cludes a “commitment to the creeds and confessions of the Christian 
Reformed Church.” 
This language describes not varying degrees of alignment but a 
shared confessional posture of the church. The framework presented 
in the report introduces categories that suggest differing kinds or 
levels of commitment not reflected in the Church Order. 

3. The report risks redefining the distinction between confessing mem-
bers and officebearers in a way that implies a difference in kind ra-
ther than role. 
Historically the distinction between confessing members and office-
bearers has been one of responsibility, calling, and depth of under-
standing—not a difference in the substance of their shared faith. 
While officebearers are expected to demonstrate greater knowledge, 
wisdom, and ability to teach and defend the faith, the core commit-
ment to the gospel of Jesus Christ, as articulated in the Reformed 
confessions, is shared by all confessing members. 
The report’s framework risks introducing a two-tiered understand-
ing of doctrinal commitment within the church. 

4. The report’s treatment of the relationship between the ecumenical 
creeds and the Reformed confessions obscures the centrality of the 
gospel. 
The ecumenical creeds were formulated to address trinitarian and 
Christological controversies, while the Reformed confessions pro-
vide a fuller articulation of the doctrine of salvation by grace alone 
through faith alone in Christ alone. 
To suggest that confessing membership may be adequately ground-
ed in the ecumenical creeds apart from a clear commitment to the 
Reformed confessions risks diminishing the clarity with which the 
gospel is confessed in the life of the church. 

5. The report’s framework introduces practical ambiguity for consisto-
ries and congregations. 
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By introducing flexible and undefined categories of confessional 
alignment, the report risks inconsistent standards for profession of 
faith across consistories, confusion among those seeking member-
ship, weakened catechetical expectations, and diminished clarity in 
the church’s teaching and discipleship. 

6. The concerns raised are not limited to isolated recommendations but 
arise from the report’s underlying framework. 
While specific recommendations within the report reflect these con-
cerns, the issues are more fundamental. The ambiguity present in the 
report’s conceptual approach to membership and confessional com-
mitment cannot be adequately addressed through partial revision or 
selective adoption. 
For this reason, it is most appropriate for synod to decline adoption 
of the report in its entirety. 

Council of Hillcrest CRC, Hudsonville, Michigan 
Randall Plaisier, clerk 

Note: This overture was submitted to Classis Georgetown for consideration 
at its May 14, 2026, classis meeting but was not adopted. 
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Reject Recommendations A, B, and D of the  
Defining Membership Task Force Report 

I. Background 
Christian Reformed churches are for people who identify as Reformed 
Christians, just as Roman Catholic churches are for people who identify as 
Roman Catholics. Now, this does not mean that every confessing member 
in the CRC is able to understand every aspect of Reformed theology. But 
this does mean that every confessing member in the CRC has heard what 
Reformed theology is and has chosen to commit to it. 
The chief thing that marks the CRC out as distinct from other denomina-
tions is our commitment to the Reformed confessions (the Heidelberg Cate-
chism, Belgic Confession, and Canons of Dort). This commitment to the Re-
formed Confessions is made by confessing members (see Church Order, 
Article 59-b) and officebearers who are elected to their office from among 
the confessing members (see Church Order, Article 3-a). Article 1-a of our 
Church Order says forcefully that the Christian Reformed Church confesses 
“its complete subjection to the Word of God and the Reformed creeds.” 
Our Reformed confessions are significant and precious to us for many rea-
sons, but especially because they articulate the Reformed understanding of 
the gospel (salvation by grace alone), which is not shared by every ecclesi-
astical body. For example, the Roman Catholic Church rejects the Reformed 
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conviction that a person is saved by grace alone apart from works, and in-
stead teaches that a person is saved by grace and cooperating with grace. 
What concerns us about the Defining Membership Task Force report is that 
it separates the ecumenical creeds from the Reformed confessions and sug-
gests that confessing membership in the CRC could be grounded in a com-
mitment to the ecumenical creeds but not necessarily the Reformed confes-
sions. 
Notice what the task force report says: “It seems possible, then, that a con-
sistory may admit an individual to confessing membership whose commit-
ment aligns more closely with the ecumenical creeds than with some ele-
ments of the Reformed confessions” (Agenda for Synod 2026, p. 259). This 
notion appears again in Recommendations B and D on page 268. 
We believe that Recommendations A, B, and D of this task force report de-
part from the historic and current understanding of confessing membership 
in the CRC. 
Recommendation A asks Synod 2026 to note “the distinction in confessional 
commitment required of officebearers in comparison to that of confessing 
members” (p. 267). But our Church Order does not expect confessing mem-
bers to be less committed to the confessions than officebearers, as is made 
clear both by Church Order Articles 1-a and 59-b. The actual distinction our 
Church Order makes between confessing members and officebearers in re-
lation to the Reformed confessions is that officebearers are expected to 
“promote and defend” the Reformed confessions on top of committing to 
them (see Covenant for Officebearers, Church Order Supplement, Article 5-
a), whereas it is sufficient for confessing members to commit to the Re-
formed confessions without necessarily having the capacity to promote and 
defend them. This distinction is clear when the Covenant for Officebearers 
is compared side by side with Church Order Article 59-b, which spells out 
the confessional expectations for confessing members. 
Recommendation B asks Synod 2026 to urge consistories to think “about the 
balance between confessing membership rooted in the ecumenical creeds 
and an approach rooted in the Reformed confessions” (p. 268). This state-
ment is not totally clear, but in light of the clearer remark found on page 
259 (quoted above), this recommendation seems to be saying that there is 
an approach to membership “rooted in the ecumenical creeds” that stands 
apart from the Reformed confessions. This is out of step with Church Order 
Article 1-a and 59-b. 
Recommendation D then asks Synod 2026 to recognize “the validity of CRC 
professing membership rooted in alignment with the ecumenical creeds” 
(p. 268). Notice that Recommendation D does not say “rooted in alignment 
with the ecumenical creeds and the Reformed confessions.” Recommenda-
tion D goes on to mention the Reformed confessions, but not in the same 
breath as the ecumenical creeds, giving us the impression that the task force 
thinks a commitment to the Reformed confessions is certainly ideal for new 
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confessing members but not essential. This is also out of step with Church 
Order Article 1-a and 59-b. 
In contrast to this task force report, Synod 1975 rightly and plainly said, 
“Full agreement with the confessions is expected from all members of the 
church” (Acts of Synod 1975, pp. 44, 601). This declaration from Synod 1975 
simply echoes the spirit and design of the Reformed confessions them-
selves. The Belgic Confession begins all of its articles with expressions like 
“We all believe” (Art. 1) or “We confess” (Art. 3), and this “we” found 
throughout the Belgic Confession is the voice of the whole congregation, 
not merely the voice of the officebearers. The Heidelberg Catechism is simi-
lar in its deployment of personal pronouns, which are intended for the 
whole church to take upon its lips as the catechism is confessed together 
(see, for example, the personal pronouns in Heidelberg Catechism Q&A 26, 
60). 
In summary, the defining membership task force report recommends mak-
ing the Reformed confessions nonessential and secondary to the ecumenical 
creeds when it comes to confessing membership in our churches. This is 
clear from the statement found on page 259 of the report, which we quoted 
earlier, as well as from the report’s pushback against Synod 1975’s state-
ment, which is found on page 257 of their report. 
The Council of Zutphen CRC finds both of these things problematic—that 
is, no longer requiring a commitment to the Reformed confessions from 
confessing members and making the Reformed confessions secondary to 
the ecumenical creeds when it comes to confessing membership. 
We do not believe that a mere commitment to the ecumenical creeds apart 
from the Reformed confessions is satisfactory for confessing membership in 
the Christian Reformed Church, because while the ecumenical creeds lay 
out the orthodox position concerning the Trinity and the person of Christ, 
they do not explicitly lay out the Reformed understanding of the gospel. 
The ecumenical creeds were written in large part to combat trinitarian and 
Christological heresies in the ancient church, but they were not written to 
combat counterfeit gospels. The debate regarding the gospel itself hap-
pened years later at the time of the Protestant Reformation. It was in the af-
termath of the Protestant Reformation that our Reformed confessions were 
written. And our Reformed confessions lay out with clarity and force the 
true gospel—that a person is saved by grace alone apart from works rather 
than by grace and cooperating with grace. 
With this difference in mind (that the ecumenical creeds lay out the ortho-
dox doctrine of the Trinity and the person of Christ while the Reformed 
confessions lay out the proper understanding of the gospel) we believe that 
every confessing member in the CRC should continue committing to both 
the ecumenical creeds and the Reformed confessions. Of course, this does 
not mean that every confessing member understands every aspect of the 
creeds and confessions, but it does mean that they have heard the doctrine 
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contained in the creeds and the confessions and desire to commit to it. The 
Reformed confessions are as significant for confessing membership as the 
ecumenical creeds because the Reformed confessions explicitly state how a 
person can be saved—and there is nothing more essential to know, commit 
to, and confess than that. 

II. Overture 
In light of this background, the Council of Zutphen CRC of Hudsonville, 
Michigan, overtures Synod 2026 to do the following: 
A. Reject Recommendations A, B, and D in the Defining Membership Task 
Force report. 

Grounds: 
1. These task force recommendations are out of step with Church Or-

der Articles 1-a and 59-b. 
2. The ecumenical creeds alone are insufficient for confessing member-

ship in the Christian Reformed Church since they do not explicitly 
lay out the Reformed understanding of the gospel. 

3. Making the Reformed confessions secondary to the ecumenical 
creeds puts the CRC at risk of losing sight of the gospel of salvation 
by grace alone apart from works. 

4. Congregational unity is enhanced when we commit to the Reformed 
confessions together rather than having one doctrinal expectation for 
officebearers and another expectation for confessing members. 

5. The Reformed confessions have always been at the heart of who we 
are as the Christian Reformed Church. 

B. Reiterate that confessing membership in the CRC is for people commit-
ted to the ecumenical creeds (Apostles’ Creed, Nicene Creed, and Athana-
sian Creed) and the Reformed confessions (Heidelberg Catechism, Belgic 
Confession, and Canons of Dort). 

Grounds: 
1. Since the CRC’s current position has been challenged in the Defining 

Membership Task Force report, it should be reiterated by synod, in 
order to avoid confusion and guide the future practice of our 
churches. 

2. Our Church Order says that confessing membership is for people 
committed to both “the creeds and confessions of the Christian Re-
formed Church” (see Church Order Art. 59-b). 

3. Pastors and elders are a true blessing to people interested in confess-
ing membership when they patiently work with these individuals to 
help them understand not only the doctrine of God and the person 
of Christ prior to their reception as confessing members, but also the 
gospel itself. A wise person once said, “What we win them with, is 
what we win them to.” The Christian Reformed Church should con-
tinue winning people to the wonderful message that a person is 
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saved by grace alone through faith alone apart from works, as the 
apostle Paul teaches us in Ephesians 2:8-9. 

Council of Zutphen CRC, Hudsonville, Michigan 
Joel VanNoord, clerk 

 
Note: This overture was submitted to Classis Georgetown for consideration 
at its May 14, 2026, classis meeting but was not adopted. 
 


