
Overture 18 
 
Classis Pacific Northwest of the URCNA overtures Synod 2010 to thank the Joint Church 
Order Committee for their extensive work to date; and it requests that the committee be 
disbanded and the Proposed Joint Church Order (PJCO) be received for information. 
 
Grounds: 
 

1. We believe the current URCNA church order provides a better framework for ruling 
and guiding the local church of Christ and relating the local congregation to the 
federation of churches for purposes of accountability. 

2. We believe the PJCO contains provisions that adversely affect “rule by elders” in the 
local church by unnecessarily subjecting the original authority from Christ vested in 
local elders, to the decisions of broader assemblies, thereby encouraging hierarchical 
governance arrangements in the churches. 

3. We cite the following areas of concern that remain unresolved as of the writing of this 
overture.  Original authority in the Church of Christ, where it resides, how it is 
exercised, and what aspects can be delegated to assemblies for the churches in 
common lie at the heart of our concerns.  We believe that the PJCO significantly 
confuses original authority and derived authority, particularly as follows: 

a. Article 28:  We do not believe that the introduction of regional synods really 
enhances governance of the church.  Instead we believe it simply adds levels of 
bureaucracy and a sense of hierarchy to the federation. 

b. Article 29 (but also referenced in other articles):  We do not believe it is 
appropriate to appoint men with only derived authority to advise broader 
assemblies as Deputies of Regional Synod.  We believe the potential for abuse 
of office and “lording it over” will increase with this type of appointment. 

c. We believe the articles dealing with the calling of a Minister of the Word tend to 
confuse who really supervises him, consistory or classis. 

d. Articles 25 and 30:  We believe that the delegates to the broader assemblies 
should be selected or appointed by the consistories of the churches from their 
own number.  We believe that the lawful constitution of a synod consists in a 
gathering of all the churches and therefore it should be constituted by men 
delegated from each church in the federation.  This enables each congregation 
to participate in the broader assemblies, helps guard against the danger of 
assemblies that are disconnected from the local churches, and prevents 
broader assemblies from taking up matters that are best finished in the local 
churches. 

e. Article 35:  We believe that the liturgy in the local church should effectively be 
regulated by the consistory using principals of biblical and reformed worship, 
including the selection and setting of Psalms and Hymns in worship. 

f. Article 36:  We believe that the local consistory is responsible for permitting 
men to fill the pulpit to deliver the full council of God, and to exhort the 
congregation.  We consider the prior approbation of classis an unnecessary 
encumbrance to the occasional need to supply the pulpit using men who have 
demonstrated their love for biblical preaching and the Reformed Confessions to 
the local consistory. 

 
 



4. We are persuaded by the wisdom of the following:  “The order under which the 
churches live is regulatory but does not work by compulsion.  It should prescribe 
matters exactly so that there may be no deviation from Scripture and the Confession. 
Yet the application of this principle must leave a great deal of freedom in church life.”1 

 
 
 
 
 
Rev. Kevin Efflandt 
Stated Clerk, Classis Pacific Northwest 

                                      
1 See J. Jansen, Korte Verklaring van de Kerkenordering, (1st ed., Kampen: J.H. Kok, 1923), 
quoted in Bound Yet Free Readings in Reformed Church Polity, in a paper by J. Van Dalen 
entitled “The Scriptural Principles of Church Polity” Dr. J. De Jong editor, Winnipeg: Premier 
Publishing, 1995. 


