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Classis East 
Meeting of January 13, 2021 

Minutes Pertaining to Deposition 

ARTICLE 27 
Classis treats Byron Center Consistory’s request for judgment regarding its decision to 

depose Rev. A. Lanning (Supplement 47, see also Articles 29, 37, and 38). 
I. Information re. Legality: 

A. The Byron Center PRC Consistory decided on Nov. 28, 2020, to suspend Rev. A. 
Lanning according Articles 79, 80 of the Church Order for the sin of public schism. 

B. The Byron Center PRC Consistory requested the judgment of Trinity PRC Consistory, a 
neighboring consistory.  On December 5, 2020, Trinity’s Consistory concurred with the 
decision to suspend Rev. Lanning. 

C. The Byron Center PRC Consistory decided to depose Rev. Lanning according to 
Articles 79, 80 of the Church Order for the sin of public schism at its meeting on Dec. 
12, 2020.  They also approved a motion to seek the judgment of Classis East. 

D. The Byron Center PRC Consistory and Rev. Lanning signed a document, in which they 
both expressed that they are “at an impasse.” 

II. Recommendations:  

For recommendation A there is a majority and a minority report. The majority 
recommendation is: 

A. That Classis treat the material of this matter in closed session.  Ground: Matters of the 
discipline of a minister ought to be done in closed session. 

It is moved to approve the majority report. 

The minority recommendation is read as follows (Supplement 48): 

That classis treat the matter of Rev. Lanning’s suspension and deposition in open session. 
Ground: Although the matter concerns the deposition of an officebearer, the matter is public. 

1. The sermons that are the material of the charge are public sermons. 
2. The charge is a charge of public schism. 
3. A letter sent to every church in the denomination informing the churches of the decision 

and the particular sermon that was the cause of the decision.  

Classis votes on the recommendation of the majority. Carried 

Classis enters closed session 

B. That Classis declare the request of Byron Center PRC’s Consistory that Classis East 
approve of the deposition of Rev. A. Lanning legally before it.  Ground: Articles 30 and 
79 of the Church Order have been met in this case.  Explanation: 
1. There are some unique circumstances in this case: 

a. The time between suspension and deposition is very short (a couple of weeks), 
while Van Dellen and Monsma say the rule is three to six months (p. 327). 
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b. The neighboring consistory’s approval was not sought for deposition, which is 
usually the way deposition is decided (see VDM p. 327). 

2. Yet there are good reasons for Classis to judge this request to approve deposition 
from Byron Center’s Consistory. 
a. Byron’s Consistory and Rev. A. Lanning have requested the judgment of Classis 

East in this matter because they are at an impasse. (agenda, p. 180). 
b. Rev. Lanning has not objected to the short period of time between suspension 

and deposition, but has encouraged the consistory to take it to Classis. 
c. Because of the unrest and difficulties in the Byron Center congregation an 

immediate decision would be better. 

It is moved to recommit for the reformulation of the explanation for the ground.   
  Carried 

ARTICLE 29 
Classis treats the recommitted recommendation B regarding Byron Center’s request for 

judgment (Supplement 49, see also Articles 27, 37, and 38). 

Classis enters closed session per the decision of Art. 27 II, A. 

B. That Classis declare the request of Byron Center PRC’s Consistory that Classis East 
approve of the deposition of Rev. A. Lanning legally before it. Grounds: The requirements of 
Articles 30 and 79 of the Church Order have been met.  

1. Both Byron Center PRC Consistory and Rev. A. Lanning have requested the judgment 
of Classis East regarding deposition. 

2. The Byron Center Consistory followed the proper procedure for suspension and 
deposition according to Art. 79. Carried 

ARTICLE 32 
The chairman rules that a document replacing page 130 in the Agenda is legally received at 

this meeting (Supplement 44). 

ARTICLE 37 
Classis returns to the request of Byron Center Consistory for judgment regarding the 

deposition of Rev. A. Lanning (Supplement 50, see also Articles 27, 29, and 38) 

Classis enters closed session per the decision of Art. 27 II, A.  

I. Information: 
A. On November 10, 2020, the BC Consistory made the decision to require Rev. Lanning 

to resign as editor of the Sword and Shield for a time. 
B. On November 15, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14 in 

response to the BC Consistory’s decision that Rev. Lanning no longer serve as editor of 
the Sword and Shield magazine.   
1. In this sermon he charged office bearers of the PRC with: 

a. Excusing devil’s theology. 
b. Doing something as serious as homosexual acts. 
c. Claiming this error was never repented of in the churches, but is being minimized 

and covered up. 
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2. He claims that the Sword and Shield is the lone voice consistently exposing the lie 
and calling the denomination to repent. 

C. On November 18, 2020, the BC Consistory made a decision to seek the advice of the 
church visitors of Classis East in regard to their decision to remove Rev. Lanning as 
editor of the Sword and Shield, and in regard to the sermon preached on Jeremiah 
23:4, 14.  

D. On November 22, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on 2 Timothy 4:1-4, in which 
he criticizes the consistory and church visitors. 
1. He criticizes the consistory for calling in the church visitors. 
2. He criticizes the church visitors as bringing earthly and devilish wisdom. 

E. On November 26, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a Thanksgiving sermon on 
Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 in which he mischaracterizes the advice of the church visitors and 
criticizes a possible direction of the consistory. 

F. The consistory’s subsequent actions: 
1. On Nov. 28, 2020, they relieved Rev. Lanning of his duties and adopted the advice 

of the church visitors to suspend Rev. Lanning for the sin of public schism. 
2. On Dec. 4, 2020, Trinity PRC’s Consistory rendered their judgment to suspend Rev. 

Lanning.   
3. Definition of public schism as provided by the Church Visitors and the judgment of 

the Consistory of Trinity PRC: “Public schism “is the sin of dividing the congregation 
or the Churches into factions, arousing the people of God to discord or mutiny. The 
motives may be those of self-justification or defiance of authority in the Church or 
desire for personal self-advancement and the like” (Prof. Hanko, Notes on the 
Church Order, p. 123).  

4. On Dec. 5, 2020, they expressed agreement with Trinity PRC’s advice and 
suspended Rev. Lanning, according to Art. 79 of the CO.  This was announced on 
Dec. 6, 2020. 

5. On Dec. 8, 2020, Rev. Lanning protested the consistory’s decision to suspend him. 
6. On Dec. 9, 2020, BC’s Consistory adopted the advice of Trinity’s Consistory, and 

made it their own. 
7. On Dec. 12, BC’s Consistory rejected Rev. Lanning’s protest, except for ground 5, 

which they sustained. 
8. They come to Classis East asking for “the judgment of Classis East, with the advice 

of the delegates ad examina of the synod for the deposition of Rev. A. Lanning for 
the sin of public schism according to Art. 79, 80 of the Church Order.  Grounds: 
a. We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermon on 11/15/20 constitutes public schism as 

evidenced by the material provided. 
b. We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermons following on 11/22/20 and 11/26/20 

constitute further schism as evidenced in the enclosed materials. 
c. Rev. Lanning has shown no evidence of repentance regarding the consistory’s 

instruction 

For recommendation II, there is a majority report and a minority report. The majority report 
is read as follows: 

II. Recommendation: that Classis East concur with Byron Center’s decision to depose Rev. A. 
Lanning and advise Byron Center’s Consistory to proceed with the deposition of Rev. A. 
Lanning from the office of the word and sacraments.  Grounds: 
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A. Rev. Lanning’s actions in the sermons he preached on Jeremiah 23:4, 14; 2 Timothy 
4:1-4; and Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 constitute the sin of public schism.  With statements made 
in these sermons, Rev. Lanning has sinfully divided the congregation and the churches 
into factions.  These statements are not false doctrine, but his own wrong applications 
of the teaching of the texts, by which he divided the church and churches.   
1. In these sermons he publicly charges ministers and office-bearers of the PRC with 

unrepentant sin.  The statements in his sermons and his subsequent actions are 
enumerated by the BC consistory, the advice of the church visitors, and set forth 
clearly by Trinity PRC consistory in the supplemental material (agenda, p. 125-179).  
a. In his sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14, Rev. Lanning charges the delegates of 

Classis East, February 2018, with a sin that he said was like the sin of all the 
delegates taking off their clothes and committing public sodomy with each other, 
for which they should have been deposed (agenda p. 161, 183). 

b. Rev. Lanning charges the ministers, office-bearers, and churches of not 
repenting of this sin, and continuing to teach and minimize this error (p. 184, 
185).  At the very least he casts suspicion on the doctrinal orthodoxy of most of 
the ministers and elders of Classis East without ever bringing formal charges of 
sin, protests, or appeals to any assembly.   

c. At the same time Rev. Lanning said that the only rejection of this lie is found in 
his preaching and in the Sword and Shield magazine (p. 185): …Show us where 
the lie is today.  I’ve done that.  I’ve done that publicly in writing.  I’ve done that 
now in the pulpit.  But let me ask you a question.  You want to know from me 
where is the lie.  I want to know from you where is the rejection of the lie today?  
Where do you hear condemnation of the devil’s theology as the devil’s theology?  
Is that the message you hear pouring out of the Protestant Reformed Churches 
today?  Is that what you read in letters from consistories to congregations 
warning against a magazine?  Is that what you hear - rejection of the lie?  I don’t 
hear it.  I don’t hear it.  Except in one place consistently.  One magazine.…   

d. Thus he divides the congregation and denomination preaching that most office-
bearers are unrepentant unbelievers in contrast to himself and those who stand 
with him. 

2. Rev. Lanning’s schismatic actions of publicly charging office-bearers with sin are 
contrary to Scripture. 
a. Every member of the church, especially its office bearers, must under every 

circumstance endeavor “to keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace.”  
This is for the safety and welfare of the church.  James 3:16, “For where envying 
and strife is, there is confusion and every evil work.”  Or again, Galatians 
5:14-15, “For all the law is fulfilled in one word, even in this; Thou shalt love thy 
neighbor as thyself. But if ye bite and devour one another, take heed that ye be 
not consumed one of another.” 

b. This love of the neighbor and the church lies at the heart of Matthew 18:15-20.  
The principle of Matthew 18:15-20 is to protect in as much as possible the honor 
and good character of a brother or sister even when sin has been committed.  
This is accomplished, not by preaching such sin to others, but by keeping sin 
private, as much as possible.  

c. The principle of Matthew 18 is applied by the apostle Paul to those who hold 
office in the church.  He writes in 1 Timothy 5:17-19, “Let the elders that rule well 
be counted worthy of double honor, especially they who labor in the word and 
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doctrine. . . . Against an elder receive not an accusation, but before two or three 
witnesses.”  If an accusation is to be leveled against an elder, pastor or deacon, 
it must not be published to everyone in the church but must be carefully proven 
to the elders of the church.  Likewise, if a consistory is felt to be in error then it 
must be taken to classis.  If a classis is thought to be in error it must be taken to 
the synod.  To publish the perceived error publicly in the church contradicts the 
principle of Matthew 18.  This is true even when dealing with an accusation of 
heresy.  If an accusation of heresy is preached from the pulpit rather than 
following the way of protest and appeal through the ecclesiastical assemblies it is 
a failure to follow the Word of God in Titus 3:10, “A man that is an heretick after 
the first and second admonition reject.”  This verse points to the truth that in 
dealing with heresy the church must follow the careful way of discipline.  Such 
discipline of heresy takes place through the deliberation of those appointed by 
God to do this. This is the way of love not only, but this is the proper way to show 
respect for the office one holds. 

d. By publicly leveling accusations against ecclesiastical bodies without so much as 
protesting their decisions Rev. Lanning does not show charity, dishonors the 
office bearers of the church and by doing so, contrary to the command of Christ, 
creates discord and division in the church of Jesus Christ.  1 Thessalonians 
5:12-13, “And we beseech you, brethren, to know them which labor among you, 
and are over you in the Lord, and admonish you; And to esteem them very highly 
in love for their work's sake. And be at peace among yourselves.” 

3. Rev. Lanning’s schismatic actions of publicly charging office-bearers are contrary to 
our Confessions. 
a. He has not followed in his preaching or conduct the sixth commandment as 

explained in the Heidelberg Catechism, Q&A 107, “But is it enough that we do 
not kill any man in the manner above mentioned?  No; for when God forbids 
envy, hatred, and anger, He commands us to love our neighbor as ourselves; to 
show patience, peace, meekness, mercy, and all kindness towards him, and 
prevent his hurt as much as in us lies; and that we do good, even to our 
enemies.” 

b. Article 31 of the Belgic Confession when speaking of Christ’s establishment of 
the offices in the church instructs us, “Moreover, that this holy ordinance of God 
may not be violated or slighted, we say that everyone ought to esteem the 
ministers of God’s Word and the elders of the church very highly for their works 
sake, and be at peace with them without murmuring, strife, or contention, as 
much as possible.”  

4. Rev. Lanning’s schismatic actions of publicly charging office bearers with sin are 
contrary to the teaching of the Church Order in Article 74, which is built on the 
foundation of the Scriptures and Confessions quoted above. 
a. By leveling public charges of sin against office bearers (agenda, p. 160, 181) and 

demanding repentance publicly in his preaching without bringing charges to the 
consistories of these men Rev. Lanning violates Article 74 of the Church Order: If 
anyone, having been admonished in love concerning a secret sin by two or three 
persons, does not give heed, or otherwise has committed a public sin, the matter 
shall be reported to the consistory.”   

b. The way appointed by Christ is not to bring charges of sin to the court of public 
opinion, not even public sin.  All charges of sin are to be brought to the 
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consistory as the sole court Christ appointed to judge and treat such sins.  There 
are no other options. 

B. Rev. Lanning’s actions in the sermons he preached and in his subsequent defense of 
these actions constitutes public schism when he slandered the office-bearers in the 
churches through his characterizations, accusations, and charges, which is a violation 
of the 9th commandment.   
1. In his public accusations of office bearers of Classis East Rev. Lanning dealt with 

brothers in the Lord as if they were his enemies going so far as to imply they were 
unbelievers. 
a. He does this when he portrays the men of Classis East as homosexuals 

deserving the punishment of Sodom.  Such a horrible accusation against the 
office bearers of Classis East could not possibly come out of a proper exegesis 
of Jeremiah 23:14.  Jeremiah was able to say this because the God who knows 
the hearts of the prophets of Jerusalem gave this to Jeremiah by direct 
revelation.  Rev. Lanning may not make this same claim.   

b. Also in his sermon on Jeremiah 23 he denounced rashly and unheard by 
consistory, classis or synod, a professor of our seminary and editor of the 
Standard Bearer as promoting statements from Satan (Agenda, page 184).   

c. In standing behind his sermon on Jeremiah 100%, Rev. Lanning informs the 
elders of BCPRC that they “have gone to the prophets of Egypt for 
understanding by going to the Church Visitors.”  And, “the Church Visitors will not 
counsel you to your profit, but to your shame” (Agenda, page 138).   

d. Later in his sermon on Ecclesiastes Rev. Lanning does not promote the honor 
and good character of the church visitors when he says, “Beloved congregation, 
we stand at a crossroads.  We stand before that calling: go to the house of 
mourning.  Do not go to the house of feasting as a church, as a congregation.  
We stand before that crossroads right now, this day, as a congregation.  Will we 
go to the house of mourning, or will we be a house of feasting?  The essence of 
the church visitors’ advice to this church is that the rebuke against our sin as a 
church and as a denomination of displacing the perfect work of Christ is not 
allowed in this pulpit.  That is the essence of this advice” (Agenda, page 200).  
This rash accusation is aimed at office bearers in the church in order to discredit 
them as enemies of the cause of Christ, without the congregation even knowing 
that the church visitors gave advice to the consistory or proving that this advice 
was in error. 

e. Rev. Lanning judges and condemns the Protestant Reformed denomination as 
embracing the lie when such a lie can be found nowhere in the minutes of the 
assemblies of our churches: That makes this word [Jeremiah 23:4, 14] a perfect 
word for our congregation in these days because the same situation 
characterizes the Protestant Reformed Churches. . . . The form is there just like it 
always was in the days of our fathers and fathers’ fathers, but there’s something 
wrong.  There is something so dreadfully wrong in the Protestant Reformed 
Churches and in Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church.  The Word of God 
was perverted.  Corrupted. Twisted. . . (Agenda, page 181). 

2. Rev. Lanning in his sermons and defense has violated Scripture and the 
confessions. 
a. He violates the requirement of the 9th commandment, which is explained by the 

Heidelberg Catechism in LD 43: ““that I be no backbiter, nor slanderer, that I do 
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not judge, nor join in condemning any man rashly or unheard, but . . . that also I 
defend and promote, as much as I am able, the honor and good character of my 
neighbor.”   

b. He violates Scripture, which teaches in 2 Thessalonians 3:14, 15 that, even in 
the case of one who does not obey the Word of God, “yet count him not as an 
enemy, but admonish him as a brother.” 

3. By this violation of the 9th commandment against fellow office bearers, Rev. Lanning 
elevates himself over other ministers by creating suspicion of fellow office-bearers, 
which promotes division within the church. 

C. Rev. Lanning’s actions in the sermons he preached constitute public schism by 
insubordination to the authority in the church in violation of the 5th commandment. 
1. Rev. Lanning expressed grievances which contradict the decisions of Classis East 

at its Sept. 12, 2018 meeting. 
a. In his sermon on Jeremiah 23, Rev. Lanning charges that the office-bearers of 

Classis East remain guilty for the wrong decisions they made and must repent; 
that they continue to walk in lies, twist, pervert, and corrupt the truth, commit 
spiritual fornication, and strengthen the hand of the evildoer.  

b. But Classis East formally declared three times “that Classis East erred in its 
decisions of February 28, 2018, which decisions are then quoted, and the 
decisions of Synod 2018 are quoted and used as a ground (Art. 15-17).  

c. By this action of charging Classis East with failing to repent or condemn the 
doctrinal error, Rev. Lanning militates against the decisions of Classis East.   

d. By this action, Rev. Lanning leads others into this same disagreement of Classis’ 
decisions, which constitutes public schism. 

2. Rev. Lanning expressed public disagreement with the decision of his consistory to 
the congregation and denomination through the pulpit, thus showing insubordination 
to his overseers, the elders. 
a. Rev. Lanning’s sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14, was a public expression of his 

disagreement with the Nov. 1, 2020 decision of his consistory that required him 
to resign as editor-in-chief of the Sword and Shield, and about which decision the 
congregation had just been informed.   

b. The consistory judged this sermon upon a careful consideration of the content, 
tone, admitted occasion, as well as the following: 
1) Rev. Lanning knew the decision was controversial in the congregation, yet 

made no attempt to urge the congregation to submit to the decision in the 
church orderly way, and gave every indication by his tone and manner that he 
disagreed with that decision. 

2) The reaction of many, who, whether they agreed or disagreed with the 
sermon, took it as the consistory did - an expression of disagreement with the 
consistory’s decision. 

3) Rev. Lanning also expressed further disagreement with the decisions of the 
consistory in subsequent sermons on 2 Timothy 4:1-4 and Ecclesiastes 7:2-6.  
(agenda, p. 178) 

4) The consistory reports that “Rev. Lanning also has made no attempt to 
reassure the consistory that he was not expressing disagreement with the 
consistory in either tone or content, or to apologize to the consistory for any 
offense he may have given.” (agenda, p. 178) 
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c. The seriousness of Rev. Lanning’s actions of militating against consistory 
decisions are two: 
1) He violates Article 31 of the Church Order when he takes his grievances to 

the pulpit rather than to the assemblies of the church.  This article reads: “If 
anyone complain that he has been wronged by the decision of a minor 
assembly, he shall have the right to appeal to a major assembly, and 
whatsoever may be agreed upon by a majority vote shall be considered 
settled and binding, unless it be proved to conflict with the Word of God or 
with the other articles of the Church Order.”  

2) By bringing this disagreement with the consistory to the pulpit he attempts to 
influence the people to choose his view over the consistory’s decision, which 
is schismatic. 

3. Rev. Lanning expressed publicly his disagreement and condemned the advice of the 
church visitors, and urged both his consistory and church to reject it before it was 
decided upon. 
a. Rev. Lanning expressed this disagreement in the ending application of the 

sermon preached on Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 (agenda, p. 200).   
b. Rev. Lanning makes public in that sermon what had not yet been decided.  The 

only explanation can be an attempt to sway the consistory and set the 
congregation against the advice the church visitors gave to the consistory. 

It is moved to grant advisory vote to Prof. Dykstra. Carried 

It is moved to approve the majority report.  

After the motion to approve the majority report the minority recommendation is read as 
follows (Supplement 51): 

I. Information: 
A. On November 10, 2020, the Byron Center consistory decided “to require Rev. Lanning 

to resign as editor of the Sword and Shield publication for a time, and until such time 
that the consistory may approve of his involvement as editor. This would include all 
activity normally required of, or assigned to, an editor’s position” (p. 127). 

B. On November 15, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14 that he 
acknowledges “was occasioned by the consistory’s decision” (p. 175). 

C. On November 18, 2020, Byron Center made a decision “to seek the advice of the 
Church Visitors in regard to [the consistory’s] decision” requiring Rev. Lanning to resign 
as editor (p. 128). 

D. On November 19, 2020, Byron Center made a decision “to request advice from the 
Church Visitors, regarding the sermon preached on the morning of 11-15-20…with 
regards to direction for going forward” (p. 128). 

E. On November 22, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on 2 Timothy 4:1-4. 
F. On November 25, 2020, the church visitors distributed articles of suspension and 

advice to suspend that they had drafted in answer to Byron Center’s request for advice 
going forward. 

G. On November 26, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 . 
H. On November 28, 2020, Byron Center adopted the advice of the church visitors to 

“suspend its pastor, Rev. Lanning, according to Articles 79 and 80 of the Church Order 
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for the sin of public schism committed in his sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14 preached on 
November 15, 2020” (p. 130). 

I. On November 28, 2020, Byron Center made a decision to “pass judgment on our 
decision to Trinity PRC” (p. 130). 

J. On December 1, 2020, Byron Center adopted a “report to present to Trinity PRC elders 
to demonstrate continued schism in the preaching” (p. 131). 

K. On December 5, 2020, Byron Center decided to “receive into our minutes the judgment 
of Trinity PRC, Dec. 4, 2020, in which they concur with our decision for the suspension 
of Rev. Lanning made on Nov. 29, 2020” (p. 132). 

L. On December 8, 2020, Rev. Lanning filed his protest against “the decision to relieve 
him from office” (p. 132). 

M. On December 9, 2020, Byron Center carried a “motion of clarification that states that 
article 6 of the 12-5-20 consistory meeting was made to officially adopt the advice of 
Trinity PRC as part of our advice” (p. 133). 

N. On December 12, 2020, Byron Center sustained “ground 5 of Rev. Lanning’s protest 
against the second ground of our charge, namely, that he militated against the decision 
of Synod 2018” (133). 

O. On December 12, 2020, Byron Center made the following decision: 
Motion made to request the judgment of Classis East, with the advice of the delegates 
ad examina of the synod for the deposition of Rev. A. Lanning for the sin of public 
schism according to articles 79 and 80 of the Church Order. CARRIES. Grounds:  

a. We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermon on 11/15/20 constitutes public schism as 
evidenced by the material provided.  
b. We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermons following on 11/22/20 & 11/26/20 
constitute further schism as evidenced in the supporting documentation.  
c. Rev. Lanning has shown no evidence of repentance regarding the consistory’s 
instruction. 

P. Byron Center brings the matter to Classis East for classis’ judgment, along with the 
advice of the delegates ad examina, “whether [Rev. Lanning] shall be entirely deposed 
from office” (Church Order, Article 79). 

II. Recommendation: That the judgment of classis be that Rev. Lanning not be deposed from 
office. Grounds: 1) Byron Center has not sufficiently demonstrated that the sin with which 
Rev. Lanning is charged is worthy of deposition. 2) The charge of public schism on account 
of which Rev. Lanning has been suspended has not been demonstrated. 
A. Explanation of the first ground, that Byron Center has not sufficiently demonstrated that 

the sin with which Rev. Lanning is charged is worthy of deposition: 
1. Article 79 of the Church Order indicates that the judgment whether to suspend a 

minister and the judgment whether to depose a minister are distinct. The judgment 
to depose a minister must demonstrate that it is impossible for the suspended 
minister to retain his office. Article 79 of the Church Order implies the possibility that 
a minister, suspended by reason of public or gross sin, may be reinstated to the 
duties of his office by the lifting of the suspension. Van Dellen and Monsma explain 
thus: “Suspension of Ministers will as a rule also require a period of three to six 
months. At the end of the period of suspension the two Consistories can lift the 
suspension and reinstate the Minister, or they can extend the period of suspension, 
or they may find that the Minister in question should be deposed, in which case the 
matter goes to Classis” (p. 327). 
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2. Byron Center has not sufficiently demonstrated that the sin with which Rev. Lanning 
is charged is worthy of deposition. 
a. There is no demonstration that the sin with which Rev. Lanning is charged is 

such that it is impossible—even if there were the repentance the consistory 
deems necessary—for him to retain the office of minister. 

b. Evidently, grounds two and three of Byron Center’s 12/12/2020 decision to 
depose Rev. Lanning are intended to show persistent, unrepentant continuance 
in the sin with which Rev. Lanning is charged. However, the decision to depose 
comes only fourteen days after the decision to suspend her pastor. Even though 
Byron Center believes that Rev. Lanning’s subsequent sermons constitute 
further schism, the length of the period of laboring with her minister, towards the 
repentance she deems necessary, is inadequate 

3. Neither does the majority report make an argument that the sin with which Rev. 
Lanning is charged is such that it is impossible—even if there were the repentance 
the consistory deems necessary—for him to retain the office of minister. 

B. Explanation of the second ground, that the charge of public schism on account of which 
Rev. Lanning has been suspended has not been demonstrated. Public schism is sin-
caused division of the body of Jesus Christ in a public manner. In this case, the sin-
cause with which Rev. Lanning is charged for public schism is violating the way of order 
and decency spelled out in the Church Order. However, the charge that Rev. Lanning 
violated the rules of the Church Order is unfounded. 
1. Regarding the 11/15/20 sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14. 

a. It is Byron Center’s judgment that Rev. Lanning made public charges of sin in 
this sermon contrary to to Article 74 of the Church Order, which requires the 
reporting of public sin to the consistory. However, Article 74 begins with “If 
anyone” and concerns public sin on the part of an individual. Rev. Lanning’s 
sermon did not make charges of public sin against individuals. Rather, the 
sermon constituted a rebuke against the congregation of Byron Center and the 
denomination for what Rev. Lanning is convinced is a lack of repentance and 
minimizing of the seriousness of the error against which Synod 2018 ruled. The 
material cited in the sermon was cited, not in the service of making public 
charges of sin against individuals personally (or, for that matter, various 
consistories), but in the service of illustrating the above point, and the use of the 
material ought “not to be construed as formal charges of sin” along the lines of 
Article 74 (Quotation from the protest of Rev. Lanning against his suspension, p. 
173). In sum, Article 74 does not apply, since the sermon constituted a rebuke of 
denominational scope, and not charges of public sin against individuals. 

b. On the question of Article 31 and the particular language employed to describe 
the error, Byron Center herself recognizes that this sermon did not militate 
against Synod 2018 ( cf. Byron Center’s first motion in answer to Rev. Lanning’s 
protest,  p. 177). Synod 2018 did not forbid use of particular language to 
describe the error, and that assembly herself underscored the seriousness of the 
error: “The doctrinal error of the sermons then compromises the gospel of Jesus 
Christ, for when our good works are given a place and function they do not have, 
the perfect work of Christ is displaced” (Acts 2018, p. 70). In fact, Rev. Lanning is 
exerting himself as a means for the decision of Synod 2018 to be embraced by 
the denomination, not only in letter but in spirit.  
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c. There is in the sermon a charge of sin that was committed (p. 183), namely, the 
sin of the decision of the January meeting of Classis East when the classis 
decided not to sustain a protest against the doctrinal error later ruled against by 
Synod 2018. Although the language is graphic and severe, Classis East January 
2018 did transgress the truth by her decision, as Synod 2018 points out. That 
portion of the sermon does not constitute a public charge of sin presently 
engaged in by classis, but is cited in the service of impressing upon the 
congregation and denomination the seriousness of the error that was 
countenanced, with a view to deep repentance. 

d. It is the judgment of Byron Center that, because of the particular text selected for 
the sermon, and the timing of the sermon, the sermon constitutes public 
militating against the decision of Byron Center’s consistory requiring him to 
resign from his position as editor of the Sword and Shield, and Rev. Lanning 
acknowledges “that the sermon was occasioned by the consistory’s decision” (p. 
176). However, 1) the brother goes on to say that “he deliberately did not 
address the consistory’s decision in the sermon” (p. 176), 2) the sermon 
nowhere mentions the decision of the consistory, and 3) the judgment of Byron 
Center in this matter is based on interpretation, and it has not been proven, for 
example, that the sermon was “designed to undermine the consistory’s 
credibility” (p. 146). 

e. Byron Center’s application of the Formula of Subscription in connection with this 
sermon and subsequent sermons, as adopted in the advice of the church visitors 
(p. 144) and the advice of Trinity (p. 166), is erroneous. The claim on p. 144 that 
the “aforesaid doctrine mentioned in the statement refers not only to the Three 
Forms of Unity but also to all settled and binding decisions of the church’s 
assemblies” is patently false. The “aforesaid doctrine” refers only to the doctrine 
of which mention is before made by the Formula, namely, the “articles and points 
of doctrine contained in the Confession and Catechism of the Reformed 
churches, together with the explanation of some points of the aforesaid doctrine 
made by the National Synod of Dordrecht, 1618-’19.” In addition, the Formula 
cannot be used to interpret the “‘settled and binding’ nature of ecclesiastical 
decisions” generally (p. 166), since the context of the Formula is exclusively the 
Three Forms of Unity, and it strictly concerns decisions made by assemblies 
regarding “difficulties or different sentiments respecting the aforesaid doctrines.” 

2. Regarding the 11/22/20 sermon on 2 Timothy 4:1-4. 
a. Byron Center charges Rev. Lanning with militating, in violation of Article 31 of the 

Church Order, against the decision of the consistory requesting the advice of the 
church visitors (p. 169). However, the quotation from Rev. Lanning’s prayer (p. 
153), cited to support the charge, is true as such, and does not mention the 
decision to call in the church visitors. 

b. The judgment of Byron Center on p. 153 regarding portions of this sermon is 
based on interpretation. Another reading can suggest that the reference to the 
church visitors was made to demonstrate the seriousness of the circumstances 
in which Byron Center was. The admonition against heaping to ourselves 
teachers is, of course, biblical. Although it is Byron Center’s judgment, adopted 
from Trinity, that by this sermon Rev. Lanning “publicly expressed his 
disagreement with the decision of the consistory to seek the advice of the church 
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visitors” (p. 170), the quoted portion of the sermon is true as such, and in it he 
does not publicly express his disagreement with the decision of the consistory. 

3. Regarding the 11/26/20 sermon on Ecclesiastes 7:2-6. Byron Center’s judgment on 
p. 171 that “This is public schism” is only stated. The quoted portions of the sermon 
did not militate against a decision of the consistory or cast aspersions on the 
consistory. Rather, the sermon impressed upon the congregation what Rev. Lanning 
believed was the dire importance of the decision to be made by the consistory, and 
that for the welfare of the flock out of a conviction of his calling to be a watchman (p. 
176). 

(Classis continued its discussion of the matters in article 37 after lunch in article 38.) 

ARTICLE 38 
Classis continues to treat the request of Byron Center Consistory for judgment regarding 

the deposition of Rev. Lanning (Supplement 50, see also Articles 27, 29, and 37). 

Classis remains in closed session per the decision of Art. 27 II, A. 

It is moved to amend by adding to the parenthetical reference for ground A,1,b “this is 
clearly demonstrated on pages 161-163 of the agenda in c, d, and e.”  Carried 

It is moved to amend by eliding  the last sentence of B, 1, d. Failed 

It is moved to amend B, 1, b by replacing “as promoting statements from Satan” with “as 
minimizing and covering up the sin of false doctrine.” Carried 

It is moved to amend by adding a ground D: The sin of public schism is listed in Church 
Order article 80 as “among the gross sins which are worthy of being punished with suspension 
or deposition from office.” Carried 

Before the vote our chairman leads classis in prayer. 

Classis votes on the recommendation of the majority. Carried 

ARTICLE 39 
The synodical deputies from the West present their judgment on the decision of 

Classis East to concur with Byron Center’s decision to depose Rev. A. Lanning and advise 
Byron Center’s Consistory to proceed with the deposition of Rev. A. Lanning from the office of 
the word and sacraments. They report that with heartfelt sorrow they concur with the decision 
of Classis East (Supplement 52). 

Classis enters open session. 

Rev. Griess informs brother Lanning of the decision of Classis East and of the Synodical 
Deputies from the West. He explains that this judgment was made before the face of God and 
encourages Rev. Lanning to receive the judgment in that spirit. 
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AGENDA P. 125

Byron Center 

Protestant Reform.ed Church 

December 12, 2020 

To: Classis East 
Convening at Grace PRC 
On January 13, 2021 

Brethren: 

1945 84th Street S. W. 

Byron Center, Michigan 49315 

(616)878-1811 

www.byronprc.org 

Greetings in our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ. 

After much deliberation Byron Center PRC's, consistory brings to Classis East our decision to depose Rev. Andrew 
Lanning from the ministry of the word and sacrament and to seek the approbation of Classis East on his 
deposition from office according to Articles 79 & 80 of the Church Order. 

The motion in its final form after having considered a protest by Rev. Lanning and receiving preceding sentence 
from Trinity PRC reads as follows: 

Motion made to request the judgement of the Classis East/ with the advice of the delegates ad examina of the synod 
for the deposition of Rev A. Lanning for the sin of public schism according to article 79 and 80 of the Church Order. 
CARRIES 

Grounds: 
1. We believe that Rev. Lanning/s sermon on 11/15/20 constitutes public schism as evidenced by the 

material provided. 
2. We believe that Rev. Lanning/s sermons following on 11/22/20 & 11/26/20 constitute further schism as 

evidenced in the enclosed materials. 
3. Rev. Lanning has shown no evidence of repentance regarding the consistory/s instruction. 

Attached are the minutes from our consistory meetings that show the timeline and process for dealing with this 
matter along with supplements that detail the charges, Rev. Lanning's protest of our decision, and our decision to 
not sustain that protest. 

May the Lord grant you wisdom as you consider this matter. 

Yours in Christ, 

Byron Center PRC Consistory 
Josh Lubbers, Clerk 
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Byron Center 

Protestant Reformed Church 
1945 84th Street S.W. 

Byron Center, Michigan 49315 

(616)878-1811 

www.byronprc.org 

Public schism is understood by the consistory of Byron Center PRC to be defined below: 

"The sin of public schism is the sin of dividing the congregation or the churches into factions, arousing the people of God 

to discord or mutiny. The motives may be those of self-justification or defiance of authority in the church or desire for 

personal self-advancement" (Notes on the Church Order, Herman Hanko, pg. 107). 

"Schism is self-willed, self-seeking separation from the covenant community of God in Jesus Christ, that is, the church, 

with agitation that brings strife and division into that covenant community. Schism is sin against the unity of the church" 

(Standard Bearer, David Engelsma, May 15, 2003). 

"One who raises discord, sects, or mutiny in the church is a schismatic. 
Schism takes on many forms. If a man causes disunity, disharmony, or dissatisfaction in the body of Christ, he is guilty of 
schism. If a man is aggrieved by a decision of the assemblies-the consistory, council, classis, or synod-but never brings a 
protest and yet continues to speak against that decision, he is a schismatic. 
Every attempt to form the ecclesiola in ecclesia, the little church within the church is schism. 
Raising mutiny in the church is schismatic. The particular form of the revolt is mutiny against the God-ordained authority 
of the elders. 
The elders' ability or right to rule in the church is questioned, undermined, and fought against" (Walking in the Way of 
Love, Nathan Langerak 2019 pg's. 222,223). 

"Public Schism. This term concerns those, to use the words of our Form for the Administration of the Lord's Supper, 

who raise "discord, sects, and mutiny in the Church." Those who are guilty of public schism virtually sever their 

connections with the Church and that because of minor differences in doctrine or church government, or merely 

because they are seeking self-advancement and vain glory" (The Church order Commentary,Van Dellen & Monsma, pg. 

331). 

Church Order Authority 

"The authority of the Church Order is the same as the authority of any creed. That is, in the first place, the authority of 

the Church order is derived from Scripture. It has binding authority because it expresses what the church believes to be 

the Word of God. Its authority is found in the fact that it expresses the truth of Scripture. And that authority is binding as 

long as it is not shown to be in conflict with Scripture" (Notes on the Church Order, Herman Hanko, pg. 4). 

"The Protestant Reformed Churches in America accept as their governmental basis the eighty-six articles of the Church 

Order of Dordrecht, 1618-19" (By-Laws of the Protestant Reformed Churches in America, Green Binder, pg. 119). 

"Whereas the above-mentioned matters concern us as appealing churches in common, and demand our cooperation 

and united action; "Therefore, be it resolved by the Combined Consistories of Kalamazoo I, Hope and Eastern Avenue, 

assembled March 6, 1925 in the Eastern Avenue Church: a. That we adopt as our common basis the Three Forms of 

Unity and the Church order of the Reformed Churches" (History PRCA, Chap. 14). 
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Timeline of case with related consistory minutes 

Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church 

Consistory Meeting Minutes related to Rev Lanning Schism Case 

On July 15th, the New Publication Committee that had been assigned by the consistory came with a 

recommendation to instruct Rev. Lanning that he erred in not receiving approval from the consistory to 

take on the editorship of the Sword & Shield. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

July 15, 2020 

Article 1. New Publication Committee report received. 

a. Motion to approve committee recommendation #1. CARRIES

b. Motion to approve committee recommendation #2. Motion to amend the word instruct to

remind, CARRIES. Motion to elide last sentence, CARRIES. Committee recommendation #2 as

twice amended CARRIES

c. Motion to approve committee recommendation #3. Motion to amend “at a minimum” to “may”.

Supported, CARRIES. Motion to elide the first bullet point, CARRIES. Motion to change the word

“quarterly” to “regular” Motion fails. Committee recommendation #3 as once amended.

CARRIES.

On November 10th, the consistory took the decision to require Rev. Lanning to resign as editor of Sword 

& Shield for a time. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

November 10, 2020 

Article 2. New publication committee presents recommendation. Motion reads: “That the Byron Center 

PRC consistory require Rev. Lanning to resign as editor of the Sword and Shield publication for a time, and 

until such time that the consistory may approve of his involvement as editor. This would include all 

activity normally required of, or assigned to, an editor’s position”. Supplement #4 

a. Motion to elide ground #1 due to it making the consistory guilty of hypocrisy. FAILS

b. Motion to approve the recommendation of the committee. CARRIES.

c. Elder Bryan Van Baren registers his negative vote.

d. Elder Dewey Engelsma registers his negative vote.

e. Motion to distribute the decision and grounds to the congregation via email. CARRIES

f. Motion to disband the committee. CARRIES

On November 11th the Sunday following the decision made by the consistory on the previous Tuesday, 

Rev. Lanning preached his sermon from Jeremiah 23:4,14 , titled “Shepherds to feed you” in the AM 

service, in place of a Lords Day sermon. 
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According to Rev Lanning, the sermon preached on Jeremiah 23:4,14 was “occasioned by the decision of 

the consistory” regarding requiring his resignation as the editor of Sword and Shield. 

Following the sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14, the consistory called a meeting for Wednesday, 11/18/20 to 

discuss the possibility of calling in the Church Visitors for advice on both the sermon and our decision to 

require Rev. Lanning to resign as editor of Sword & Shield. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

November 18, 2020 

Article 1. Motion made to seek the advice of the Church Visitors in regard to our decision of: “Removing 

Rev. Lanning as editor of the Sword and Shield” CARRIES 

a. Grounds for this motion. 

i. We are divided as a consistory on our decision and have charges of sin brought before 

us within our own consistory against the 9th commandment. 

Article 2. Motion made to request advice from the Church Visitors, regarding the sermon preached on the 

morning of 11-15-20, “Shepherds to Feed You” Jeremiah 23:4,14 with regards to direction for going 

forward. Motion to table this decision and gather for a meeting 11-19-20. 

On November 19th, the consistory called an additional meeting to discuss the sermon “Shepherds to 

Feed You” on Jeremiah 23:4 & 14. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

November 19, 2020 

Article 1. Discussion of sermon from 11-15-20, AM service, “Shepherds to Feed You” Jeremiah 23:4,14. 

Article 2. Motion that the consistory approves the sermon from 11-15-20 AM service titled “Shepherds to 

Feed You” 

a. Ground. That is was faithful to the text and the doctrine was sound. 

b. Motion to table this decision until after treating the motion regarding Church Visitors. CARRIES 

Article 3. Motion to call from the table the 11-18-20 Motion to request advice from the Church Visitors. 

CARRIES Motion reads: Motion made to request advice from the Church Visitors, regarding the sermon 

preached on the morning of 11-15-20, “Shepherds to Feed You” Jeremiah 23:4,14 with regards to 

direction for going forward. CARRIES 

a. Elder Dewey Engelsma registers his negative vote 

b. Elder Ed Hekstra to talk with Rev Slopsema regarding meeting times with the church visitors and 

will get with the Clerks regarding any material they would like us to send them. 

 

On Saturday, November 21st, following the decision to call the Church Visitors and ask for advice, and 

giving them material to deliberate on as a group, a meeting was set up to receive said advice. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

November 21, 2020 

Article 1. Read letter from the church visitors. Supplement #1. 
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a. Question is asked to Rev Lanning regarding slander in the sermon.

b. Rev Lanning states that he stands behind the sermon 100% and the examples given were

necessary. Isaiah 30 was read, explained and applied. Supplement #2

Article 2. Motion made to have Rev Lanning present during the visit with the church visitors. FAILS

Article 3. Rev Lanning exits the meeting.

Article 4. Consistory discusses the Jeremiah sermon.

Article 5. Church visitors enter the meeting.

Article 6. Vice President Ed Hekstra opens our meeting with reading Isaiah 30 and offering prayer.

a. Floor is open to the church visitors. Recommendation is explained that this is not discipline and

allows the consistory time to deal with the matter.

b. Consistory requests the church visitors to be righteous in judgement.

c. Rev Spronk closes with prayer.

d. Church visitors leave the meeting.

Article 7. Discussion about meeting with the church visitors. 

Article 8. Motion made to draft a letter to read to the congregation regarding the consistory of BCPRC 

working with the church visitors regarding the November 15th AM sermon as well as the decision to have 

Rev Lanning step down as the editor of Sword and Shield. CARRIES. Announcement made by clerks and 

approved over email. Supplement #3 

On Sunday, November 22nd, a day after receiving the Church Visitors advice, and the day that an 

announcement was read from the pulpit regarding requesting that advice, Rev. Lanning preached a 

sermon titled “Preach the Word” on 2 Timothy 3:14. This sermon was preached during the AM service at 

BCPRC. Refer to sermon transcript. 

On Wednesday, November 25th, the consistory met again to discuss the Church Visitors advice. The 

consistory took no action on the advice that evening but received it for information and set up a follow 

up meeting with the Church Visitors for Saturday. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

November 25, 2020 

Article 1. Church Visitors welcomed. (Rev’s DeVries, Haak, Koole, Slopsema, Spronk) 

a. Floor is open to the church visitors. Material is handed out and read. Supplement #1.

b. Questions asked by the elders to the church visitors and discussion is had on the advice.

c. Consistory to discuss the advice and get back with the church visitors with any questions that

they have.

d. Rev Haak closes with prayer.

e. Church visitors leave the meeting.

Article 2. Motion to receive the advice given by the church visitors. Consistory to reconvene to discuss 

Saturday 11-28-20 at 1PM. 
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On Thanksgiving Day, November 26th, a day after receiving the Church Visitors advice, Rev. Lanning 

preached the sermon titled “The House of Mourning”. Refer to sermon transcript. 

On Saturday, November 28th, the consistory met with the Church Visitors to further discuss the advice 

they brought to us at our request.  

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

November 28, 2020 

Article 1. Church Visitors welcomed. (Rev’s DeVries, Haak, Koole, Slopsema, Spronk) 

a. Floor is open to the church visitors.

b. Discussion regarding the content of the material and questions asked.

c. Consistory is free to make adjustments to the content of the CV recommendation as we see fit.

The motion is for the charges and does not have to include entire body.

d. Church Visitors exit the room

e. Motion to adopt the 1st recommendation in the advice of the church visitors. Recommendation

reads: Byron Center consistory immediately to suspend its pastor, Rev Lanning, according to

Articles 79 and 80 of the Church Order for the sin of public schism committed in his sermon on

Jeremiah 23:4&14 preached on November 15, 2020. CARRIES

f. Motion to adopt the 2nd recommendation. Recommendation reads: Byron Center consistory to

meet as soon as possible with a neighboring consistory in the Grand Rapids area to pass

judgment on our decision to suspend Rev. Lanning. CARRIES

i. Ground: Article 79 of the Church Order stipulates that suspension of an office-bearer

requires the sentence of the nearest Church.

g. Motion to pass judgement on our decision to Trinity PRC. CARRIES

h. Motion to adopt the 3rd recommendation. Recommendation reads: Byron Center consistory to

relieve Rev. Lanning from his ministerial duties while the judgment of a neighboring consistory is

sought. CARRIES

Article 2. Motion to approve letter to congregation. Supplement #2 CARRIES

The consistory then met briefly on Sunday 11/29/20 to assign a committee to gather and organize 

material for the consistory to approve and then send on to Trinity PRC. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

November 29, 2020 

Article 1. Discussion is had regarding overall content of the Church Visitor’s advice. Vice President to call 

church visitors about proper method to edit/add content with additional items since the Jeremiah 

sermon.  

Article 2. Motion to form committee to gather additional material to the consistory for approval to send to 

Trinity PRC. CARRIES. Clerks appointed 
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On December 1st, the consistory met with the consistory of Trinity PRC and provided an additional report of 

statements from the sermons on 11/22/20 and Thanksgiving Day. Following a short beginning to that meeting Rev. 

Lanning was welcomed in to answer questions posed to him by Trinity PRC consistory.  

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

December 1, 2020 

Article 1. Subcommittee comes with report with additional information regarding sermons after Jeremiah 

Supplement #1 

a. Discussion is had about report.

b. Motion to adopt the report to present to Trinity PRC elders to demonstrate continued schism in

the preaching. CARRIES

Article 2. Vice president welcomes the consistory of Trinity PRC and reads opening letter. Sup #2 

Article 3. Chair is turned over to Rev W Langerak. 

Article 4. Rev W Langerak opens the meeting with reading Ephesians 4:1-16 and opening with prayer. 

Article 5. Church visitors Rev Slopsema and Rev Spronk in attendance. 

Article 6. Additional information report read. (Supplement #1) 

Article 7. Adopted advice (Church Visitors) of the BCPRC consistory read along with the article attached 

labeled “The proper understanding of Article 31 of the Church Order” by Profs. Dykstra and Gritters. 

Article 8. Rev Lanning enters the meeting and given the floor. 

Article 9. Rev Lanning states that he stands by the sermon, doctrine, applications, and illustrations of it and 

he cannot and will not apologize for any part of the sermon and that the truth of the sermon must be 

heard. Statement by Rev Lannings position regarding the cause to rebuke the PRC. Opportunity is given to 

the Trinity office-bearers to ask Rev Lanning questions to which he responded.  

a. Rev Lanning exits the meeting.

b. Follow up discussion

c. Trinity consistory expresses its desire to further discuss this request and will issue follow up

questions if needed or pass judgement on the information it now has.

d. Trinity is thanked to be willing to be the neighboring consistory.

e. Trinity to meet 12-2-20 at 7PM

On Wednesday, December 2nd, the consistory met to conduct business. At this meeting, the consistory read and 

added into the minutes the protest of Rev. Lanning regarding the consistory decision to require him to resign as 

editor of Sword & Shield. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

December 2, 2020 

Article 1. Protest of Rev Lanning regarding the editorship of Sword and Shield read and received. 

Supplement #1 

a. Motion made to send this protest of Rev Lanning to Trinity to be used in their deliberations as

Trinity asked for Rev Lanning’s stance on the editorship. CARRIES
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On Saturday, December 5th, the consistory met with a committee from Trinity PRC consistory along with the 

Church Visitors to hear the judgement on the case by Trinity PRC. Trinity passed preceding sentence thus allowing 

Byron Center PRC consistory to move forward with suspension. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

December 5, 2020 

Article 1. Committee from Trinity PRC welcomed. (Steve Essenburg and Doug Pastoor) 

Article 2. Church Visitors welcomed. (Rev Spronk, Rev Haak, Rev Koole) 

Article 3. Report from Trinity is read and explained. Supplement #1. 

Article 4. Committee from Trinity PRC leaves the meeting. 

Article 5. Motion to receive into our minutes the judgment of Trinity PRC, Dec. 4, 2020, in which they 

concur with our decision for the suspension of Rev. Lanning made on Nov. 29, 2020. 

Article 6. Motion to express agreement with the advice and grounds given to us by Trinity PRC and include 

it in our documentation of the case. CARRIES 

a. Grounds:

i. Trinity PRC expresses agreement with our decision to suspend Rev. Lanning.

ii. Trinity PRC’s decision reflects on other statements made by Rev. Lanning that he made

at our joint meeting as well as statements made by Rev. Lanning in sermons subsequent

(11-22-2020 2 Timothy 4:1-4 titled Preach the Word and 11-26-2020 Ecclesiastes 7:2-6

Titled the Better House of Mourning), to the sermon on Jer. 23:4&14, which show that

Rev. Lanning is guilty of schism.

Article 7. Now that a neighboring consistory has agreed, Motion to announce to the congregation the 

suspension of Rev Lanning, December 6, 2020 during the morning service. CARRIES 

Article 8. Motion to approve announcement. Reviewed and made changes by common consent. CARRIES 

Supplement #2 

Article 9. Motion to have Ed Hekstra (Vice President) read the announcement to the congregation. 

CARRIES 

Article 10. Motion to send announcement to the denomination VIA email the morning of 12-6-20 to be read 

during the evening service. CARRIES 

Article 11. Motion to prepare announcement to be sent to the denomination regarding the suspension of 

Rev Lanning. CARRIES 

Article 12. Motion to approve announcement. Reviewed and made changes by common consent. CARRIES 

Supplement #3 

The consistory met on December 8th, along with Rev. Lanning, who read his protest of the consistory decision to 

suspend him from the office of minister. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

December 8, 2020 

Article 1. Rev Lanning enters the meeting. 

a. Rev Lanning brings a protest for the decision to relieve him from office. Protest is read on the

floor. Supplement #1

b. Rev Lanning exits meeting.
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At the December 9th, consistory meeting, the consistory made the decision to clarify their minutes from the 12/5 

meeting to show that Byron Center officially took the position of adopting the Trinity judgement as our decision. 

BCPRC Consistory Meeting Minutes 

December 9, 2020 

Article 1. Motion of clarification that states that article 6 of the 12-5-20 consistory meeting was made to 

officially adopt the advice of Trinity PRC as part of our advice. CARRIES 

On December 10th, the consistory met to deliberate on the committee report regarding Rev. Lanning’s protest. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

December 10, 2020 

Article 1. Committee (Elder Ed Hekstra and Elder Harlow Kuiper) report back with verbal advice on the 

protest of Rev Lanning regarding the charge of schism. Discussion of protest by consistory. Committee to 

draft official response to propose to the consistory. 

On December 12th, the consistory met again to deliberate on the written committee report regarding Rev. 

Lanning’s protest. 

Consistory Meeting Minutes 

December 12, 2020 

Article 1. Committee (Elder Ed Hekstra and Elder Harlow Kuiper) present report on Rev Lannings protest. 

Supplement #1 

a. Motion that BCPRC consistory sustain ground 5 of Rev Lanning’s protest against the second

ground of our charge, namely, that he militated against the decision of Synod 2018. CARRIES

b. Motion that BCPRC consistory reject the protest of Rev Lanning against its decision to suspend

him under Articles 79-80 of the Church Order for public schism in his sermons of Jeremiah

23:4&14, 2 Timothy 4:1-4, and Ecclesiastes 7:2-6. CARRIES

Article 2. Motion made to request the judgement of the Classis East, with the advice of the delegates ad 

examina of the synod for the deposition of Rev A. Lanning for the sin of public schism according to article 

79 and 80 of the Church Order. CARRIES. Grounds: 

a. We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermon on 11/15/20 constitutes public schism as evidenced by

the material provided.

b. We believe that Rev Lanning’s sermons following on 11/22/20 & 11/26/20 constitute further

schism as evidenced in the supporting documentation.

c. Rev. Lanning has shown no evidence of repentance regarding the consistory’s instruction.

Article 3. Motion to draft letter to Rev Lanning regarding bringing this case to Classis January 2021. 

CARRIES Grounds: 

a. Rev Lanning and the consistory are at an impasse

b. Rev Lanning has stated he would like this case adjudicated at Classis soon.

Article 4. Letter is drafted to Rev Lanning regarding bringing this case to Classis in January 2021. 

Supplement #2. 

Article 5. Motion to adopt letter. CARRIES 
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REPORT TO BCPRC CONSISTORY 
COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE JUNE 17, 2020 

At the meeting of the BCPRC Consistory on May 12, 2020, Elders Tim Block, Terry Kaptein and Jon 

Lubbers were appointed as a committee to \\investigate and bring advice to the Consistory regarding 

Rev. Lanning's role in the group working towards a new publication." The committee met on multiple 

occasions as a committee, met with Rev. Lanning to discuss his perspective of the workload and the 

magazine and met with Prof. Engelsma to get an experienced perspective on the work of being an 

editor of a publication. As a result of this investigation, we bring the following recommendations: 

Recommendation 1: That the Consistory of BCPRC rule that Rev. Lanning erred in not seeking the 

advice and approval of the Consistory before agreeing to take on the work of being editor of the Sword 

and Shield publication. 

Grounds: 

1. The work of being the editor of a monthly publication is a significant responsibility in terms of 

time (approximately 20 hours per month), emotion (especially when many are critical) and 

attention. Prior to agreeing to take on a responsibility of this magnitude, the Consistory should 

have been made aware in order to give consideration regarding the potential impact that this 

could have on the work of being a minister and pastor of BCPRC, to give input relative to the 

additional workload and to give approval to indicate support that this would not interfere with 

the responsibilities of being our pastor. 

2. Between March 18, 2020 when Rev. Lanning sought the counsel of the Consistory regarding his 

\\intent to speak in favor of moving forward toward a new association and a new publication" 

(Letter from Rev. Lanning to Consistory dated March 18, 2020) and May 51 2020 when he 

verbally informed the Consistory that he had accepted the responsibility of being the Editor of a 

new publication named Sword and Shield, Rev. Lanning gave no communication to the 

Consistory regarding the new publishing association, the new periodical or his role within it. 

Also, during this time period (March 18 through May 5) there were no Pastor's reports outlining 

the work being performed that would have given evidence of this. The Consistory was not 

aware that the group of which Rev. Lanning was a part was in fact moving forward with a new 

association and publication and was surprised when informed that he was the editor. 

Recommendation 2: That the Consistory of BCPRC remind (amended from instruct) Rev. Lanning that 

the work of being pastor and minister of BCPRC must come first. This includes preaching, teaching, 

visiting and meeting the pastoral needs of the congregation. This must not suffer on account of being 

editor of Sword and Shield. If it does, he will be instructed to remove himself from this responsibility. 

Grounds: 
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1. According to the Form for Installation of Ministers of God's Word, "the office of pastors and 

ministers of God's Word is: First. That they faithfully explain to their flock the Word of the Lord, 

revealed by the writings of the prophets and the apostles; ... he [the apostle Paul] proposes 

himself as a pattern to pastors, declaring that he hath publicly, and from house to house, taught 

and testified repentance toward God and faith toward our Lord Jesus Christ (Acts 20:21)" 

(underlines ours). From this we learn that the office of pastor and minister is first to care for his 

congregation through the public preaching of the Word as well as individual instruction and 

care. 

2. There is precedent for this arrangement. Prof. Engelsma informed the committee that when he 

was seeking the approval of the Consistory of South Holland PRC to be editor of the Standard 

Bearer, he made an agreement with the Consistory that if the work of being pastor and minister 

suffered, he would resign from being editor of the SB. 

Recommendation 3: That the Consistory of BCPRC form a Pastoral Oversight Committee to provide 

oversight, support and guidance regarding the work of our Pastor. The specific responsibilities of this 

Committee may vary with time and circumstance but at a minimum include the following: 

• Monitor whether the work of being editor is causing the work of being pastor to suffer. 

• Quarterly meetings with our pastor to discuss his workload, personal wellbeing and activities 

being·performed on behalf of the congregation. 

• Provide feedback, counsel and support to our pastor in his demanding work. 

• Bring recommendations to the Consistory on any items that the Committee deems necessary 

or beneficial. 

Grounds: 

1. The work of being a pastor is demanding. This committee could help shoulder the physical and 

emotional load that comes along with it. 

2. While holding a significant responsibility outside of BCPRC it is prudent to monitor that the 

work in and for the congregation is being fulfilled. 

3. This type of committee has come up on multiple occasions in previous Consistory meetings and 

has received positive feedback. 

Humbly in Christ, 

Tim Block, Terry Kaptein and Jon Lubbers 

Page 2!2 
Agenda, P. 135

BC's Request for Judgment re. Deposition

Deposition Case  Page 23



Recommendation: That the Byron Center PRC consistory require Rev. Lanning to resign as editor of the 
Sword and Shield publication for a time, and until such time that the consistory may approve of his 
involvement as editor. This would include all activity normally required of, or assigned to, an editor's 
position. 

Grounds: 
1. BCPRC's congregation is in a fragile state. Rev Lanning has a flock that Is in turmoil and at this time 

his focus must be on the preaching of the Word and care of the congregation. The position of 
editor requires much time as Rev. Lanning also ministers to the many needs of the congregation 
he is called to serve at Byron Center PRC. Included in the many additional activities required of an 
editor are: meetings, writing articles, reviewing articles, answering various forms of 
correspondence and letters that are typical for that position, and interacting with the governing 
board regarding general business activities and issues. Being an editor reduces the important time 
spent with members of his own congregation, getting to better understand her concerns and 
needs and being more involved in shepherding the flock. The additional time gained from not 
being editor would allow this aspect of his ministry to more greatly flourish. Jer. 23: 4. "And I will 
set up shepherds over them which shall feed them; and they shall fear no more, nor be dismayed, 
neither shall they be lacking, saith the Lord". 

2. Rev. Lanning has not asked permission, been given approval, or sought the advice of his consistory 
to accept the position of editor. On June 17, 2020, the Byron Center PRC consistory ruled that 
"Rev. Lanning erred in not seeking the advice and approval of the consistory before agreeing to 
take on the work of being editor of the Sword and Shield publication11

• According to the Form of 
Ordination, It Is the duty of the elders In regard to the welfare and good order in the church, "to 
be assistant with their good advice to the ministers of the Word" and "to have regard unto the 
doctrine and conversation of the ministers of the Word". 

Respectfully submitted. 

Your brothers in Christ, 

Tim Block 
Terry Kaptein 
Harlow Kuiper 
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November 20, 2020 

To the Consistory 
Of the 
Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church 

Dear brothers, 

We as church visitors along with Rev. Spronk, who at our request has been appointed by 
the Classical Committee to assist us, met this afternoon to consider your two requests to give 
advice on your decision to remove Rev. Lanning as editor of the Sword And Shield and to give 
advice on Rev. Lanning's sermon of 11-15-20 on Jeremiah 23:4&14. We focused our attention 
especially on the sermon, since in our judgement this is the more pressing issue. We plan to 
come to you next week with well worked out advice on the sermon. 

However, we do have a recommendation that we would like you to consider and act on 
before this Sunday, November 22. That is that the consistory immediately relieve Rev. Lanning 
of his ministerial duties according to Article 14 of the Church Order until the concerns of the 
consistory over his Jeremiah 23:4&14 sermon are resolved. We have two grounds for this 
recommendation. 

1. The Jeremiah 23 :4& 14 sermon has troubled the consistory enough to ask for the church 
visitors' evaluation. 

2. The consistory has publicly acknowledged the fragile nature of the congregation. ( cf. the 
consistory's letter informing the congregation of its decision that Rev. Lanning resign as 
editor of the Sword And Shield.) This fragile nature of the congregation makes it 
advisable that the concerns generated by the Jeremiah 23:4&14 sermon be resolved by 
the consistory before Rev. Lanning is given the right to continue his duties as pastor. 

Two more matters. 

Due to the nature of the recommendation, Rev. Lanning should not be present when the 
consistory discusses and rules on it. 

Also we as church visitors are willing to attend your meeting as you deliberate on the 
recommendation, if requested. We would suggest that if possible you meet tomorrow to deal 
with this recommendation. 

Yours in Christ's service, 

For the Church Visitors, Rev. Slopsema 
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Discussion with Rev. A. Lanning on Jeremiah 23: 4&14 sermon (supplement). 

1. Reverend Lanning states that he stands behind the sermon 100% and the examples given were 

necessary. Isaiah 30 was read to the consistory and explained and applied by Rev. Lanning. 

a. The following applications were made: 

i. The Elders have gone to the prophets of Egypt for understanding by going to the 

Church Visitors. 

ii. Consistory has shown itself to be rebellious children before the Lord. 

iii. The Church Visitors will not counsel you to your profit, but to your shame. 

iv. This IS the start of discipline. Often this is done privately. 
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11 / "1/:i.o Byron Center 

Protestant Reformed Church 

From the Consistory, 

Dear Byron Center congregation, 

1945 84th Street S. W. 

Byron Center, Michigan 49315 

(616)878-1811 

www.byronprc.org 

The consistory would like to inform you that we have requested the help of the church visitors in regards to the decision 

that we took to remove Rev Lanning from the editor position of Sword and Shield as well as advice on the AM sermon 

preached last week on Jeremiah 23:4,14. 

We covet your prayers that the Lord will lead us in our deliberations. 

Be assured of our prayers for you during this time. 

Proverbs 11:14 Where no counsel is, the people fall: but in the multitude of counsellors there is safety. 

In Christ, 

The Consistory of Byron Center PRC 
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ADVICE OF THE CHURCH VISITORS 
ON THE JEREMIAH 23:4&14 SERMON 

PREACHED BY REV. LANNING ON NOVEMBER 15, 2020 

It is our contention as church visitors that Rev. Andrew Lanning's sermon on Jeremiah 23:4&14 
is in violation of Articles 31, 74 and 75 of the Church Order and the Formula of Subscription and 
as such is schismatic. 

A) Rev. Lanning deliberately makes serious charges of sin in his sermon against officebearers of 
the PRC and indeed the entire denomination. 
1) Rev. Lanning contends that the word of God has been and still is still being 

perverted, corrupted and twisted in the Protestant Reformed Churches and in 
Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church, just as in the days of Jeremiah. This is 
true of the ministers of the PRC (prophets of Jerusalem) who by the perversion of 
the word of God commit adultery, walk in lies and strengthen the hands of evildoer. 
They are to the Lord as Sodom and Gomorrah. 

There 's something so dreadfully wrong in the Protestant Reformed Churches and in 
Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church. What's so dreadfully wrong is the same thing 
that happened in the days of Jeremiah. The word of God was perverted Corrupted 
Twisted And there are those who will look around and say where is that? I don't 
recognize that. I don't see that. We 've got everything we always did Where is that 
corruption you are talking about? But it's there. And the word of God comes to us in that 
kind of condition, very, very sharply, with the strongest possible rebukes. This is God's 
assessment: "/ have seen also in the prophets of Jerusalem an horrible thing: they 
commit adultery, and walk in lies: they strengthen also the hands of evildoers, that none 
doth return from his wickedness; they are all of them unto me as Sodom, and the 
inhabitants thereof as Gomorrah." Page 1 

2) Rev. Lanning contends that the January-February 2018 Classis East excused the 
devil's theology that was found in several sermons of a PR minister, protested to his 
consistory and appealed to the classis. Referring to statements of an unnamed PR 
pastor that were protested and appealed to Classis East, Rev. Lanning states, 

That's the devil's theology. The devil's theology. That theology came to Classis East in 
January and February, 2018. The whole classis rose up and excused it. Excused it ... The 
whole classis rose up and rejected the protest, or the appeal, that condemned the devil's 
theology. Page. 3 

3) In evaluating the decision of Classis East to excuse what Rev. Lanning called the 
devil's theology he contends that this was as serious as the delegates disrobing and 
committing the sin of sodomy, for which they should all have been deposed. 

1 
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Do we know how much God hates that theology? Do we know? He tells us how much he 
hates it, these lies. This much: "They are all of them unto to me as Sodom and as the 
inhabitants of Gomorrah. " Sodom and Gomorrah. Sodom and Gomorrah. Which were 
famous then, or infamous then, and infamous now, for homosexual adultery. So that even 
today a homosexual man is a Sodomite. That's the name "Sodom" that's given him. 
That's how much God hates the devil's theology. How much he hates those lies and the 
corruption of his word. Do we know that? How are we going to get that? How will that 
live in our consciousness that God hates it? Imagine this. That at that February classis, 
in 20 I 8, at Hudsonville Church, if the appeal came to the floor to condemn the devil's 
theology, and the chairman called for the vote, 'all in favor say I', and all of those stately 
ministers and elders stood up from their chairs, took off their clothes, make themselves 
naked and committed homosexual fornication right there before the eyes of God and man. 
In front of all 200 viewers. What would the response have been to that? We would have 
been outraged! Outraged! People sitting there would have been scandalized. And angry. 
Angry. And word of that would have flown through the denomination in IO minutes. 
Probably less. What else would have been the response. This. Every consistory of Classis 
East that sent delegates would have been waiting by the door. For those delegates to 
come home. And would have said to the delegates, 'We heard what happened at classis. 
Were you part of that? Were you part of that?' And if the el ... and if those delegates were 

part of that, the consistory would have deposed them on the spot and demanded 
repentance lest they be excommunicated from the church of Christ. We can understand 
that. We can get that. How bad that is. Do we understand how much God hates the 
corrupting of his word and those false doctrines? Page 3 

4) Rev. Lanning contends that even though this error was repudiated by Synod 2018, it 
was never repented of in the churches. Rather it is being minimized and covered up 
in our churches. 
( a) This claim is made in the following manner: 

Not only did these prophets (of Jeremiah's day) teach false doctrine, but they 
minimize it when it's exposed. When it's shown as wicked. Then they say no, noo ... 
noo ... noo. Let's not go that far. Devil's theology? Can't go that far. Heresy? Not 
that, not that. Minimizing that hateful corruption of the word of God which is 
strengthening the hand of the evildoers so that everyone that ought to be shocked and 
dismayed at that sin and thatfalse doctrine instead continues in it. Or doesn't 
understand how serious it is. 

And that's where we are right now. That's the work being done right now. That's 
the work that we are laboring at as churches, right now, to minimize. How does it get 
minimized, verse I 7, "They say still unto them that despise me, The LORD hath said, 
Ye shall have peace;" 'There's nothing wrong here. There's peace here. 'And they 
say unto everyone that walked after the imagination of his own heart, 'no evil shall 
come upon you, no need to repent, no need to be sorry. ' The hands of the evildoers 
are strengthened so that none turns from his way. Page. 4 

2 
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Rev. Lanning gives supposed evidence of his claim. 

(1) Rev. Lanning cites a Standard Bearer editorial that claimed that the 
statements repudiated by Synod 2018 do not explicitly contradict the 
confessions. 

Here's what's going on. This is from the Standard Bearer immediately after 
Synod 2018, in June of 2018, exposed the devil's theology and condemned it. This 
is what the Standard Bearer had to say: "Let this be clear. Anyone who, from this 
date on, concerning the minister, consistory, committee to assist the consistory, or 
Classis East, anyone, I say, who alleges that those individuals or ecclesiastical 
bodies taught heresy, or justification by.faith and works, or Federal Vision, or a 
conditional covenant, is guilty of slander. Such a one must be rebuked. Slander 
against officebearers, such serious slander, is the devil's tool to divide the church 
of Jesus Christ. This is the sin of schism, a sin so serious that office bearers are 
deposed for it. And members excommunicated for it. " You know what we were 
waiting at the door to do? Not to say to every officebearer who had ever 
defended that lie, 'You 're deposed. 'But we were waiting by the door to say to 
anyone who would say 'that was heresy' or 'the devil's theology' to say to him 
'You 're deposed and excommunicated, too. ' That 's minimizing the sin of that 

false doctrine. More covering up: the Standard Bearer a couple of months later, 
"Nevertheless, the statements did not explicitly contradict the confessions. " Those 
statements that are from Satan. Do not contradict the confessions? How's anyone 
going to repent? If that's what we 're hearing. And that's our view of those 
doctrines. No one will repent. No one will. Page. 4 

(2) Rev. Lanning cites letters from Protestant Reformed consistories 
contradicting the claim of the Sword and Shield that there is found in our 
churches the works principle doctrine of hell, claiming also that the magazine 
is promoting schism. 

This is a letter from a consistory in the Protestant Reformed Churches to its 
congregation in response to a holy publication, a godly work, which is no thanks 
to the editor, or the editors, thanks only to God, but here 's what a consistory 
wrote in response to a holy publication, "We 're also concerned that the magazine 
is stating that there 's a controversy between a works principal and a grace 
principal doctrine. They contend that the controversy has been between an error 
out of hell and God's own truth from heaven. They state that the magazine's 
desire is to engage in this doctrinal controversy. Our consistory does not believe 
there is a controversy that exists between these two principles in our churches. 
Our consistory believes that only the grace principle is preached in our churches 
and is part of our doctrine. " 

How is anyone going to repent? Jfwe 're told there's no controversy and no 
works principle. How? Here's another consistory to its congregation, a month 
later, "Secondly, although the magazine purports the development of the 
reformed truth, statements made within the publication, rather than promoting the 
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unity of believers in that truth, promote disunity and schism. This is evident when 
it describes the current controversy within the PRC as being between the truth 
and the lie. 
How is anyone going to repent ifwe cannot even acknowledged the lie. "They 
strengthen the hands of evildoers that none doth return from his wickedness. " 
Pages 4&5 

5) Rev. Lanning contends that it is the calling of the Byron Center congregation and 
PRC denomination to repent. The word of God has been perverted. 

There 's one calling for the congregation and the denomination. Repent. Repent. p. 2 

6) Rev. Lanning contends that the Sword and Shield is the lone voice consistently 
crying out in the denomination exposing the devil's lie and calling the denomination 
to repentance, implying that the denomination has not repented of what he calls the 
"devil's lie." 

I want to know from you where is the rejection of the lie today? Where do you hear 
condemnation of the devil's theology as the devil's theology? Is that the message you 
hear pouring out of the Protestant Reformed Churches today? Is that what you read in 
letters from consistories to congregations warning against a magazine? Is that what you 
hear - rejection of the lie? I don 't hear it. I don 't hear it. Except in one place consistently. 
One magazine. I'm not united with the prophet who says 'that wasn't heresy. 'I'm not 
united with a prophet who says 'that does not contradict the confessions. 'I am united 
with those who say 'salvation by grace alone and not by the work of man' and with those 
who condemn that devil's lie as the devil's lie. Page 5 

B) We as church visitors judge that in his Jeremiah 23 :4& 14 sermon Rev Lanning committed 
the sin of public schism in the Byron Center PRC and in the entire denomination in violation 
of Articles 31, 74 and 75 of the Church Order and in violation of the vows taken by signing 
the Formula of Subscription. 
1. Rev. Lanning committed the sin of public schism when in violation of Articles 74 

and 75 of the Church Order he publicly charged consistories and ministers of the 
PRCA with failing to repent of the devil's theology that he claimed they embraced in 
the January-February 2018 meeting of Classis East and instead have minimized 
their great sin. 
a. Art. 74 of the Church Order states, "If anyone, having ... committed a public sin, the 

matter shall be reported to the consistory." This requires that public sin be reported 
to and dealt with by the consistory, and if need be by the Classis and Synod and not in 
the public forum. 

i. The consistory of elders has been designated by Christ and the Church Order to 
deal with public sin so as to bring sinners to repentance. 

ii. The Form for Ordination Elders and Deacons makes this clear as well, And thus 
the minsters of the Word, together with the elders,form a body or assembly, 
being as a council of the church, representing the whole church; to which Christ 
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alludes, when He saith, "tell the church" -which can in no wise be understood 
of all and every member of the church in particular, but very properly of those 
who govern the church out of which they are chosen. 

b. Art. 75 of the Church Order stipulates that the "reconciliation of such sins that are of 
their nature public ... shall take place ... in such a manner as the consistory shall deem 
conducive to the edification of each church." 

1. This recognizes that reconciliation of public sins is effectively accomplished by 
the church assemblies. 

11. By making charges of public sin in his Jeremiah 23:4&14 sermon Rev. Lanning 
has rejected the church orderly way of reconciliation of the sins he alleges. 

c. The charges of public sin that Rev. Lanning made in his Jeremiah 23:4&14 sermon 
should have been addressed to the individuals and ecclesiastical assemblies that in his 
judgment have not repented of their devil's theology, rather than dealing with them in 
the public forum of his preaching. 

d. By publicly charging the ecclesiastical assemblies and ministers of the PRC of 
refusing to repent of devil's theology in violation of Art. 74&75 of the Church Order, 
Rev. Lanning causes discord and schism in our churches. 

2. Rev. Lanning committed the sin of public schism, when in violation of Article 31 of 
the Church Order and of the vows made when signing the Formula of Subscription, 
he militated against settled and binding decisions of the ecclesiastical assemblies. 
a. The Church Order, Formula of Subscription and the Rules for Protest, Appeals and 

Overtures adopted by our Synod clearly define the settled and binding character of 
the decisions of ecclesiastical assemblies 

i. Article 31 of the Church Order states, "If anyone complain that he has been 
wronged by the decision of a minor assembly, he shall have the right to appeal to 
a major ecclesiastical assembly, and whatever may be agreed upon by a majority 
vote shall be considered settled and binding, unless it be proved to conflict with 
the Word of God or with the articles of the Church Order, as long as they are not 
changed by the general synod " 

ii. The vow made by signing the Formula of Subscription honors the settled and 
binding character of ecclesiastical assemblies. 
a.. The Formula states And if hereafter any difficulties or different sentiments 

respecting the aforesaid doctrines should arise in our minds, we promise that 
we will neither publicly nor privately propose, teach, or defend the same, 
either by preaching or writing, until we have first revealed such sentiments to 
the consistory, c/assis, and synod, that the same may be there examined, 
being ready always cheerfully to submit to the judgment of the consistory, 
classis, and synod, under the penalty in case of refusal to be, by that very 
fact, suspended from our office. 

b. The aforesaid doctrine mentioned in this statement refers not only to the 
Three Forms of Unity but also to all settled and binding decisions of the 
church's assemblies. 
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iii. In harmony with this the Rules for Protests, Appeals, and Overtures adopted by 
Synods 2003, 2004 and 2010 stipulates in II, B, 5, Article 31 declares that 
whatever is decided by a major assembly by majority vote, relative to an appeal, 
must be considered settled and binding- "unless it be proved to conflict with the 
Word of God or with the articles of the Church Order." The implication here is 
that one may indeed attempt to demonstrate to an ecclesiastical assembly that its 
decision conflicts with the Word of God or the Church Order, but during the 
process of protest and appeal he must submit to the decision by which he is 
aggrieved " (Pages 109-110 of The Church Order of the PRC) 

(We note that Rev. Lanning has made it clear in a recent editorial in the Sword and 
Shield that he endorses the position Rev. N. Langerak developed in two articles of 
the Sword and Shield attempting to justify that it is lawful to criticize and even 
condemn decisions of the broader assemblies, rather than protest them. We attach 
a response to this by Profs. Dykstra and Gritters, which in our judgment exposes 
the error of this position.) 

b. In his Jeremiah 23:4&14 sermon Rev. Lanning militated against settled and 
binding decisions of Synod and of his own consistory and Classis East in 
violation of the Church Order and Formula of Subscription. 

i. Rev. Lanning militated against the settled and binding decisions of the 2018 
Synod. Evidence: 
a. The 2018 Synod decided in Art. 62, B, 1 that Classis East failed to deal with 

doctrinal error contained in sermons brought to Hope's Consistory. The 
doctrinal error is that the believer's good works are given a place and 
function that is out of harmony with the Reformed Confessions. (p. 62) 

b. Synod also responded to the severe characterizations made of the doctrinal 
errors under protest as rank heresy, gross false doctrine, Federal Vision, and 
Romish doctrine, of teaching justification by faith and works, and a 
conditional covenant. (p. 82) Synod refused to endorse these 
characterizations. This is evident from that facts that: 

1. Synod 2018 did not require the suspension and deposition of the 
minister, which would have been required by the Church Order if these 
characterizations were correct. Rather it subjected him to an 
examination. 

11. In Art. 67, B, 2 Synod declared that whether or not the appellants 
extreme characterizations of Hope's teaching (listed by Classis East in 
Art. 44) were necessary is a matter for her conscience. (p. 86) 

c. Rev. Lanning militated against this position of the 2018 Synod in his sermon. 
1. He did this by his criticism of the statement of the Standard Bearer 

editorial he cited, 
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1. An editor of the Standard Bearer wrote: Anyone who, from this date 
on, concerning the minister, consistory, committee to assist the 
consistory, or Classis East, anyone, I say, who alleges that those 
individuals or ecclesiastical bodies taught heresy, or justification by 
faith and works, or Federal Vision, or a conditional covenant, is 
guilty of slander. Such a one must be rebuked 

2. Rev. Lanning's response was, You know what we were waiting at 
the door to do? Not to say to every o.fficebearer who had ever 
defended that lie, 'You 're deposed 'But we were waiting by the 
door to say to anyone who would say 'that was heresy' or 'the 
devil's theology' to say to him 'You 're deposed and 
excommunicated, too. ' That's minimizing the sin of that false 
doctrine. 

11. He did this by contending that the Sword and Shield is the lone voice 
consistently crying out in the denomination exposing what he alleges as 
the devil's lie and calling the denomination to repentance. 

ii. Rev. Lanning militated against the settled and binding decision of his own 
consistory. Evidence: 
a. The Byron Center consistory decided on November 11 :2020 that Rev. 

Lanning must resign as editor-in-chief of the Sword and Shield and so 
informed the congregation. 

b. The next Sunday, November 15, Rev. Lanning preached the Jeremiah 
23:4&14 sermon, claiming that the Sword and Shield is the only voice 
consistently speaking out against the devil's theology in our churches. 

Where do you hear condemnation of the devil's theology as the devil's 
theology? Is that the message you hear pouring out of the Protestant Reformed 
Churches today? Is that what you read in letters from consistories to 
congregations warning against a magazine? Is that what you hear - rejection of 
the lie? I don 't hear it. I don 't hear it. Except in one place consistently. One 
magazine. 

c. The timing of this sermon with its negative evaluation of the PRCA and the 
claim that the Sword and Shield is the only voice that is consistently 
exposing the devil's theology that has gripped the denomination is a thinly 
veiled criticism of his consistory's decision designed to undermine the 
consistory's credibility. This is especially evident from the fact that the 
sermon was based in part on the same passage the consistory used to explain 
their decision, viz., Jeremiah 23 :4. 

iii. Rev. Lanning militated against the decisions of Articles 15-17 of the 
September 12, 2018 Classis East. Evidence: 
a. After the decisions of the January-February 2018 Classis East concerning the 

relationship between good works and fellowship with God were overturned 
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by Synod 2018, the September 2018 Classis declared these same decisions to 
be in error. 

1. No one may charge Classis East with continuing to fail to condemn the 
errors that synod condemned. 

11. The erroneous decisions of Classis East in January-February 2018 are 
null and void. 

b. By charging that the officebearers in Classis East to continue to remain guilty 
for the wrong decisions they made, Rev. Lanning is refusing to reckon with 
the settled and binding decisions that Classis East of September 2018 made 
to acknowledge its error and conform to the decisions of Synod 2018. 

On the basis of the aforementioned evidence and judgments we, the Church Visitors of 
Class is East, have the foil owing advice for the Byron Center consistory. 

1. We advise the Byron Center consistory immediately to suspend its pastor, Rev. 
Lanning, according to Articles 79 and 80 of the Church Order for the sin of public 
schism committed in his sermon on Jeremiah 23:4&14 preached on November 15, 2020. 
Grounds: 
a. Rev. Lanning committed the sin of public schism when: 

1. In violation of Articles 74 and 75 of the Church Order he brought charges of public 
sin against officebearers of the PRC from the pulpit rather than to their consistories. 

11. In violation of Article 31 of the Church Order and in violation of his vow taken by 
signing the Formula of Subscription he militated against decision of the 2018 Synod, 
his own consistory and the September 2018 Classis East. 

b. Articles 79&80 require immediate suspension from office for officebearers who are 
guilty of public schism. 

2. We advise the Byron Center consistory to meet as soon as possible with a neighboring 
consistory in the Grand Rapids area to pass judgment on your decision to suspend Rev. 
Lanning. 
a. Ground: Article 79 of the Church Order stipulates that suspension of an officebearer 

requires the sentence of the nearest Church. 
b. Note: Unity PRC is the nearest church. However, because of its close ties to Byron 

Center, we would suggest Grandville or Trinity PRC who have experienced pastors. 
3. We advise that the Byron Center consistory relieve Rev. Lanning from his ministerial 

duties while the judgment of a neighboring church is sought. 
4. Should Rev. Lanning be suspended we advise the Byron Center consistory to make the 

following announcement from the pulpit once a neighboring consistory has concurred 
with your decision to suspend Rev. Lanning. 

It is with sadness that the consistory announces that it has with the concurrence of ..... PRC 
suspended our pastor, Rev. Andrew Lanning, from his office, and all duties of his office, 
according to the requirements of Articles 79&80 of the Church Order.. The consistory has 
judged that Rev. Lanning has made himself guilty of public schism in his sermon on Jeremiah 
2 3: 4& 14 preached on Sunday, November 15, of this year. In this sermon Rev. Lanning 
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brought serious charges of the sin of spiritual adultery in the form of false doctrine against 
ministers and assemblies of our denomination. By bringing these charges of sin to the public 
forum of the pulpit he rejected the church orderly way of bringing these charges to the 
consistories as required by Articles 74&75 of the Church Order. In violation of Article 31 of 
the Church Order and in violation of the vow he took in signing the Formula of Subscription 
Rev. Lanning also publicly militated against settled and binding decisions of Synod 2018, his 
own consistory and the September 2018 Classis East. Rev. Lanning should have dealt with 
the charges of sin that weigh heavily upon his heart in the proper, church orderly way. 
Sadly, he rejected that way and by bringing his charges to the public forum of his sermon has 
become guilty of the sin of schism. The sin of public schism is listed in Article 80 of the 
Church Order as one of the gross sins for which an office bearer must be immediately 
suspended 

The consistory asks for the prayers of the congregation for Rev. Lanning and the consistory 
as they labor together for a proper, Biblical resolution in this matter. 

Pray for the peace of Jerusalem: they shall prosper that love thee. Psalm 122:6 

5. We advise that a modified form of this announcement to the congregation be sent to the 
consistories of the PRC and her sister churches. 

It is with sadness that the consistory of Byron Center PRC announces that it has with the 
concurrence of ..... PRC suspended our pastor, Rev. Andrew Lanning, from his office and all 
duties of his office according to the requirements of Articles 79&80 of the Church Order. 
The consistory has judged that Rev. Lanning has made himself guilty of public schism in his 
sermon on Jeremiah 23:4&14 preached on Sunday, November 15, of this year by bringing 
charges of sin against ministers and assemblies of the P RCA contrary to the stipulations of 
Articles 31, 74, 75 of the Church Order and in violation of his vow taken when signing the 
Formula of Subscription. 

The consistory asks for the prayers of the churches for Rev. Andrew Lanning and the 
consistory as they labor together for a proper, Biblical resolution in this matter. 

Pray for the peace of Jerusalem: they shall prosper that love thee. Psalm 122:6 

Church Visitors of Classis East. 

Rev. M. DeVries 

Rev. C. Haak 

Rev. K. Koole 

Rev. J. Slopsema 

Rev. C. Spronk (appointed by the Classical Committee to assist in this case) 
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The Proper Understanding of Article 31 of the Church Order 

by Profs. Dykstra and Gritters 

A recent issue of "Sword and Shield" attempts to justify the position that it is lawful to 
criticize and even condemn decisions of the broader assemblies rather than to protest them. 
This attempt uses the example of our fathers in 1924. Their plea to the PRC reader is: 
"Remember your history." However, this use of the history of 1924 to justify such actions is 
wrong on two counts. First, it is a partial, and therefore, inaccurate recounting of the history. 
Second, it is a wrong interpretation of Article 31 of the Church Order. 

The history· of 1924. 

These are the facts. In 1924, the CRC adopted the three points of common grace. 
Subsequently, the Revs. Danhof, Hoeksema, and Ophoff criticized the three points in their 
preaching and writing. 

How can this be explained? In his explanation in the churches' history ( The Protestant 
Reformed Churches in America), Hoeksema does not appeal to an interpretation of Article 31 
as a justification for their actions. Rather, he is at pains to demonstrate that the writing against 
the three points was permitted by the decisions of the 1924 Synod. What follows is HH' s 
explanation. First, both Herman Hoeksema and Henry Danhof informed the Synod of 1924 
that they intended to oppose the three points in their teaching, preaching and writing. The 
committee of pre-advice at synod advised the synod to warn Hoeksema and Danhof against 
this, and to threaten discipline if they did so. The synod did not adopt that advice (The 
Protestant Reformed Churches in America, 77-79). Second, the synod encouraged the 
ministers in the CRC to write and speak on the doctrine of common grace (94, 95). Third, the 
only admonition that the synod gave Hoeksema and Danhofwas that they must ~'abide in their 
teaching and writing by the standpoint of our Confession regarding the three points" (88). 

Herman Hoeksema quotes another man's summary of their position: " ... synod had left the 
two ministers at liberty to preach and teach and propagate their views with respect to the 

Agenda, P. 149

BC's Request for Judgment re. Deposition

Deposition Case  Page 37



common grace question." HH adds: "which was undoubtedly correct" (p. 102). The point is, 
the actions and decisions of synod of 1924 meant that the three men could legitimately write, 
teach, and preach against common grace without violating Article 31. 

In light of that history, it was completely improper for the Classes of the CRC then to use 
Article 31 to discipline the three ministers. That is also the main point of Hoeksema and 
Ophoff reflecting on that era. 

It should also be obvious that the 1924 Synod decision to adopt the three points of common 
grace is no ordinary decision of a synod. The three points contradicted four Heads of the 
Canons - double predestination, particular atonement, total depravity, and sovereign, 
particular grace, as well as the Canons' teaching on preaching. The three ministers would not 
be ab1e to preach without contradicting the three points. They indeed had no choice. And the 
Synod of 1924 had left that open. 

The Church Order, Article 31 

The wrong interpretation of Article 31 says: "So long as a man has convinced himself that a 
decision is contrary to the Word of God, the Confessions, or the Church Order, he is not 
bound by the decision, and is free to speak out against the decision." 

A defense of this erroneous position uses the late Rev. George Ophoff s interpretation of 
Article 31. Ophoff believed that a decision is not binding on a minister when the minister 
himself is convinced that the decision is unbiblical. But this use of Ophoff is mistaken in four 
points. First, however, it is to be noted that Ophoff emphasized that when a man has ''proved 
to himself' that a decision is wrong, his "solemn duty ... is to try to make this plain to the 
churches-next Classis or Synod" (SB, v. 30, p. 273). This indicates that Ophoff would not 
have put up with anyone agitating without protesting. 

Second, Ophoff s view was not universally held in the PRCA even in his own day. Two years 
after Ophoff wrote that (above), Cornelius Hanko gave his view, suggesting that a supplement 
to Article 31 could read: 'The appellant must present his appeal with proof to the next major 
assembly, and while his appeal is pending be must submit to the decision of the minor 
assembly." (SB, v. 32, p. 163). 

Third, an appeal to Ophoffs earlier writings fails to acknowledge that this was the view of the 
Liberated churches, and not the PRCA. The Liberated always identified themselves by their 
unique view of Article 31, calling themselves "Liberated according to Article 31 of the 
Church Order." Our interaction with the Liberated in the '40s and '50s led the PRCA to 
distinguish clearly our view from the Liberated view. 

Fourth, and most importantly, appealing to Ophoff to justify a Liberated view of Article 31 is 
illegitimate because the PRCA have an official interpretation of the article. There can be no 
question about the PRC's official view of Article 31. In 2004, synod adopted the document, 
"Explanation of the rules for Protests, Appeals, and Overtures." II. B. 5, states: Article 31 
declares that whatever is decided by a major assembly by majority vote, relative to an appeal, 
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must be considered settled and binding-'unless it be proved to conflict with the Word of God 
or with the articles of the Church Order. ' The implication here is that one may indeed attempt 
to demonstrate to an ecclesiastical assembly that its decision conflicts with the Word of God 
or the Church Order, but during the process of protest and appeal, he must submit to the 
decision by which he is aggrieved. 

This clearly demonstrates that someone who is opposed to a decision of an ecclesiastical 
body: a) Must protest or appeal, and b) must submit to the decision, and c) must not publicly 
write or speak against a decision. 

The adoption of this statement in 2004 was not surprising to anyone and has never ( until 
recently) been contradicted in our circles, because it is what our PRC seminary has taught for 
the last 50 years. The PRCA still teaches this. We remind elders to re-read the editorial in the 
Standard Bearer, August 1, 2020, where this position is explained and defended. For your 
help, here, we quote from Professors Hanko and Engelsma to show the PRC's view has been 
that criticizing the decisions of synod is wrong: 

Professor Hanko: "By 'settled' is meant that the matter is no longer a proper subject for 
discussion and debate ... [it means] that any agitation and propaganda against the decision is 
improper in the church .... To assume any other position would lead to anarchy and chaos in 
the church .... [H]e will not militate against it publicly. There are, for a man of integrity, two 
possible courses of action. One thing he may not do is make propaganda for his position 
publicly and privately within the churches. Article 31 is explicit on the point. All decisions 
must be considered settled and binding. That is, the matters which prompted the decisions are 
finished, and the decisions themselves are binding upon all. A man who disagrees with certain 
decisions retains the liberty of his conscience by holding his inward convictions, but he must 
keep the matter to himself and may not do anything which would give the impression that he 
is acting contrary to them .... [H]e never agitates against synodical decisions ... If a believer 
discovers that the church which he loves is threatened by a decision taken by an assembly, he 
must seek to correct that error. If he considers the matter so wrong that he feels compelled to 
talk with other of his fellow saints about it, it is important enough to protest .... He cannot 
stand on the sidelines, bemoaning error to his compatriots, but refusing to do anything about 
it. This is irresponsible, and a violation of the ninth commandment" (Notes on the Church 
Order (Art. 31) and Believer's Manual, Ch. 2; emphasis added). 

Prof. Engelsma: "Consistories and individuals submit to decisions of synod with which they 
themselves are in disagreement. It is accepted that synod's decisions will be considered settled 
and binding by all the consistories and by all the members." '~Synodical decisions put an end 
to debate on controversial issues in the churches. There may not be continued agitation against 
the decisions."" ... [A]gitation against synodical decisions (is) radically un-reformed .... " It is 
"sin against the unity of the church." (SB, June 1, 1991) 

Finally, we remind everyone that this errant view of article 31 will lead and has led to 
disorder, even mutiny. The orderly way, which is the Reformed way, for anyone to object to 
ecclesiastical decisions is by protest and appeal. Agitation is sin. 
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Byron Center 
-S "'Pl' rJI. J.. 

----------~ 

Protestant Reformed Church 

From the Consistory, 

Dear Byron Center congregation, 

1945 84 th Street S.W. 

Byron Center, Michigan 49315 

(616)878-1811 

www.byronprc.org 

The consistory informs the congregation that we have relieved Rev Lanning of his ministerial duties to have sufficient 

time to consider the material and recommendations from the church visitors. 

We covet your prayers that the Lord will lead us in our deliberations. 

Be assured of our prayers for you during this time. 

Proverbs 3:5-6 Trust in the LORD with all thine heart; and lean not unto thine own understanding. In all thy ways 

acknowledge him, and he shall direct thy paths. 

In Christ, 

The Consistory of Byron Center PRC 
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Byron Center 

Protestant Reformed Church 
1945 84th Street S.W. 

Byron Center, Michigan 49315 

(616)878-1811 

www.byronprc.org 

While in deliberations amongst the consistory of the Jeremiah sermon, the consistory of BCPRC deems that 
schism continued off from our pulpit the weeks of 11-22-20-11-26-20 and that action needs to be taken. 

Supporting evidence of this further schism/slander include: 

Preach The Word. 11-22-2020 2 Timothy 4:1-4 

Congregational prayer right after the announcement of calling in the church visitors letter was read to the 
congregation. "We beseech thee Father in the temptation that we always face to tum to man and the wisdom of 
man, our own earthly wisdom or the earthly wisdom of others, that thou wilt keep us from that devilish wisdom 
which will not help and will not profit" 

The consistory deems this to be an undermining of their work of the church visitors. If this is a charge of sin 
against the church visitors that sin needs to go the way of Mathew 18 and article 74 of the Church Order. 

Rev Lanning preached to BCPRC "Beloved congregation in our Lord Jesus Christ, what do we need as a 
congregation? There is no doubt that things are very serious for this congregation. Church visitors are being 
called in to give advice regarding a sermon, regarding a decision of the consistory. That is serious. What do we 
need as a congregation? What will help us as a congregation, as the church of the Lord Jesus Christ? And what 
are the dangers that lay before us now as a congregation? What we need as a congregation is what Paul lays out 
before Timothy at the beginning of this chapter. Preach the word, preach the word. And that word that is 
brought is the truth, that word is sound healthful doctrine. Everything we need as a congregation and as a 
church is in that word and the preaching of that word. What we must be aware of as a congregation and as a 
church is turning our ears away from the truth. What we must be aware of is not enduring sound doctrine. And 
what we must be aware of is heaping to ourselves teachers, which is Paul's way of saying here, heaping to 
ourselves man, and man's wisdom, and man's opinion. We don't need any of that. We need the word. We need 
the word preached." 

Rev Lanning is equating using the proper ecclesiastical process and "heaping up to themselves teachers". We 
see this as critism of the church visitors as well as undermining the consistory for calling them for assistance. 

Rev. Lanning has preached "And the church heaps these teachers to herself in indicating that she works at this 
and grooms these teachers and prepares these teachers, so that by the time these men become teachers in the 
church that's all they know how to do is bring the wisdom of man. The Word of God is left behind. The true 
sound doctrine of the scriptures is nowhere to be found. Just the wisdom of man." 

In the context of the sermon the consistory sees this statement as undermining the work of the PRC seminary. 

"The House of Mourning" Thanksgiving sermon 11-26-20. 

Rev Lanning summarizes the advice of the church visitors in this way. "The essence of the church visitors 
advice to this church is that the rebuke against our sin as a church and as a denomination of displacing the 
perfect work of Christ is not allowed in this pulpit. That's the essence of the advice. The rebuke that says to our 
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congregation and to our denomination, we walk in lies, we strengthen the hands of the evildoers so that none 
turneth from his way" 

The consistory deems this is a mischaracterization of the advice of the church visitors and leads the hearer to 
have doubt in the visitor's advice without seeing the advice for themselves. This stirs the members up to fear 
and distrust of their consistory. This advice is also a private matter since it is still under deliberation in the 
consistory room and ought not be shared off the pulpit until the hearer can read it for themselves. 

Rev Lanning then states an absolute regarding the decision of the consistory. "We stand at that crossroads right 
now as a congregation, and the consistory of this congregation will lead us to become a house of mourning by 
rejecting the idea that that rebuke is not permitted, or the consistory will lead us to become a house of feasting, 
where that rebuke is no longer heard, and man is no longer emptied of himself and only pleases himself." 

The consistory deems this is a mischaracterization of the pending decision regarding the advice of the church 
visitors and again has stirred members up to fear and distrust of their consistory. Rebukes in the preaching are 
proper and necessary. Rebukes in sermons are not being forbidden by the advice of the church visitors or 
BCPRC consistory. 

Elders, 

Ed Hekstra 

Harlow Kuiper 

Terry Kaptein 

Tim Block 

Josh Lubbers 
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Dear Rev. Langerak, 

We are grateful that the Trinity PRC consistory is willing to become involved with the serious matters 
that the consistory of Byron Center PRC lays before you. We have taken certain decisions that were 

made after much prayer and deliberation as a consistory and as individual elders as well. These 

decisions are not popular within our congregation and there is much turmoil right now. We're thankful 
to God that he provides assistance such as Church Visitors and neighboring consistories to ensure that 
we have acted properly according to the Word of God and our Church Order. Although the decisions 
made have and will belong to the BCPRC consistory, we covet advice from other of God's office bearers. 

Rev. Langerak, we ask that Trinity PRC elders look carefully and critically at all that has been done by 
BCPRC's consistory, examine the related documents and ask any questions of us that need to be asked 
for clarification. We absolutely do not ask that we be given any "benefit of the doubts" in any manner. 

We are weak men and prone to all evil in ourselves, and although we feel that the decisions made to this 
point are good, we need to be told differently if your consistory so determines. We stand ready to be 
instructed and to rescind and apologize if that is required. These matters are so weighty that to defend 
anything that has been done wrongly would be foolish and sinful. 

Along with Trinity PRC, we love our churches and the truth of the gospel of Jesus Christ. We thank 

you for your assistance and pray that our covenant keeping God made guide all our deliberation to the 
glory of His name and the good of Christ's church. 

Blessings on the work of your hands, 
The Byron Center PRC Consistory 

Agenda, P. 155

BC's Request for Judgment re. Deposition

Deposition Case  Page 43



December 1, 2020 

Dear brethren of the consistory of Byron Center PRC, 

Greetings in the name of our Savior, Jesus Christ, who has made us free in him. 

I write this letter to you regarding the consistory's decision of November 10, 2020, Article 4.b. of the 
minutes: "Motion to approve the recommendation of the committee [to require Rev. Lanning to resign 
as the editor of Sword and Shield]. CARRIES." I ask that the consistory declare the decision to be in error, 
thus rescinding the requirement that I resign as editor of Sword and Shield. 

I write this letter in the form of a protest, so that I am able to appeal if need be. However, I do not write 
with an adversarial spirit. Rather, I humbly beseech you as brethren that you not entangle me with this 
yoke of bondage. 

I have only one ground for my protest. I believe this ground to be so weighty that any ground the 
consistory has already used would fall away. My one ground is that the consistory's decision robs me of 
my Christian freedom to confess the name of Christ before men as the editor of Sword and Shield. In 
light of Galatians 2:3-5 and 5:1, my only possible response to this must be not to give place by subjection 
even for an hour, and to stand fast in the liberty wherewith Christ has made me free. 

Explanation: 
1. The issue in the consistory's decision is not the editorship of Sword and Shield. Being the 

editor of Sword and Shield is a matter of adiaphora. A man could be the editor and glorify 
God, or he could not be the editor and glorify God. "Whether therefore ye eat, or drink, or 
whatsoever ye do, do all to the glory of God" (I Cor. 10:31). If the consistory had suggested 
that I resign as editor of Sword and Shield, I could have considered that suggestion. Although 
I would almost certainly have continued editing Sword and Shield, I could at least have 
considered that suggestion and the consistory's reasons, without having to reject it outright. 

2. As soon as the consistory required me to resign as editor, the consistory took away my 
Christian freedom to confess the name of Christ before men as editor of Sword and Shield. 
The issue is not whether there are also other ways for me to confess Christ, such as writing 
for the magazine, preaching the gospel, teaching my family, and my Christian walk. The issue 
is that I am free in Christ to confess his name before men also as the editor of a Reformed 
magazine. Regardless of every other opportunity that I may have to fulfill my calling to 
confess Christ, the consistory has targeted my Christian freedom as an editor and brings that 
Christian freedom under the consistory's compulsion. 

3. The only moral reason that the consistory might compel me to resign as editor is if being 
editor is sinful. Neither I nor anyone else have Christian freedom to sin. "For, brethren, ye 
have been called unto liberty; only use not liberty for an occasion to the flesh, but by love 
serve one another" (Gal. 5:13}. Being the editor of Sword and Shield is not sinful. The holy 
purpose of Sword and Shield is the believer's confession of Christ as he is made known in 
Scripture and as he is confessed by the Reformed faith. From the preamble of the 
constitution of Reformed Believers Publishing: "The members of Reformed Believers 
Publishing have organized for the express purpose of witnessing to the Reformed truth. The 
organization is rooted in the office of believer, by virtue of which every believer has the 
privilege and calling to confess the truth and contend against the lie." 

4. As far as the consistory's oversight of my labors as pastor, the only reason the consistory 
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might compel me to resign as editor is if being editor contradicts my calling as a minister of 
the gospel. I am to devote myself to the ministry of the Word. "Take heed unto thyself, and 
unto the doctrine; continue in them: for in doing this thou shalt both save thyself, and them 
that hear thee" {I Tim. 4:16). My calling as a minister of the Word is also laid out in the Form 
for the Ordination of Ministers of God's Word and in the Church Order, Article 16. Editing 
Sword and Shield does not contradict my calling as a minister of the gospel as laid out in 
Scripture and the confessions, but fits perfectly within that calling, and thus is for the 
spiritual good and the spiritual care of Christ's flock in Byron Center. Editing Sword and 
Shield fits especially in my calling according to Article 55 of the Church Order: "To ward off 
false doctrines and errors that multiply exceedingly through heretical writings, the ministers 
and elders shall use the means of teaching, of refutation or warning, and of admonition, as 
well in the ministry of the Word as in Christian teaching and family-visiting." 

5. The consistory's compulsion will not stop with the matter of being editor, but before long 
the consistory will also compel me to stop writing and to stop preaching certain things. This 
is because the one cause that unites my editing, writing, and preaching is the cause of 
Jehovah God's glory in Jesus Christ and his gospel. That gospel exposes the sin of the 
Protestant Reformed Churches in our present controversy and points us to our only hope 
outside of ourselves in Jesus Christ. The evidence that the consistory's compulsion will not 
stop with being editor is that the consistory has already declared my sermon on Jeremiah 
23:4, 14 to be schismatic. That sermon said the same thing as my editorials in Sword and 
Shield. For me to accede to the consistory's compulsion in the matter of editing Sword and 
Shield means that eventually I will have to subject the gospel itself to the consistory's 
compulsion, which may never be. 

6. The matter of Christian freedom is no small matter. This freedom was purchased by Christ's 
blood. It is "our liberty which we have in Christ Jesus" (Gal. 2:4). This freedom is unbreakably 
connected to Christ's gospel. When Christian freedom in Christ is subjected to man's 
compulsion, then the truth of Christ is also eventually subjected to man's compulsion. Paul 
refused to submit to the compulsion of men against Christian freedom "that the truth of the 
gospel might continue with you" {Gal. 2:5). To subject my Christian freedom to men's 
compulsion in this would be to despise the blood of Christ that purchased my freedom and 
to despise the truth that brings me freedom. 

7. Christ's apostle shows what is the only possible response for all Christians whose Christian 
freedom is taken away by compulsion. That response is to give no place by subjection, but 
to stand fast in one's liberty. "But neither Titus, who was with me, being a Greek, was 
compelled to be circumcised: And that because of false brethren unawares brought in, who 
came in privily to spy out our liberty which we have in Christ Jesus, that they might bring us 
into bondage: To whom we gave place by subjection, no, not for an hour; that the truth of 
the gospel might continue with you." "Stand fast therefore in the liberty wherewith Christ 
hath made us free, and be not entangled again with the yoke of bondage" (Gal. 2:3-5; 5:1). 

In light of all this, I ask that the consistory declare its decision to be in error, thus rescinding the 
requirement that I resign as editor of Sword and Shield. 

Warmly in Christ, 

lw-~ LA~0·j 
I 
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December 4, 2020 

TRINITY 
PROTESTANT REFORMED CHURCH 

Consistory of Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church 

Dear Brothers, 

Our consistory, in response to the request of Byron Center PRC consistory on November 28, 2020, 

that we render judgement on your decision to suspend Rev. Andrew Lanning from his ministerial 

duties under Article 79 & 80 of the Church Order took the following decision on December 4, 2020: 

"Article 19. A motion is made to approve the following judgement at the request of Byron Center 
PRC regarding their decision to suspend Rev. Lanning in accordance with Article 79 & 80 of the 
Church Order: 'That Rev. Andrew Lanning committed the sin of public schism in Byron Center PRC 
congregation and in the entire denomination by violating Articles 31J' 74 and 75 of the Church 
Order in his public preaching which is contrary to his vows of ordination and the Formula of 
Subscription.' Grounds. See Supplement.}'' 

The judgement rendered by our consistory is attached. 

Our earnest prayer is that God will be pleased to use these labors tor the good of brother Lanning, 

your consistory and the flock at Byron Center PRC. 

Psalm 122:6-9 "Pray for the peace of Jerusalem: they shall prosper that love thee. Peace be within thy 

walls, and prosperity within thy palaces. For my brethren and companions' sakes, I will now say, 

Peace be within thee. Because of the house of the LORD our God I will seek thy good." 

In Christ's Service, 

Consistory of Trinity Protestant Reformed Church 

Terry Dykstra, Clerk 

3385 Van Duren St., 1·-:IuJsonvilk, ;\ 11 49426 
Ph: (616) 669-7024 • Pastor: (616) 66517025 "' \\WW.trinityprc.org 
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1. Information: 

A. November 28, 2020: Trinity PRC consistory received a letter from Byron Center PRC consistory 
notifying us of their decision to suspend their pastor, Rev. Andrew Lanning under Article 79 
and 80 of the Church Order (C.O.) and requesting we render judgment on this matter as the 
nearest consistory (Supplement 1). Attached was the recommendation of the church visitors 
that Byron Center adopted (Supplement 2) and a transcript of a sermon by Rev. Lanning on 
Jeremiah 23:4, 14 that was the immediate occasion for this decision (Supplement 3). 

B. November 29, 2020: Trinity consistory met and received this material for information. 

c. November 30, 2020: Trinity consistory met and after much discussion we accepted the 
request of Byron Center consistory. The main issue was the legality of this request since Art. 
79 requires 11sentence ... of the nearest church," which would be Unity PRC. 

1. The church visitors advised Byron Center ask Grandville or Trinity since there are 11close 

ties" with Unity, and other nearer churches had "inexperienced (or no) ministers. 1
' 

2. We consulted a number of C.O. commentators. None except Rutgers (Verkfaring van de 
Kerkenordening ... ) speak to the issue at length. The original is der naast gelegene, which is 
often translated "neighboring" consistory. Rutgers explains that "nearest" is not "simply a 
matter of local distance" and "circumstances are determinative." A consistory may not 
choose "arbitrarily 1

' or one "they prefer." Emphasis is on "speedy communication." 

o. December 1, 2020: Trinity consistory met with Byron Center consistory. 

1. Rev. Langerak was asked to chair the meeting. Clerks from both consistories took minutes. 
Two members of Trinity were not present due to COVID but participated via Zoom. 

2. Byron Center read and presented a letter (Supplement 4). In it they expressed thanks for 
assistance to ensure they acted properly by the Word of God and the C.O. They request 
we look carefully and critically at their documents, ask any questions we feel are 
necessary, and that they not be given any benefit of doubts. They stand ready to be 
instructed, and to rescind and apologize for anything if is wrong or required. 

3. A document was presented to Trinity that purports to "demonstrate a continued pattern 
in the preaching." It was adopted by Byron Center as an addendum (Supplement 5). 

4. All the documents submitted were read. Time was given for questions and discussion. 

5. Rev. Lanning was welcomed to the meeting. He gives an introductory statement, and for 
several hours responds to questions from Trinity consistory. He agrees to be available for 
any further questions should that be necessary during our own separate deliberations. 

6. While being questioned, Rev. Lanning stated that his sermon was occasioned by the 
consistory's decision he resign as editor of the Sword & Shield. Trinity requested and was 
provided with that decision and supporting material (Supplements 7 and 8). 

E. December 2, 3, and 4, 2020: Trinity consistory met to deliberate and formulate its judgment 
on this matter. What follows is our judgment. 
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Judgment: That Rev. Andrew Lanning committed the sin of public schism in Byron Center PRC 
congregation and in the entire denomination by violating Articles 31, 74 and 7S of the Church Order 
in his public preaching which is contrary to his vows of ordination and the Formula of Subscription. 

1. Definition of Public Schism: 

A. Public schism "is the sin of dividing the congregation or the Churches into factions, arousing 
the people of God to discord or mutiny. The motives may be those of self-justification or 
defiance of authority in the Church or desire for personal self-advancement and the like" 
(Prof. Hanko, Notes on the Church Order., p. 123). 

B. "Public schism: This term concerns those, to use the words of our Form for the Administration 
of the Lord's Supper, who raise 'discord, sects, and mutiny in the Church.111 (Van Dellen and 
Monsma, The Church Order Commentary). 

11. In a sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14, Shepherds to Feed You, preached in Byron Center PRC on 
11/15/20, Rev. Lanning made serious public charges of unrepentant sin against ministers and 
office-bearers of the Protestant Reformed Churches, and against the entire denomination. 

A. In his sermon, Rev. Lanning charges that there is something dreadfully wrong with the PRC 
denomination: The churches have become apostate so that the same spiritually depraved 
condition in the days of Jeremiah characterizes the PRC today. The PRC have become 
churches in form only; spiritually, the denomination is wicked because the Word was and 
still is being perverted, corrupted and twisted by its ministers, who thereby commit spiritual 
adultery, walk in lies and strengthen the hands of evildoers, and therefore are unto the Lord 
as Sodom and Gomorrah. 

1. ''That makes this word [Jer. 23:4, 14] a perfect word for our congregation in these days., 
because the same., same situation characterizes the Protestant Reformed Churches. The 
form is there. It looks the same as it always did. We've got churches., we've got 
consistories, we-'ve got ministers., we've got sermons. Our families come to church on 
Sunday. The form is there just like it always was in the days of our fathers and our fathers' 
fathers, but there's something wrong. There's something so dreadfully wrong in the 
Protestant Reformed Churches and in Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church. What-'s so 
dreadfully wrong is the same thing that happened in the days of Jeremiah. The word of 
God was perverted. Corrupted. Twisted. And there are those who will look around and say 
where is that? I don't recognize that. I don't see that. We've got everything we always did. 
Where is that corruption you are talking about? But it-'s there. And the word of God comes 
to us in that kind of condition., very., very sharply., with the strongest possible rebukes. This 
is God's assessment: 'I have seen also in the prophets of Jerusalem an horrible thing: they 
commit adultery., and walk in lies: they strengthen also the hands of evildoers., that none 
doth return from his wickedness; they are all of them unto me as Sodom., and the 
inhabitants thereof as Gomorrah.' Page 1 

2. " ... this adultery is the spiritual adultery of false teachings that take the hearts of the people 
away from God., their Husband, and unite the hearts of the people to some other thing., 
whether it's the prophets themselves ... Or whether it's some idol god. The prophets speak 
false doctrine to turn the heart of the people of God away from God. That's adultery. 
That-'s what God saw in the prophets of Jerusalem. And it was lies. They walked in lies ... 
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And those lies were the perversion of the Word of God, and that's the PRC. Walking in lies 
and perverting the word of the Lord." Page 2-3 

B. In his sermon, Rev. Lanning specifically identifies those lies, and the perversion, corruption, 
and twisting of the Word of God by the ministers of the PRC as 6 statements made by a 
minister that were condemned by Synod 2018, and that which he calls the devil's theology. 

1. "Here are the lies, the tricky false doctrines that prophets in Jerusalem spoke and 
defended. Prophets in Jerusalem spoke and defended these lies." Then what follows is 
direct quotes of the six statements condemned by Synod 2018. Page 3. 

2. "That's the devil's theology ... That theology came to Classis East.. .. " Page 3. 

c. In his sermon, Rev. Lanning charges that all the delegates of Classis East February 2018, 
excused the devil's theology when they rejected an appeal that was brought to Classis, and 
that we are to imagine this action as all the delegates taking off their clothes and 
committing public sodomy with each other publicly, for which they should have been 
immediately deposed and repentance demanded by their consistories. 

1. "The whole c/assis rose up and excused it. Excused it... The whole classis rose up and 
rejected the protest, or the appeal, that condemned the devil's theology. Page. 3 

2. "Imagine this. That at that February c/assis, in 2018, at Hudsonville Church, if the appeal 
came to the floor to condemn the devil's theology, and the chairman called for the vote, 
'all in favor say I', and all of those stately ministers and elders stood up from their chairs, 
took off their clothes, make themselves naked and committed homosexual fornication right 
there before the eyes of God and man. In front of all 200 viewers. What would the 
response have been to that? We would have been outraged! Outraged! People sitting 
there would have been scandalized. And angry. Angry. And word of that would have flown 
through the denomination in 10 minutes. Probably less. What else would have been the 
response. This. Every consistory of Classis East that sent delegates would have been 
waiting by the door for those delegates to come home and would have said to the 
delegates, 'We heard what happened at c/assis. Were you part of that? Were you part of 
that?' ... and if those delegates were part of that, the consistory would have deposed them 
on the spot and demanded repentance lest they be excommunicated .... " Page 3 

o. Even though these statements were explicitly rejected by the denomination (Synod 2018), 
and by Classis East September 2018, Rev. Lanning charges that the ministers, churches, and 
denomination have not repented, but continue to teach and minimize this error. 

1. "There's something so dreadfully wrong in the Protestant Reformed Churches and in Byron 
Center Protestant Reformed Church ... [as] in the days of Jeremiah. The word of God was 
perverted. Corrupted. Twisted. And there are those who will look around and say where is 
that? I don't recognize that. I don't see that. We've got everything we always did. Where is 
that corruption you are talking about? But it's there." Page 1. 

2. "That's what God saw in the prophets of Jerusalem. And it was lies. They walked in lies ... 
And those lies were the perversion of the Word of God, and that's the PRC. Walking in lies 
and perverting the word of the Lord." Page 3 

3. "Not only did these prophets (of Jeremiah's day) teach false doctrine, but they minimize it 
when it's exposed. When it's shown as wicked. Then they say no, noo ... noo ... noo. Let's not 
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go that far. Devil's theology? Can't go that far. Heresy? Not that, not that. Minimizing that 
hateful corruption of the word of God which is strengthening the hand of the evildoers so 
that everyone that ought to be shocked and dismayed at that sin and that false doctrine 
instead continues in it. Or doesn't understand how serious it is ... And that's where we are 
right now. That's the work being done right now. That's the work that we are laboring at 
as churches, right now, to minimize." Page. 4 

4. There"s one calling for the congregation and the denomination. Repent. Repent. p. 2 

E. Rev. Lanning presents the following evidence for his charge that the PRC churches and 
ministers have not repented but continue to teach, minimize, and even cover up their sin: 

1. Statements made in two Standard Bearer articles written soon after Synod 2018: 

a. ,.,Here"s what's going on. This is from the Standard Bearer immediately after Synod 
2018 ... exposed the devi/"s theology and condemned it. This is what the Standard 
Bearer had to say: 'Let this be clear. Anyone who, from this date on, concerning the 
minister, consistory, committee to assist the consistory, or Classis East, anyone, I say, 
who alleges that those individuals or ecclesiastical bodies taught heresy, or justification 
by faith and works, or Federal Vision, or a conditional covenant, is guilty of slander. 
Such a one must be rebuked. Slander against officebearers, such serious slander, is the 
devil's tool to divide the church of Jesus Christ. This is the sin of schism, a sin so serious 
that office bearers are deposed for it. And members excommunicated for it.' You know 
what we were waiting at the door to do? Not to say to every office bearer who had ever 
defended that lie, 'You're deposed." But we were waiting by the door to say to anyone 
who would say 'that was heresy' or 'the devil's theology' ... 'You're deposed and 
excommunicated, too.' That's minimizing the sin of that false doctrine." Page 4 (Note: 
The statement in this article refers to the decisions of Synod 2018 that condemned the 
errors; Rev. Lanning applies it to the actions of Classis East in February 2018). 

b. "More covering up. The Standard Bearer a couple of months later: 'Nevertheless, the 
statements did not explicitly contradict the confessions.' Those statements that are 
from Satan do not contradict the confessions? ... // that"s what we"re hearing and that's 
our view of those doctrines. No one will repent." Page 4. (Note: This article speaks of 
"explicit contradiction." Rev. Lanning here, and later on, drops the word "explicit"). 

2. Letters from two consistories written to their congregations regarding charges by Rev. 
Lanning in the Sword and Shield that there continues to be a controversy in the churches 
between the truth and the lie, and that this lie continues to be taught. 

a. "This is a letter from a consistory in the Protestant Reformed Churches to its 
congregation in response to a holy publication, a godly work, which is no thanks to the 
editor, or the editors, thanks only to God. But here's what a consistory wrote in 
response to a holy publication: 'We're also concerned that the magazine is stating that 
there's a controversy between a works principal and a grace principal doctrine. They 
contend that the controversy has been between an error out of hell and God's own 
truth from heaven. They state that the magazine's desire is to engage in this doctrinal 
controversy. Our consistory does not believe there is a controversy that exists between 
these two principles in our churches. Our consistory believes that only the grace 
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principle is preached in our churches and is part of our doctrine.' How is anyone going 
to repent if we're told there's no controversy ... ?" Page 4-5. 

b. ''Here's another consistory to its congregation, a month later: 'Secondly, although the 
magazine purports the development of the reformed truth, statements made within 
the publication, rather than promoting the unity of believers in that truth, promote 
disunity and schism. This is evident when it describes the current controversy within the 
PRC as being between the truth and the lie.' How is anyone going to repent if we 
cannot even acknowledged the lie." Page 5. 

3. That there is no public defense of the decision of Synod 2018 and no public rejection of 
the lie condemned by Synod 2018 except by Rev. Lanning and the Sword and Shield. 

a. '<Do you hear that? When's the last time you heard someone read from 2018 publicly? I 
can think of only one incident in the last few months, and before that, nothing. Do you 
hear rejection of this lie? I am asked so many times, "Rev. Lanning, show us the lie. 
Where is it today? We're done with it. Synod 2018 finished it. Show us where the lie is 
today.' I've done that. I've done that publicly in writing. I've done that now in the 
pulpit." Page 5. 

b. "But Jet me ask you a question. I want to know from you where is the rejection of the 
lie today? Where do you hear condemnation of the devWs theology as the devil's 
theology? Is that the message you hear pouring out of the Protestant Reformed 
Churches today? Is that what you read in letters from consistories to congregations 
warning against a magazine? Is that what you hear- rejection of the lie? I don't hear it. 
I don't hear it. Except in one place consistently. One magazine. Page 5 

4. That the PRC congregations and denomination mock this burden of the Lord from Rev. 
Lanning and the Sword and Shield, and do not care for or want the gospel of grace. 

a. "The burden of the Lord. And the people took that and turned it into a mockery ... lt was 
another way of dismissing the truth. It was another way of disdaining it and minimizing 
it... We're saying that. We're saying that when we say 'seems like in the preaching at 
Byron Center, Rev. Lanning's got an agenda.' The word of the Lord! Which is salvation 
through Jesus Christ is not an individual man's agenda. How dare you? How dare you 
sully the word of the Lord by calling it a man's agenda." Page 5-6. 

b. "Or this, 'Oh, Sword & Shield is in the mail again. Bet we're going to hear about the 
controversy. Bet we're going to hear about fighting. Bet we're going to hear how bad 
things are ... lf you say that, God will forsake you. And he'll forsake your house." Page 6. 

c. "Are we missing something as a church now? ... Are we not getting something or having 
something that we need as a church now? God says when my shepherds feed you this 
word there will be nothing Jacking, because you'll have Christ because you'll have his 
gospel ... There are many who don't want that...they need something else, they think. 
They want something else. They want the form. Stop with the controversy. Stop with 
these rebukes. Stop with the calls for repentance for that false doctrine. We got what 
we need. We got the form. We go to church. We've got our families. We've got our 
friends. God will give that to you, if thar's what you want. He-'11 give it to you ... you'/1 
have your form. But you'll be dead." Page 7. 
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111. Rev. Lanning committed the sin of public schism by making the aforementioned charges in 
violation of Articles 31, 74, and 75 of the Church Order, and contrary to his vows of ordination 
and Formula of Subscription. This is schism because the Church Order is the way of order and 
decency appointed by Christ to maintain, nourish, and preserve concord and unity in His body. 

A. This judgment of public schism has nothing to do with the truth or falsity or even the 
seriousness of his charges. The issue is that Rev. Lanning publicly made these charges in a 
manner that violates the Church Order, which is schism within the body of churches 
(denomination) that is regulated by that Church Order. 

1. The creeds teach that the church order sets forth the way of good order and decency 
(lCor. 14:40) appointed by Christ to maintain the peace and unity of His body. 

a. The Church Order teaches that all of its articles treat those "matters" that are 
"necessary" for "the maintenance of good order in the Church of Christ" (Art. 1). 

b. The Belgic Confession teaches that the "ordinances .. .instituted and established" in the 
Church Order are "useful and beneficial...for maintaining the body of Christ ... [and] only 
that which tends to nourish and preserve concord and unity" (Art. 32). 

c. Therefore, to violate or reject this way of order and decency appointed by Christ and 
set forth in the Church Order, is to choose the way of disorder and indecency that does 
not maintain, nourish and preserve unity in the body of Christ, but rather destroys, 
fractures and harms it. This is schism. 

2. Rev. Lanning vowed to maintain and submit to the regulations of the Church Order: 

a. In his vows for ordination he vowed to "faithfully discharge his office according to the 
same doctrine as above described," which doctrine is incorporated into the church 
order and is that upon which it is based. He also vowed 11to submit...to ecclesiastical 
admonition, according to the public ordinances of the church," i.e. the Church Order. 

b. In the Formula of Subscription he vowed to submit to the "aforesaid doctrine," which 
includes the doctrine in the minor creeds, such as the Church Order, and vowed 
"cheerfully to submit to the judgment [decisions) of the consistory, classis, and synod," 
which submission is also explained in the Church Order. 

B. Rev. Lanning violated Article 74 of the Church Order which requires that "If anyone, having 
been admonished in love concerning a secret sin by two or three persons, does not give 
heed, or otherwise committed a public sin, the matter shall be reported to the consistory." 

1. Rev. Lanning in his sermon, makes numerous charges of public sin against office-bearers in 

the PRC. For example: 

a. Against the author of the Standard Bearer articles: "That's minimizing the sin of that 
false doctrine. More covering up" Page 4. "/ am not united with the prophet who says., 
'That wasn,.t heresy.' I am not united with a prophet who says, 'That does not 
contradict the confessions.' I am united with those who say, 'Salvation by grace alone 
and not by the work of man. 111 Page. 5. 

b. Against all the office-bearers of Classis East: "The whole classis rose up and excused it. 
Excused it. The whole classis rose up and rejected the protest., or the appeal., that 
condemned the devil's theology ... AJI of those stately ministers and elders stood up from 
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their chairs, took off their clothes, make themselves naked and committed homosexual 
fornication right there before the eyes of God and man. 11 Page 3 

c. Against all the ministers of the PRC: 11What's so dreadfully wrong is the same thing that 
happened in the days of Jeremiah. The word of God was perverted. Corrupted. Twisted. 
And there are those who will look around and say where is that? ... Where is that 
corruption you are talking about? But it''s there ... This is God's assessment: 'I have also 
seen in the prophets of Jerusalem an horrible thing. 11 Page 1. "Listen to what else the 
prophets in Jerusalem did, 'they commit adultery, and walk in lies: they strengthen also 
the hands of evildoers, that none doth return from his wickedness.' Not only did these 
prophets teach false doctrine, but they minimize it when it's exposed ... And that's where 
we are right now. That's the work being done right now ... You can tell the prophets 
stand in the counsel of the Lord, v 22, 'to cause my people to hear my words, then they 
should have turned them from their evil way and from the evil of their doings.' The 
people turned from that sin, they hate it, they repudiate it, they damn it and condemn 
it when the counsel of the Lord has been brought to them. Do you see that in the 
churches?" Page 4. 

d. Against the church visitors of Classis East: 'The essence of the church visitors' advice to 
this church is that the rebuke against our sin as a church and as a denomination of 
displacing the perfect work of Christ is not allowed in this pulpit. That's the essence of 
the advicell (Sermon, House of Mourning, p. 5}. "We beseech thee Father in the 
temptation that we always face to turn to man and the wisdom of man, our own 
earthly wisdom of others, that thou will keep us from that devilish wisdom which will 
not help and will not profit." (Prayer made 11-22-2020 immediately after the 
announcement that the consistory has asked for the help of the church visitors) 

2. Article 74 requires that any charges of public sin "shall be reported to the consistory," and 
it makes this step for charges of public sin, as necessary as the steps of Matthew 18 with 
regard to private sins. The way appointed by Christ is not to bring charges of sin to the 
court of public opinion, not even public sins. All charges of sin are to be brought to the 
consistory as the sole court Christ appointed to judge and treat such sins. 

3. The Form for Ordination for Elders and Deacons agrees: "And thus the ministers of the 
Word, together with the elders, form a body or assembly, being as a council of the church, 
representing the whole church; to which Christ alludes, when He saith, 'tell the church' -
which can in no wise be understood of all and every member of the church in particular, 
but very properly of those who govern the church out of which they are chosen." Rev. 
Lanning did the exact opposite. Instead of bringing his charges to those who govern the 
church, as the Lord requires in Art. 74, he brought his charges to the entire church. 

4. When asked by the consistory, Rev. Lanning admitted that he has not brought any of the 
aforementioned charges to a consistory. He stated it is not "necessary," but only an 
11option." He said his actions are justified by the Form for Ordination which calls him to 
"faithfully explain ... the Word of the Lord ... and apply the same ... in particular." 
Furthermore, he claims making such particular charges from "the pulpit" or "his writings" 
are more "effective options." But Rev. Lanning errs and thereby rejects the orderly and 

decent way appointed by Christ in Article 74 to nourish, promote, and preserve the peace 
and unity of the church, and instead destroys, fractures, and harms it. This is schism. 
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c. By violating Article 74 of the Church Order, Rev. Lanning also violated Article 75 which 
requires that "reconciliation of such sins that are of their nature public ... shall take place ... in 
such a manner as the consistory shall deem conducive to the edification of each church." 

1. This article teaches that another reason charges of public sin must be brought to the 
consistory, and not the court of public opinion, as Article 74 requires, is because Christ has 
appointed the consistory as the chief means through which He effectually works 
repentance and reconciliation in the church for such sins. It is the consistory that holds His 
kingdom's key of discipline, not the office of all believer or the minister by himself. 

2. By making charges of public sin and demanding repentance without bringing such charges 
to a consistory, Rev. Lanning also rejects the good way that Christ appointed in Article 74 
to effectually work repentance and reconciliation, and thus to nourish, promote, and 
preserve the unity of the body of Christ, rather than to destroy, fracture, and harm it. 

o. Rev. Lanning also violated Article 31 of the Church Order which states: "If anyone complain 
that he has been wronged by the decision of a minor assembly, he shall have the right to 
appeal to a major ecclesiastical assembly, and whatsoever may be agreed upon by a 
majority vote shall be consider settled and binding, unless it be proved to conflict with the 
Word of God or with the articles of the Church Order ... " 

1. The Formula of Subscription, the Rules for Protest, Appeals and Overtures adopted by our 
synods, and Protestant Reformed experts on church polity all clearly define and explain 
the "settled and binding" character of the decisions of ecclesiastical assemblies. 

a. The Rules for Protests, Appeals, and Overtures explain in 11.B.S which states: "Article 31 
declares that whatever is decided by a major assembly by majority vote, relative to an 
appeal, must be considered settled and binding - 'unless it be proved to conflict with 
the Word of God or with the articles of the Church Order.' The implication here is that 
one may indeed attempt to demonstrate to an ecclesiastical assembly that its decision 
conflicts with the Word of God or the Church Order, but during the process of protest 
and appeal he must submit to the decision by which he is aggrieved." (Pages 109-110 
of The Church Order of the PRC). This rule demonstrates that the position of the PRC is 
that someone opposed to a decision of an ecclesiastical body: a) Must protest or 
appeal; b} must submit to the decision; and c) must not publicly write or speak against 
a decision, even while that decision is being protested and appealed. 

b. The Formula of Subscription honors this "settled and binding" nature of ecclesiastical 
decisions. It states: "And if hereafter any difficulties or different sentiments respecting 
the aforesaid doctrines should arise in our minds, we promise that we will neither 
publicly nor privately propose, teach., or defend the same., either by preaching or 
writing., until we have first revealed such sentiments to the consistory, classis, and 
synod, that the same may be there examined., being ready always cheerfully to submit 
to the judgment of the consistory, class is, and synod., under the penalty in case of 
refusal to be, by that very fact, suspended from our office." 

c. Protestant Reformed experts on church polity teach this same view of "settled and 
binding," and also insist that violation of this understanding of Article 31 is sin against 
the 9th commandment, not reformed, leads to anarchy and chaos, and therefore is sin 
against the unity of the church, which is schism. 
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1) Professor Hanko: uBy 'settled' is meant that the matter is no longer a proper 
subject for discussion and debate ... that any agitation and propaganda against the 
decision is improper in the church .... To assume any other position would lead to 
anarchy and chaos in the church .... [H]e will not militate against it publicly. There 
are, for a man of integrity, two possible courses of action. One thing he may not do 
is make propaganda for his position publicly and privately within the churches. 
Article 31 is explicit on the point. All decisions must be considered settled and 
binding. That is, the matters which prompted the decisions are finished, and the 
decisions themselves are binding upon all. A man who disagrees with certain 
decisions retains the liberty of his conscience by holding his inward convictions, but 
he must keep the matter to himself and may not do anything which would give the 
impression that he is acting contrary to them .... [H]e never agitates against 
synodical decisions ... lf a believer discovers that the church which he loves is 
threatened by a decision taken by an assembly, he must seek to correct that error. 
If he considers the matter so wrong that he feels compelled to talk with other of 
his fellow saints about it, it is important enough to protest.. .. He cannot stand on 
the sidelines, bemoaning error to his compatriots, but refusing to do anything 
about it. This is irresponsible, and a violation of the ninth commandment" (Notes 
on the Church Order (Art. 31) and Believer✓s Manual, Ch. 2). 

2) Prof. Engelsma: "Consistories and individuals submit to decisions of synod with 
which they themselves are in disagreement. It is accepted that synod's decisions 
will be considered settled and binding by all the consistories and by all the 
members." "Synodical decisions put an end to debate on controversial issues in the 
churches. There may not be continued agitation against the decisions." 
" ... [A]gitatiori against synodical decisions (is) radically un-reformed .... '' It is "sin 
against the unity of the church." (The Standard Bearer, June 1, 1991) 

2. Rev. Lanning violated Article 31 of the Church Order when he expressed grievances against 
the settled and binding decisions of the 2018 Synod, rather than protest them. 

a. Synod 2018 decided in Art. 62, B, 1 that Classis East failed to deal with doctrinal error 
contained in sermons brought to Hope's Consistory. The doctrinal error was that the 
believer's good works are given "a place and function that is out of harmony with the 
Reformed Confessions" (Acts, p. 62). Synod also responded to characterizations of that 
doctrinal error as "rank heresy, gross false doctrine, Federal Vision, and Romish 
doctrine, of teaching justification by faith and works, and conditional covenant" (Acts, 
p. 82). It is evident that Synod did not endorse these characterizations: 

1) Synod 2018 did not require the suspension and deposition of the minister for 
teaching such, which would have been required by the Church Order if these 
characterizations were correct. Rather it subjected him to an examination. 

2) Synod 2018 (Art. 67, B, 2) declared "that whether or not [the appellant's] extreme 
characterizations of Hope's teaching (listed by Classis East in Art. 44} were 
necessary is a matter for her conscience (Acts, p. 86} 

b. Rev. Lanning militated against this decision of Synod 2018 by his criticism in his sermon 
of two statements in the Standard Bearer that summarized the decision of synod. 
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1) The statements from the SB: ''Anyone who, from this date on, concerning the 
minister, consistory, committee to assist the consistory, or Classis East, anyone, J 

say, who alleges that those individuals or ecclesiastical bodies taught heresy, or 
justification by faith and works, or Federal Vision, or a conditional covenant is 
guilty of slander. Such a one must be rebuked." Page 4. "Nevertheless, the 
statements Uudged by Synod] did not explicitly contradict the confessions." Page 4. 

2) Rev. Lanning's response: "You know what we were waiting at the door to do? Not 
to say to every officebearer who had ever defended that lie, 'You're deposed.' But 
we were waiting by the door to say to anyone who would say 'that was heresy' or 
'the devil's theology' to say to him 'You're deposed and excommunicated, too.' 
That's minimizing the sin of that false doctrine ... Those statements that are from 
Satan. Do not contradict the confessions? How's anyone going to repent if that's 
what we're hearing and that's our view of those doctrines? ... l'm not united with the 
prophet who says 'that wasn't heresy.' "I'm not united with a prophet who says 
'that does not contradict the confessions.' I am united with those who say 
'salvation by grace alone and not by the work of man' and with those who 
condemn that devil's lie as the devil's lie." Pages 4-5. 

3) Although directed at the author of these statements about Synod 2018, Rev. 
Lanning is essentially criticizing Synod 2018, which in fact, also refused to call the 
doctrinal error uheresy" or say that the statements "explicitly contradicted the 
confessions." Article 31 requires one to protest such a grievance rather than 
agitate, especially when a disagreement is so sharp that one says he cannot live in 
unity with anyone, including a denomination through its synod, which disagrees. 

4) Regardless of whether the summary of Synod's decision by an author in the 
Standard Bearer is accurate, or even whether Synod 2018 itself was wrong, the 
Church Order provides only two ways for Rev. Lanning to deal with his 
disagreement: 1} He bring charges to the consistory of the author as required by 
Articles 74 and 75; or 2) He file a protest as required by Article 31. Rev. Lanning did 
neither, but chose to bring his case to the court of public opinion, which is schism. 

3. Rev. Lanning also violated Art. 31 when he expressed grievances against Classis East which 
contradict the decisions of the September 12, 2018 Classis East (Articles 15-17). 

a. In Articles 15-17, Classis East September 2018 formally declared three times "that 
Classis East erred in its decision(s) of February 28, 2018," which decision (s) are then 
quoted, and the decision(s) of Synod 2018 are quoted and used as the ground. 

1) By these decisions, Classis East repented of its former error of February 2018, for 
not only did Classis confess their sin, but also did not merely and begrudgingly 
"submit" or 11acquiesce11 to the decisions of Synod 2018. Classis East formally 
adopted the position of Synod 2018 as its own regarding the doctrinal error. 

2) To charge Classis East with failing to deal with or condemn the doctrinal error, or of 
maintaining or walking in that error, is to militate against the decisions of Classis 
East September 2018 (Articles 1S-17), whereby the erroneous decisions of Classis 
East February 2018 were confessed, overturned, made null and void, and therefore 

graciously covered by the merciful blood of Christ. 
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b. In his sermon, Rev. Lanning charges that the officebearers in Classis East continue to 
remain guilty for the wrong decisions they made and must repent; that they continue 
to walk in lies, twist, pervert, and corrupt the truth, commit spiritual fornication, and 
strengthen the hand of the evil doer. By this action, Rev. Lanning refuses to reckon 
with, and indeed militates against, the settled and binding decisions Classis East of 
September 2018 contrary to Article 31 of the Church Order. 

4. Rev. Lanning also holds an erroneous view of Article 31 of the Church Order. When 
questioned by the consistory, Rev. Lanning stated that he has not protested any of the 
grievances he expressed in his sermon on Jeremiah 23. He also stated that protesting 
them is only one of three "options/' and is the less preferred option because it is slow, less 
effective, and doesn't reach as many people as the other two options, namely, expressing 
his grievances publicly from "the pulpit" or "in his writings." As proof, Rev. Lanning noted 
how many people had listened to his sermon on Jeremiah 23. Rev. Lanning made clear 
that he is free to criticize and condemn decisions of the assemblies without protesting. 
These views of Rev. Lanning on Article 31 are wrong, and therefore also schismatic. 

E. Rev. Lanning also violated Article 31 by voicing his disagreement with decisions of the 
consistory to the congregation and denomination through the pulpit, and thus casting 
aspersions on his consistory, which is also schism (see Classis West, 03-03-2010, Art. 50). 

1. Rev. Lanning's sermon November 15, 2020 was a public expression of his disagreement 
with the November 11, 2020 decision of his consistory that required him to resign as 
editor-in-chief of the Sword & Shield, and about which decision the congregation had just 
been informed. This is evident from the following: 

a. When questioned by the consistory, Rev. Lanning admitted his sermon was 
"occasioned" by that decision, i.e. it was his response. 

b. The tone and delivery express clear anger that can only be explained by its occasion. 
(https://www.sermonaudio.com/sermoninfo.asp?SID=111520l634561967) 

c. Rev. Lanning used for his sermon the text the consistory used as a ground for their 
decision, Jer. 23:4, which speaks of the fact that the Lord will set up shepherds over 
the flock to feed them. However, Rev. Lanning added vs. 14, which speaks of false 
prophets in Jerusalem that strengthen the hands of evildoers so that no one repents. 
Rev. Lanning's message was clear: The consistory erred when it decided he must resign 
as editor on the ground that he must feed his flock like a shepherd; what is really 
needed is for him to feed the sheep by exposing the false prophets of Jerusalem 
especially through his editorship of the Sword and Shield. 

d. This partly explains Rev. Lanning's sharp condemnation of the Standard Bearer and 
two letters by consistories that criticize the Sword and Shield. At the same time, he 
calls the Sword and Shield a "holy" publication, and states that it is the only place 
anyone can consistently hear a rejection of the lie in the denomination. 

e. Rev. Lanning does not encourage the congregation to submit to that decision. 

2. On November 22, 2020 Rev. Lanning publicly expressed his disagreement with the 
decision of the consistory to seek the advice of the church visitors. 
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a. The consistory read an announcement that the church visitors were called and asked 

for advice. After reading the announcement, Rev. Lanning prayed: "We beseech thee 
Father in the temptation that we always face to turn to man and the wisdom of man, 
our own earthly wisdom or the earthly wisdom of others, that thou wilt keep us from 
that devilish wisdom which will not help and will not profit." 

b. In his sermon, "Preach the Word 11 on 2 Timothy 4:1-4, Rev. Lanning stated: "What do 
we need as a congregation? There is no doubt that things are very serious for this 
congregation. Church visitors are being called in to give advice regarding a sermon, 
regarding a decision of the consistory. That is serious. What do we need as a 
congregation? What will help us as a congregation, as the church of the Lord Jesus 
Christ? And what are the dangers that lay before us now as a congregation? What we 
need as a congregation is what Paul lays out before Timothy at this beginning of this 
chapter. Preach the word, preach the word. And that word that is brought is the truth, 
that word is sound healthful doctrine. Everything we need as a congregation and as a 
church is in that word and the preaching of that word. What we must be aware of as a 
congregation and as a church is turning our ears away from the truth. What we must 
be aware of is not enduring sound doctrine. And what we must be aware of is heaping 
to ourselves teachers, which is Paurs way of saying here, heaping to ourselves man, 
and man's wisdom, and man's opinion. We don't need any of that. We need the word. 
We need the word preached. 11 

3. On November 26, 2020, Rev. Lanning publicly expressed his disagreement and condemned 
the advice of the church visitors, and urged both his consistory and church to reject it. 

a. Rev. Lanning preached on "The House of Mourning" from Ecc. 7:2 
(https://www.sermonaudio.com/sermoninfo.asp?SID=1126201631393298). 

b. In the sermon, Rev. Lanning contrasts the house of feasting and house of mourning: 

1) 17here is sorrow in the house of mourning ... Also in the house of mourning is loss, 
grievous, great loss. There is in fact in the house of mourning a dead man. There is 
one who was a loved one who has come to his earthly end, and now the mourners 
come to the house of mourning and take it to heart... In the house of mourning 
there is rebuke. The rebuke of the wise that comes to those that sit in the house of 
mourning ... the wise are in the house of mourning ... And they can't get enough of the 
house of mourning. Their heart, the preacher says, is in the house of mourning. 
They love the house of mourning." Rev. Lanning then goes on to explain that this 

describes the essential life of the believer in Christ. 

2) ,,,.,n the house of feasting there is great pleasure ... it is very easy and very pleasant to 
be in the house of feasting ... there is laughter ... the pounding of the table ... and 
slapping of the thigh ... at the joke ... And there are songs in the house of 
feasting ... like a rowdy pub or a rowdy bar with tankards slamming on the table, the 
songs of the drunken men filling the air ... And it is pleasant there ... There is food in 
abundance and the wine and the strong drink flows ... And those who are in the 
house of feasting are the fools. 11 Rev. Lanning then goes on to explain that this 

describes the essential life of the ungodly without Christ. 
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c. Rev. Lanning concludes his sermon by applying this contrast to the current situation in 
the congregation and denomination due to the decisions of the consistory and advice 
of the church visitors, which will either lead to the house of feasting if the consistory 
adopts it, or house of mourning if the consistory rejects it. 

1) "Do not go to the house of feasting as a church, as a congregation. We stand 
before that crossroads right now, this day, as a congregation. Will we be a house of 
mourning or will we be a house of feasting?" 

2) "The essence of the church visitors' advice to this church is that the rebuke against 
our sin as a church and as a denomination of displacing the perfect work of Christ is 
not allowed in this pulpit. .. The rebuke that says to our congregation and to our 
denomination, we walk in lies, we strengthen the hands of the evil-doers so that 
none turneth from his way, we minimize the error, and all of the rest of the rebuke 
brought in the Jeremiah 23 sermon, that that rebuke is not allowed in this pulpit." 

3) aAnd if that rebuke is not allowed in this pulpit, that rebuke is not allowed in any 
other pulpit or any other publication of the Protestant Reformed Churches either. 
And if that rebuke of the wise against our own sin and our own false doctrine is not 
allowed in the pulpit, then that sin and that false doctrine will proliferate and 
overtake this church and the denomination. If that error is not cried against, that 
error will be tolerated and in time, it will be demanded in the Protestant Reformed 
Churches. 

4) uwe stand at that crossroads right now as a congregation. And the consistory of 
this congregation will lead us to become the house of mourning by rejecting the 
idea that that rebuke is not permitted, or the consistory will lead us to become the 
house of feasting where that rebuke is no longer heard, and man is no longer 
emptied of himself, and only pleases himself We shall see where we go as a 
congregation ... Beloved congregation, go to the house of mourning, and eschew the 
house of feasting." 

d. This is public schism. 
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12-6-2020 

Dear Congregation, 

Byron Center 

Protestant Reformed Church 
1945 84th Street S. W. 

Byron Center, Michigan 49315 

(616)878-1811 

www.byronprc.org 

It is with sadness and tears that the consistory announces that with the concurrence of the 
consistory of Trinity PRC it has suspended our pastor, Rev. Andrew Lanning, from his 
office, and all duties of his office, according to the requirements of Articles 79&80 of the 
Church Order. The consistory has judged that Rev. Lanning has made himself guilty of 
public schism in his sermons on Jeremiah 23:4&14, 2 Timothy 4:1-4, and Ecclesiastes 7:2-6. 
In these sermons Rev. Lanning has brought serious charges of sin against ministers and 
assemblies of our denomination. By bringing these charges of sin to the public forum of the 
pulpit he rejected the church orderly way of bringing charges to the consistories as required 
by Articles 74&75 of the Church Order. In violation of Article 31 of the Church Order, and 
in violation of the vow he took in signing the Formula of Subscription, Rev. Lanning has 
publicly militated against his consistory and the broader assemblies. Rev. Lanning has not 
dealt with the charges of sin in the proper, church orderly way. Rather, he rejected that way 
and by bringing his charges to the public forum of his sermons has become guilty of the sin 
of schism. The sin of public schism is listed in Article 80 of the Church Order as one of the 
gross sins for which an office-bearer must be immediately suspended. 

The consistory asks for the prayers of the congregation for Rev. Lanning and the consistory 
as they labor together for a proper, Biblical resolution in this matter. 

Pray for the peace of Jerusalem: they shall prosper that love thee. Psalm 122:6 

In Christ, 

The Consistory of Byron Center PRC 
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To: Consistory of Byron Center PRC 
c/o Josh Lubbers, Clerk 
flerk@byronprc.com 

Dear Brothers, 

Greetings in the name of our Good Shepherd. 

S'-'tpp. ti I 

I protest the consistory's decision to suspend me from the office of Minister of the Word of God. I ask 
that the consistory rescind its dedsion and take any necessary steps with Trinity PRC to lift my 
suspension and restore me to the office to which Christ has called me. 

Grounds: 
1. The consistory did not evaluate my sermons according to the Scripture texts that I preached. 

The consistory merely lifted some applications from the sermons and declared them to be 
schismatic according to the Church Order. However, the applications of a sermon do not 
stand or fall based on the Church Order. The applications of a sermon stand or fall based on 
the text of the Word of God. This is because the preaching is the preaching of the Word (II 
Tim. 4:2). The preaching of the Word includes: "That they faithfully explain to their flock the 
Word of the Lord, revealed by the writings of the prophets and the apostles; and apply the 
same as well in general as in particular to the edification of the hearers; instructing, 
admonishing, comforting, and reproving, according to every one's need; preaching 
repentance towards God and reconciliation with Him through faith in Christ; and refuting 
with the Holy Scriptures all schisms and heresies which are repugnant to the pure doctrine" 
(Form for Ordination of Ministers of God's Word). Because the applications are made on the 
basis of the Word, the consistory must evaluate the sermon and its applications in light of 
the text of Scripture. If the sermon and its applications are faithful to the text, then even if 
every single Church Order article would stand against the sermon (to speak foolishly), the 
sermon would still stand as the Word of God. 

2. The consistory did not evaluate my sermons according to Reformed doctrine as set forth in 
the Three Forms of Unity. The consistory merely lifted some applications from the sermons 
and declared them to be schismatic according to the Church Order. True Reformed doctrine 
is important in a sermon in part because the reproofs, rebukes, and exhortations of the 
sermon arise from the doctrine and are required by the doctrine. The minister is called: 
"Preach the word; be instant in season, out of season; reprove, rebuke, exhort with all 
longsuffering and doctrine' 1 (II Tim. 4:2). Therefore, the consistory must evaluate the 
rebukes and applications of the sermon in light of Reformed doctrine in order to judge 
whether those rebukes are in harmony with the doctrine. 

3. The consistory's first ground for my suspension is in error, and thus it does not prove that I 
am guilty of the sin of public schism. 
a. The first ground reads: "Rev. Lanning committed the sin of public schism when: In 

violation of Articles 74 and 75 of the Church Order he brought charges of public sin 

against officebearers of the PRC from the pulpit rather than to their consistories" 
(Church Visitors Advice, p. 8, 1.a.i.). 

b. However, illustrations or warnings about a congregation's or denomination's sins must 
not be construed as formal charges of sin against individuals. Rather, these warnings 
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and illustrations are part of the prophet's calling to show God's people their 
transgressions from the pulpit (Is. 58:1). These warnings and illustrations are part of the 
minister's calling to reprove, rebuke, and exhort with all longsuffering and doctrine (II 
Tim. 4:2). When the minister preaches the Word and reproves and rebukes a 
congregation for her own specific sins (II Tim. 4:2); when the minister shows God's 
people their own personal and corporate transgressions (Is. 58:1); and even when the 
prophet illustrates the sin of a congregation or denomination by quoting from sermons 
or documents of officebearers within the denomination (Jer. 23:16-17); the minister is 

faithfully fulfilling his calling. The sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14 did not bring a formal 
charge of sin against officebearers to the pulpit, but rather reproved, rebuked, and 
exhorted the congregation and the denomination with all longsuffering and doctrine (II 
Tim. 4:2). 

c. It is an error to hold that rebukes against a congregation or denomination, illustrated by 
material within the denomination, must be relegated only to formal charges to a 
consistory. If this is the case, the pulpit would never be able to expose error within a 
church unless a consistory, classis, and synod would first rule on the validity of that 
rebuke. Accusations that a congregation is given to drunkenness, fornication, spiritual 
apathy, or false doctrine would all have to become formal charges to the consistory 
rather than rebukes from the pulpit. Over against this idea is the truth that the 
preaching of the gospel is also a key of the kingdom of heaven along with Christian 
discipline (lord's Day 31). The rebukes of the Word of God belong in the pulpit, not only 
in the consistory room. 

4. The consistory's second ground is in error when it appeals to my vow in signing the Formula 
of Subscription, and thus it does not prove that I am guilty of the sin of public schism. 
a. This portion of the second ground reads: "In violation ... of his vow taken by signing the 

Formula of Subscription he militated against decision of the 2018 Synod, his own 
consistory and the September 2018 Classis East." 

b. However, my vow in the Formula of Subscription is not a vow to abide by every decision 
of consistory, classis, and synod. Rather, it is a vow to uphold the doctrine of the Three 

. Forms of Unity. The language of the Formula is crystal clear on this: "We promise 
therefore diligently to teach and faithfully to defend the aforesaid doctrine, without 
either directly or indirectly contradicting the same, by our public preaching or writing." 
What is the "aforesaid doctrine" that I have vowed to teach and defend? "All the articles 
and points of doctrine contained in the Confession and Catechism of the Reformed 
Churches, together with the explanation of some points of the aforesaid doctrine made 
by the National Synod of Dordtrecht, 1618-'19 .... " The Formula of Subscription can not 
be used as proof that a man has militated against this or that decision of the assemblies, 
because the Formula has nothing to do with this or that decision of the assemblies. It 
has to do only with the confessions. Even when the Formula brings up the assemblies, it 
does so only in the case of a man who deviates from the confessions, not in every case 
that an assembly decides. 

5. The consistory's second ground is in error when it states that my Jeremiah 23 sermon 
militated against Synod 2018, and thus it does not prove that I am guilty _of the sin of public 
schism. 
a. This portion of the second ground reads: "[H]e militated against decision of the 2018 

Synod." Apparently the meaning of this part of the ground is that "Synod refused to 
endorse these [extreme] characterizations" of the error, such as "rank heresy" and the 
like, and therefore it is schismati'c for me to call the error "heresy" or "the devil's 
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theology" (Church Visitor 1 s Advice, p. 6). 
b. However, synod did not forbid calling the doctrinal errors "heresy" or the like. Synod 

2018 left it up to an appellant's conscience, and thus to the conscience of all members 
of the PRC, whether "extreme characterizations" of the doctrinal error were necessary. 
The Word of God declares the extreme wickedness of walking in the lies of false 
doctrine. The men who do so are all of them unto God as Sodom, and the inhabitants 
thereof as Gomorrah (Jer. 23:14). My extreme characterization of the lie that was 
tolerated in the PRC is perfectly appropriate to describe the extreme wickedness of that 
lie. It is also in perfect harmony with Synod 2018, which said that the doctrinal errors 
compromised the gospel, displaced the perfect work of Christ, compromised the 
doctrine of justification by faith alone, and compromised the doctrine of the 
unconditional covenant (Acts of Synod 2018, p. 70). 

6. The consistory's second ground is in error when it states that my Jeremiah 23 sermon 
militated against September 2018 Classis East, and thus it does not prove that I am guilty of 
the sin of public schism. 
a. This portion of the ground reads: "[HJe militated against...the September 2018 Classis 

East. 11 Apparently the meaning of this part of the ground is: "By charging that the 
officebearers in Classis East to continue to remain guilty for the wrong decisions they 
made, Rev. Lanning is refusing to reckon with the settled and binding decisions that 
Classis East of September 2018 made to acknowledge its error and conform to the 
decisions of Synod 2018' 1 (Church Visitor's Advice, p. 8). 

b. However, my pointing out the dreadful evil of the decisions of Classis East February 
2018 does not militate against Classis September 2018. Rather, it lives up to Classis 
September 2018. It says the same thing as Classis September 2018. It is good that Classis 
September 2018 declared the decisions of February 2018 to be in error. How is it now 
schismatic for me also to say that February 2018 was in error? It is exactly in harmony 
with September 2018 for my sermon on Jeremiah 23 to instruct the congregation in the 
error of what happened in February 2018 and to show the perverse wickedness of the 
lie. 

c. In addition, there is evidence, presented in the sermon, that the denomination through 

the Standard Bearer and through the decisions of consistories is minimizing and even 
denying the error of the false doctrine, so that we are not living up to Classis September 
2018. The Jeremiah 23 sermon does not militate against Classis September 2018, but 
calls us as churches not to militate against September 2018 and to live up to Classis 
September 2018. 

7. The consistory's second ground is in error when it states that my Jeremiah 23 sermon 
militated against Byron Center's consistory, and thus it does not prove that I am guilty of the 
sin of public schism. 
a. This portion of the ground reads: "{H]e militated against. .. his own consistory .... " 

Apparently this part of the ground refers to the consistory's decision requiring me to 
resign as editor of Sword and Shield. "The timing of the sermon with its negative 
evaluation of the PRCA and the claim that Sword and Shield is the only voice that is 
consistently exposing the devil's theology that has gripped the denomination is a thinly 
veiled criticism of his consistory's decision designed to undermine the consistory's 

credibility. This is especially evident from the fact that the sermon was based in part on 
the same passage the consistory used to explain their decision, viz., Jeremiah 23:4" 
(Church Visitor's Advice, p. 7). 

b. I have always freely acknowledged that the sermon was occasioned by the consistory's 
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decision requiring me to resign as the editor of Sword and Shield. The decision revealed 
the consistory's opposition to my fulfilling of my Formula of Subscription vow to exert 
myself to keep the church free of this specific doctrinal error. Nevertheless, the sermon 
did not militate against the decision of the consistory regarding being editor, but 
brought the Word of God to bear on the controversy as a whole in the PRC. 

c. The ground does not prove militancy, for I deliberately did not address the consistory's 
decision in the sermon. The Church Visitor's Advice does not prove militancy either, but 
only makes accusations of "thinly veiled criticism" that was "designed to undermine the 
consistory's credibility." These are merely assumptions and assertions, not proof. 

8. The consistory's additional charges against my sermon on II Timothy 4:1-4 are in error, and 
thus do not prove that I am guilty of the sin of public schism. As with the Jeremiah 23 
sermon, the consistory does not evaluate my II Timothy 4 sermon and its applications from 
the text or from the Reformed doctrine of the Three Forms of Unity. The sermon stands or 
falls on the text, and cannot be properly evaluated apart from the text. Even if the prayer 
and sermon mean everything that the consistory says it means, if the sermon is faithful to 
the text, then the sermon must stand as the Word of God. 

9. The consistory's additional charges against my sermon on Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 are in error, and 
thus do not prove that I am guilty of the sin of public schism. 
a. The consistory does not prove that my characterization of the Church Visitor's Advice is 

in error, but merely asserts that my characterization is wrong. The fact of the matter is 
that my characterization of the advice is now seen to be exactly accurate. My 
characterization was this: "The essence of the Church Visitor's Advice to this church is 
that the rebuke against our sin as a church and as a denomination of displacing the 
perfect work of Christ is not allowed in this pulpit." That rebuke has now been declared 
to be public schism, and I am suspended for it. That rebuke may no longer be heard in 
Byron Center's pulpit, exactly as I said. 

b. 1 acknowledge that the Church Visitor's Advice was private. In the first place, I did not 
quote the advice, but summarized the essence of the advice. In the second place, I 
maintain the right and duty of the pulpit to cry a warning even regarding private 
dangers that will scatter the flock of Christ. When a watchman is placed on the walls by 
being put into office, Christ gives him a position to see things that others might not see. 
He must cry the alarm, regardless of what rule of man he might break, lest the citizens 
of the city perish (Ezekiel 3, 33). 

c. The consistory mischaracterizes my warning regarding the pending decision on the 
Church Visitor's Advice. I did not say that no rebukes in the preaching would be allowed, 
but that the specific rebuke of the PRC for displacing the perfect work of Christ would 
not be allowed. 

May the Lord bless you in your deliberations. 

In Christ's service, 
Rev. Lanning 
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12-12-2020 

Byron Center 

Protestant Reformed Church 
1945 84 th Street S.W. 

Byron Center, Michigan 49315 

{616)878-1811 

www.byronprc.org 

Motion: That Byron Center PRC Consistory sustain ground 5 of Rev. Lanning's protest against the second ground of our 

charge, namely, that he militated against the decision of Synod 2018. CARRIES 

1. Rev. Lanning makes a legitimate argument that synod "did not forbid calling the doctrinal errors 'heresy' or the like" 
even though it called certain characterizations "extreme," and left whether they were "necessary ... up to an 
appellant's conscience." 

2. Although Synod 2018 did not explicitly call the doctrinal errors heresy, it is reasonable for him to conclude that 
Synod 2018 and Synod 2019 did describe them as such. 
a. Synod 2018 described them as "out of harmony with the Reformed confessions," and said they "compromise[d] 

the gospel of Jesus Christ," "compromised the doctrines of the unconditional covenant (fellowship with God), 
and justification by faith alone." 

b. Synod 2019 said the error was "serious enough to warrant a Formula of Subscription exam." It also said that 
although "synod ought not to equate the errors," the doctrinal error condemned by Synod 2018 was "one error 
among several that together make up the false teachings of the unconditional covenant, the Federal Vision, and 
Rome's doctrine of justification by faith and works" (Acts, Art. 85, p. 65). 

Motion: That Byron Center PRC Consistory reject the protest of Rev. Andrew Lanning against its decision to suspend him 

under Articles 79-80 of the Church Order for public schism in his sermons of Jeremiah 23:4 & 14, 2Tim. 4:1-4, and Ecc. 

7:2-6. CARRIES Grounds: 

1. Rev. Lanning errs in his contention that to judge his sermons schismatic, the consistory may only evaluate them 
according to the texts preached, and doctrine in the Three Forms of Unity; and to judge them as schismatic "merely" 
according to the Church Order is wrong (Grounds 1, 2, and 8). 
a. No consistory is limited to judging a sermon based solely on the "text ... preached." This denies the reformed 

principle that we must judge scripture with (other) scripture. 

b. The Church Order is reformed doctrine, a faithful expression of the Word, and therefore is a valid authority by 
which to judge a sermon that purports to be doctrine and the Word of God. 
i. Prof. Hanko: "The authority of the Church Order is the same as the authority of any creed. That is, ... the 

authority of the Church Order is derived from Scripture. It has binding authority because it expresses what 
the church believes to be the Word of God. Its authority is found in the fact that it expresses the truth of 
Scripture. And that authority is binding as long as it is not shown to be in conflict with Scripture" (Notes, p. 
4). 

ii. The Church Order itself recognizes this authority when it states in Article 31 that all decisions by the 
assemblies are to be judged by only two standards-Scripture and the Church Order, and are to be 
considered settled and binding unless proved otherwise. Rev. Lanning does not prove the judgment of the 
consistory conflicts with either. 

c. Rev. Lanning errs when he does not consider his preaching bound by the Church Order. The Church Order is a 
creed, and as minister in the PRCA, this is his confession of biblical church government to which he is subject in 
his public preaching and teaching. 
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2. Rev. Lanning errs in his charge that the consistory does not allow any rebukes against sin fron I the pulpit because 
the consistory takes illustrations and warnings of sin by the denomination, and construes and relegates them to be 
formal charges of sin against individuals. (Ground 3) 
a. The consistory did not "construe" anything. As the consistory demonstrates, charges of sin were leveled against 

individual office-bearers in the sermons, and according to articles 74 and 75, must be made formally to the 
consistory. 

b. The consistory did not "relegate" all rebukes "only to formal charges to a consistory." As Rev. Lanning knows, 
the consistory has protected his right and duty as minister to bring sharp rebukes, general and particular. 
However, the consistory also recognizes that, according to the Church Order, some "rebukes" are actually 
charges of sin that must go to the consistory or church assemblies, and the consistory rightly judged some in the 
sermon were of that nature. 

3. Rev. Lanning errs in his contention that the consistory cannot appeal to the Formula of Subscription as a ground for 
its charge that he is guilty of public schism (Ground 4). 

a. Ground: The consistory did not use the Formula as a direct ground for the charge, or proof he vowed "to 
abide by every decision of consistory, classis and synod." The consistory cited the Formula to 
demonstrate 1) the right meaning of "settled and binding" in Art. 31; 2) that it implies the minister is 
bound to submit to the Church Order, inasmuch as it is a creed, reformed doctrine, and based on 
Scripture, which vow is made explicit by the minister in the Form for Ordination. 

4. Rev. Lanning errs when he contends that his sermon on Jeremiah 23 agrees with the decisions of Classis East 
September 2018, and therefore he did not militate against these decisions (Ground 6). 
a. Over two years ago, in September 2018, the consistories of Classis East by their delegates officially and 

unanimously condemned the lie and rejected the doctrinal statement, and confirmed that this is what they had 
done in May 2019 (Minutes, Classis East September 12, 2018, Arts. 14-17 and May 8. 2019, Art. 15). 

b. The militancy is that Rev. Lanning knows about these decisions and calls them "good," but his sermon does not 
reckon with them. His sermon fails to show any judgment of charity, grace, or forgiveness in Christ toward the 
office-bearers in Classis East who explicitly condemned the error. And the sermon does this by calling these 
office-bearers to repent for continuing to "excuse" the error and "walking in lies and perverting the word of the 
Lord." 

c. The evidence presented in the sermon does not prove these charges. 

5. Rev. Lanning errs in his contention that he did not militate against his consistory in his Jeremiah 23 sermon because 
he "deliberately did not address the consistory's decision," and therefore the consistory's judgment is unproven and 
based on assumptions (Ground 7). 
a. The judgment of the consistory is not based on assumptions but based upon careful consideration of the 

content, tone, admitted occasion, as well as the following: 
i. Rev. Lanning knew the decision was controversial in the congregation, yet made no attempt to urge the 

congregation to submit to that decision in the church orderly way, and gave every indication by his tone 
and manner that he disagreed with that decision. 

ii. The reaction of many, who, whether they agreed or disagreed with the sermon, took it as the consistory 
did-an expression of disagreement with the consistory's decision. 

iii. Rev. Lanning also expressed further disagreement with the decisions of the consistory in the subsequent 
two sermons on 2Tim. 4:1-4 and Ecc. 7:2-6. 

b. Rev. Lanning has made no attempt to reassure the consistory that he was not expressing disagreement with the 
consistory in either tone or content, or to apologize to the consistory for any offense he may have given. 

6. Rev. Lanning errs in his objections to additional charges in his sermon on Ecc. 7 (Ground 9). 
a. The consistory need not prove that his characterization of the advice was in error to prove schism. True 

statements can be schism if not made in the biblical or church orderly way. 
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work of Christ,

b. Nevertheless, Rev. Lanning1 s characterization of the advice was in error. No such advice was ever given and no 
such decision was ever made that "rebuke against our sin ... of displacing the perfect work of Christ is not 
allowed. 11 Therefore also, Rev. Lanning errs by charging the consistory with making such a decision. 

c. The consistory did not mischaracterize Rev. Lanning as saying "no rebukes in the preaching would be allowed. 11 

Admittedly, these words were not used, but it was his basic meaning as is evident from the arguments he raises 
in his third ground of the protest, namely, that all rebukes against sin must be allowed, and not be relegated to 
formal charges of sin. 

The fact is, that Rev. Lanning errs in his public condemnation in the sermon of the church visitors, their private 

consistorial advice, and his consistory for considering that advice, as well as charging office-bearers in good standing 

with continued, unrepentant sin in his other sermons without following the good and decent way of the Church Order 

that nourishes and preserves unity in the body of Christ (B.C., Art. 32). Rev. Lanning should admit that, according to our 

Church Order, his actions were sinful and schismatic, instead of continuing to justify his actions as merely "rebuking the 

displacement of the perfect 

The consistory of BCPRC 

~~b~ 
Clerk 
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Byron Center 

Protestant Ref orrned Church 

12/12/20 

Dear Rev. Andrew Lanning, 

Greetings in the Lord Jesus Christ, 

1945 84th Street S.W. 

Byron Center, Michigan 49315 

(616)878-1811 

www.byronprc.org 

The consistory of Byron Center PRC comes to you with the following request for agreement: 

In our meeting of 12/8/20 you encouraged the consistory to bring our recommendation for your 
deposition to Classis East as soon as January 2021. In our discussions during the meeting on 
12/8/20 it became obvious to us that your position allows for only 2 options. 1.) that the BCPRC 
elders depose themselves and call for a congregational meeting to elect new elders or that 2.) the 
BCPRC elders continue with your suspension with view to requesting Classis East to approve your 
deposition. 

The BCPRC elders see this as a serious matter and have chosen not to depose ourselves but to 
pursue the current path we are on. We must continue with your suspension until Classis East has the 
opportunity to rule on the matter. The elders agree with your statement on 12/8/20 that urged us to 
bring this matter to Classis East in January. We believe that this written statement signed by both 
parties agreeing that we are at an impasse would be appropriate and helpful. 

'Ne thank you Rev. Lanning for your consideration of this request. 

May we together be reminded to heed the instruction of the apostle in 1 Peter 5:6, 7 "Humble 
yourselves therefore under the mighty hand of God, that he may exalt you in due time: Casting all 
your care upon him; for he careth for you". 

sincerely in Christ, 

The Consistory of Byron Center PRC. 
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11/15/2020, Byron Center PRC, Rev. Andy Lanning 

"Shepherds to Feed You11 

Jeremiah 23; Text - Jeremiah 23:4, 14: 4 And I will set up shepherds over them which shall feed them: 
and they shall fear no more, nor be dismayed, neither shall they be lacking, saith the LORD. 14 1 have seen 
also in the prophets of Jerusalem an horrible thing: they commit adultery, and walk in lies: they 
strengthen also the hands of evildoers, that none doth return from his wickedness; they are all of them 
unto me as Sodom, and the inhabitants thereof as Gomorrah. 

Listen to these first words. Beloved congregation in our Lord Jesus Christ. That's what this whole word 

proceeds from. Beloved. Beloved congregation in our Lord Jesus Christ. Jeremiah prophesied during the 

last five kings of the southern kingdom of Judah which represented about the last forty years or so 

before Judah was taken into captivity by Nebuchadnezzar and by Babylon. And conditions in Jerusalem, 

especially, but in all of Judah at that time were so spiritually awful it makes us shake to read about them. 

So spiritually awful. And we'll get into some of those conditions here this morning. But, there was also 

this about Jerusalem and Judah ... that if you looked around, it didn't look so bad. Things looked pretty 

much okay. Because they had all of the formal outward things that they had always had. Things looked 

like they always had in Jerusalem. There was a temple, there was worship in the temple, there were 

priests, there were prophets, there were kings, there were the people and their families who could 

come and keep the feasts, bring their sacrifices, they could listen to the priests and hear the priests' 

instruction, the prophets were going through the land crying out 'thus saith the Lord, thus saith the 

Lord,' that's the way it had always looked, and that's the way it still looked in Jerusalem ... the form was 

there, but the spiritual condition was awful. In fact, if we had taken these prophecies of Jeremiah back in 

those days and we read this and then we looked around in Jerusalem, we might think 'well where is all 

of that that Jeremiah is talking about,' and there were people in Jeremiah who said that to him. 

'Jeremiah, you keep telling us we're going to be judged. Where is it? 'Where is it?' Where's your word 

that you spoke. We don't see it. We don't see it anywhere. The form was all there but the spiritual 

condition was corrupt. 

And that makes this word a perfect word for our congregation in these days, because the same, same 

situation characterizes the Protestant Reformed Churches. The form is there. It looks the same as it 

always did. We've got churches, we've got consistories, we've got ministers, we've got sermons. Our 

families come to church on Sunday. The form is there just like it always was in the days of our fathers 

and our fathers' fathers, but there's something wrong. There's something so dreadfully wrong in the 

Protestant Reformed Churches and in Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church. What's so dreadfully 

wrong is the same thing that happened in the days of Jeremiah. The word of God was perverted. 

Corrupted. Twisted. And there are those who will look around and say where is that? I don't recognize 

that. I don't see that. We've got everything we always did. Where is that corruption you are talking 

about? But it's there. And the word of God comes to us in that kind of condition, very, very sharply, with 

the strongest possible rebukes. This is God's assessment: "I have seen also in the prophets of Jerusalem 

an horrible thing: they commit adultery, and walk in lies: they strengthen also the hands of evildoers, 

that none doth return from his wickedness; they are all of them unto me as Sodom, and the inhabitants 

thereof as Gomorrah. 11 That was quite a word to the prophets of Jerusalem. Because the prophets of 

Jerusalem made sure they looked a lot different than those prophets up north in Samaria. In Israel. And 

God talks about those prophets in Samaria in verse 13 " ... I have seen folly in the prophets of Samaria; 
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they prophesied in Baal, and caused my people Israel to err." Things did not look the same as they 

always did in Israel. Prophets were walking around prophesying in the name of Baal, building alters to 

Baal. That looked a lot different. But in Jerusalem, in Jerusalem, the prophets were walking around, 

wagging their tongues saying 'he saith, he saith ... the word of the Lord, the word of the Lord.' That was 

awful of them. Terrible, terrible spiritual conditions. We this morning mustn't think that because we 

don't look like Rome that everything's well. It's not well. The word of God has been perverted. There's 

one calling for the congregation and the denomination. Repent. Repent. 

What was going on in Jerusalem? What was all of this? Verse 14, our text, "I have seen also in the 

prophets of Jerusalem an horrible thing. They commit adultery." Now that adultery that Jeremiah refers 

to here is very likely spiritual adultery. The spiritual adultery of false doctrine. There was also sexual 

adultery that was rampant in the church in those days, at every level, wherever you looked in the church 

there was sexual adultery. But likely what Jeremiah's referring to here is spiritual adultery, because as 

he says in verse 11, as God says in v. 11, "he found this adultery in his house by the prophets and the 

priests." Something that the prophets and the priests did in the house of God was adultery. Now maybe 

that was sexual adultery. But what the prophets and priests did certainly in the house of God in those 

days was spiritual adultery, the spiritual adultery of false doctrine. And that this was spiritual adultery is 

evident from the fact also that God says immediately after that in verse 14, "they walk in lies" they walk 

in lies, the prophets and the priests walk in lies and then the rest of the chapter is about the things the 

priests say and that the prophets say. And what the prophets and priests say is a perversion of the word 

of God as the end of the chapter makes clear. So that this adultery is the spiritual adultery of false 

teachings that take the hearts of the people away from God, their Husband, and unite the hearts of the 

people to some other thing, whether it's the prophets themselves, so that the prophets seek the glory 

and the accolades and the praise and love of the people. Or whether it's some idol god. The prophets 

speak false doctrine to turn the heart of the people of God away from God. That's adultery. That's what 

God saw in the prophets of Jerusalem. 

And it was lies. They walked in lies. The idea of walking in lies is not this - that 'somebody slipped up.' 'A 

mistake happened.' 'Somebody got confused.' These lies were pervasive. They walked in them. Lies 

regarding the truth of Jehovah. If God says later in the passage "ye have perverted the words of the 

living God, of the Lord of hosts our God." And those lies were compelling. Lies are compelling. That's the 

way lies work, that's the way false doctrine works. Lies ... false doctrine doesn't come out and say 'hey, 

I'm false doctrine.' Lies come out to deceive. Lies cloak themselves. They make themselves seem good. 

They try to trick you. That's what lies do. They trick you. And false doctrine does that by using all the 

right words: God, Jesus, faith, justification, sovereignty, providence, all the right words. In fact, lies 

sometimes use the right words so often that you'd think that false doctrine was all about that true word 

that it used. That's the way it was with Arminius. Arminius said 'grace, grace, grace, grace, grace, grace, 

grace, grace, grace,' over and over and over. Until the people thought 'all he teaches is grace, that's all 

he's interested in.' But he wasn't, it was a lie. It tricked the people. Because what he was really 

interested in was this: man's will. Will. The will will save you. Lies work that way. False doctrine works 

that way. Later, later, after the lie has been exposed and condemned, then a generation can look back 

and say 'that was false. It's so obvious to us that was a lie. So obvious.' But when you're in it, when 

you're in the generation that's battling it, it's not obvious. It's not meant to be obvious. The lie works 

that way. It tricks you. That's what the prophets of Jerusalem were doing. They were walking in lies. 
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And those lies were the perversion of the Word of God, and that's the PRC. Walking in lies and 

perverting the word of the Lord. Synod 2018 treated several sermons. Here are the lies, the tricky false 

doctrines that prophets in Jerusalem spoke and defended. Prophets in Jerusalem spoke and defended 

these lies. Quote "We do good works so that we can have our prayers answered." End quote. Quote: 

"We do good works so that we can receive God's grace and Holy Spirit in our consciousness so that we 

can consciously and with awareness receive the grace and Holy Spirit of God." End quote. Quote: "There 

are requirements for him to fellowship to approaching unto God, coming to the father, godliness is the 

requirement according to scripture for our prayers to be heard by God." End quote. Quote again: "We 

truly ask and are heard and God receives our prayer and gives us, because we keep His commandments 

and do those things that are pleasing in His sight." End quote. Quote: "Yet perhaps one would say well, 

how much, how little, aught I meet these requirements. Do I need to meet these requirements perfectly 

before God will hear? Do I meet these requirements somewhat, or but a little, just tiny bit and then God 

will hear my prayer? The answer really is simple, very simple, very simple. If we but meet these 

requirements a little bit, by the grace of God of course, and by God's grace working them in us, if we 

meet these requirements but a little, then we will enjoy a little of God's fellowship. That's the truth. If 

we meet these requirements a lot, then we will enjoy much of God's fellowship." End quote. Quote: 

"We look at our good works in the same way. Never of any value to make me be declared righteous 

before God, but always of help in finding and maintaining assurance that God has justified me through 

Christ and Christ alone." End quote. 

That's the devil's theology. The devil's theology. That theology came to Classis East in January and 

February, 2018. Some of you might have been there. In Hudsonville Church. There must have been 200 

people in the audience watching and listening as this devil's theology was judged. The whole classis rose 

up and excused it. Excused it. The whole classis rose up and rejected the protest, or the appeal, that 

condemned the devil's theology. Do we know how much God hates that theology? Do we know? He tells 

us how much he hates it, these lies. This much: "They are all of them unto to me as Sodom and as the 

inhabitants of Gomorrah." Sodom and Gomorrah. Sodom and Gomorrah. Which were famous then, or 

infamous then, and infamous now, for homosexual adultery. So that even today a homosexual man is a 

Sodomite. That's the name "Sodom" that's given him. That's how much God hates the devil's theology. 

How much he hates those lies and the corruption of his word. Do we know that? How are we going to 

get that? How will that live in our consciousness that God hates it? Imagine this. That at that February 

classis, in 2018, at Hudsonville Church, if the appeal came to the floor to condemn the devil's theology, 

and the chairman called for the vote, 'all in favor say I', and all of those stately ministers and elders 

stood up from their chairs, took off their clothes, make themselves naked and committed homosexual 

fornication right there before the eyes of God and man. In front of all 200 viewers. What would the 

response have been to that? We would have been outraged! Outraged! People sitting there would have 

been scandalized. And angry. Angry. And word of that would have flown through the denomination in 10 

minutes. Probably less. What else would have been the response. This. Every consistory of Classis East 

that sent delegates would have been waiting by the door. For those delegates to come home. And 

would have said to the delegates, 'We heard what happened at classis. Were you part of that? Were you 

part of that?' And if the el... and if those delegates were part of that, the consistory would have deposed 

them on the spot and demanded repentance lest they be excommunicated from the church of Christ. 

We can understand that. We can get that. How bad that is. Do we understand how much God hates the 

corrupting of his word and those false doctrines? 
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But that's done, right? That's all finished, right? Listen to what else the prophets in Jerusalem did, "they 

commit adultery, and walk in lies: they strengthen also the hands of evildoers, that none doth return 

from his wickedness;" Not only did these prophets teach false doctrine, but they minimize it when it's 

exposed. When it's shown as wicked. Then they say no, noo ... noo ... noo. Let's not go that far. Devil's 

theology? Can't go that far. Heresy? Not that, not that. Minimizing that hateful corruption of the word 

of God which is strengthening the hand of the evildoers so that everyone that ought to be shocked and 

dismayed at that sin and that false doctrine instead continues in it. Or doesn't understand how serious it 

is. 

And that's where we are right now. That's the work being done right now. That's the work that we are 

laboring at as churches, right now, to minimize. How does it get minimized, verse 17, "They say still unto 

them that despise me, The LORD hath said, Ye shall have peace;" 'There's nothing wrong here. There's 

peace here.' And they say unto everyone that walked after the imagination of his own heart, 'no evil 

shall come upon you, no need to repent, no need to be sorry.' The hands of the evildoers are 

strengthened so that none turns from his way. You know how you can tell when the prophets stand in 

the counsel of the Lord? You can tell the prophets stand in the counsel of the Lord, v 22, "to cause my 

people to hear my words, then they should have turned them from their evil way and from the evil of 

their doings." The people turned from that sin, they hate it, they repudiate it, they damn it and 

condemn it when the counsel of the Lord has been brought to them. Do you see that in the churches? Is 

that what's going on? 

Here's what's going on. This is from the Standard Bearer immediately after Synod 2018, in June of 2018, 

exposed the devil's theology and condemned it. This is what the Standard Bearer had to say: 11Let this be 

clear. Anyone who, from this date on, concerning the minister, consistory, committee to assist the 

consistory, or Classis East, anyone, I say, who alleges that those individuals or ecclesiastical bodies 

taught heresy, or justification by faith and works, or Federal Vision, or a conditional covenant, is guilty of 

slander. Such a one must be rebuked. Slander against officebearers, such serious slander, is the devil's 

tool to divide the church of Jesus Christ. This is the sin of schism, a sin so serious that officebearers are 

deposed for it. And members excommunicated for it." You know what we were waiting at the door to 

do? Not to say to every officebearer who had ever defended that lie, 'You're deposed.' But we were 

waiting by the door to say to anyone who would say 'that was heresy' or 'the devil's theology' to say to 

him 'You're deposed and excommunicated, too.' That's minimizing the sin of that false doctrine. More 

covering up: the Standard Bearer a couple of months later, 11Nevertheless, the statements did not 

explicitly contradict the confessions." Those statements that are from Satan. Do not contradict the 

confessions? How's anyone going to repent? If that's what we're hearing. And that's our view of those 

doctrines. No one will repent. No one will. If the prophets would stand in the counsel of Jehovah and 

bring his word against those lies, the fruit would be people's repentance. Here's what we're doing. This 

is a letter from a consistory in the Protestant Reformed Churches to its congregation in response to a 

holy publication, a godly work, which is no thanks to the editor, or the editors, thanks only to God, but 

here's what a consistory wrote in response to a holy publication, 11We're also concerned that the 

magazine is stating that there's a controversy between a works principal and a grace principal doctrine. 

They contend that the controversy has been between an error out of hell and God's own truth from 

heaven. They state that the magazine's desire is to engage in this doctrinal controversy. Our consistory 

does not believe there is a controversy that exists between these two principles in our churches. Our 

consistory believes that only the grace principle is preached in our churches and is part of our doctrine." 
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How is anyone going to repent? If we 1 re told there 1s no controversy and no works principle. How? 

Here1s another consistory to its congregation, a month later, "Secondly, although the magazine purports 

the development of the reformed truth, statements made within the publication, rather than promoting 

the unity of believers in that truth, promote disunity and schism. This is evident when it describes the 

current controversy within the PRC as being between the truth and the lie. 11 

How is anyone going to repent if we cannot even acknowledged the lie. "They strengthen the hands of 

evildoers that none doth return from his wickedness. 11 And how else is that done? How else are the 

hands of the evildoers strengthened so that none returns from his wickedness? "They speak a vision of 

their own heart and not out of the mouth of the Lord.11 That1 s insightful, that takes us to one of the 

causes of this covering up. And of this minimizing of the lie. They speak a vision of their own heart, 

what 1s in their heart. They speak out. What1s in our hearts. What do we want. I can tell you what I want. 

I want us to all be one. Everyone. I want us all to be one. I want us to confess the same thing. The same 

thing. I want that so badly. And I know you do, too. But that may not become our prophecy. That1s 

what 1s happened. 'We 1 re all one. We 1 re all one. We all confess the same thing. There 1s no lie here. 

There 1s no problem here. We 1 re all one. 1 lt 1 s not true. lt1 snot true. We 1 re not all one. We 1 re not. We 1 re 

not united as a denomination. You know how you can tell when there 1s unity in a denomination and in a 

congregation? You can tell because we confess the same truth together. We confess the same truth. 

And, we condemn the same lie together. Those two things, and I didn 1t make that up. Every one of us 

who confessed our faith in the Protestant Reformed Churches has said "I adhere to this doctrine of the 

confessions and the word of God and I reject all heresies repugnant thereto. 11 There 1s our unity. 

Is that happening? Do you hear that? When 1s the last time you heard someone read from 2018 publicly? 

I can think of only one incident in the last few months, and before that, nothing. Do you hear rejection 

of this lie? I am asked so many times, 'Rev. Lanning, show us the lie. Where is it today? We 1 re done with 

it. Synod 2018 finished it. Show us where the lie is today. 1 l1ve done that. l1ve done that publically in 

writing. l1ve done that now in the pulpit. But let me ask you a question. You want to know from me 

where is the lie. I want to know from you where is the rejection of the lie today? Where do you hear 

condemnation of the devWs theology as the devWs theology? Is that the message you hear pouring out 

of the Protestant Reformed Churches today? Is that what you read in letters from consistories to 

congregations warning against a magazine? Is that what you hear - rejection of the lie? I don 1t hear it. I 

don 1t hear it. Except in one place consistently. One magazine. 11m not united with the prophet who says 

'that wasn 1t heresy.1 11m not united with a prophet who says 'that does not contradict the confessions. 1 I 

am united with those who say 'salvation by grace alone and not by the work of man 1 and with those who 

condemn that devWs lie as the devWs lie. 

There 1 s also this. As an attempt to minimize the lie, the false doctrine, so that no one repents, vs 33 and 

following, "And when this people, or the prophet, or a priest, shall ask thee, saying, What is the burden 

of the LORD?11 Sometimes the prophets called their message "the burden of the LORD.11 Jeremiah did that; 

Isaiah did that. "This is the burden of the LORD.11 And they used the word burden to indicate the 

weightiness of that word they were bringing. And they used the word burden also to indicate the rebuke 

that word often brought. The burden of the LORD. And the people took that and turned it into a 

mockery. They turned it into a mocking question. It was another way of dismissing the truth. It was 

another way of disdaining it and minimizing it. They would see Jeremiah coming and they would say to 

him 'Hey Jeremiah, what's the burden of the LORD today? 1 'You got a burden of the LORD today? 1 We 1 re 

saying that. We're saying that. We 1 re saying that when we say 'seems like in the preaching at Byron 
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Center, Rev. Lanning's got an agenda.' The word of the LORD! Which is salvation through Jesus Christ is 

not an individual man's agenda. How dare you? How dare you sully the word of the LORD by calling it a 

man's agenda. If every sermon proclaimed salvation by grace. If every sermon condemns the works 

principal. That's the word of the Lord. Or this, 'Oh, Sword & Shield is in the mail again. Bet we're going 

to hear about the controversy. Bet we're going to hear about fighting. Bet we're going to hear how bad 

things are. Hey Jeremiah, what's the burden of the LORD?' If you say that, God will forsake you. And he'll 

forsake your house. 

And as for the prophet and the priest and the people that shall say 'the burden of the LORD,' I will even 

punish that man and his house. "Therefore, behold, I, even I, will utterly forget you, and I will forsake 

you, and the city that I gave you and your fathers, and cast you out of my presence:" You might have a 

church left, you might, but you won't have the word of the Lord there, but have a perversion of it. And 

you'll love it, you'll think it tastes good, you'll eat it up. And you'll choke to death on it. And your 

children and grandchildren will choke to death on it. 

"I have seen also in the prophets of Jeremiah an horrible thing. They commit adultery and walk in lies. 

They strengthen also the hands of evildoers that none doth return from his wickedness. They are all of 

them unto me as Sodom and the inhabitants thereof as Gomorrah." Who can stand now? What hope is 

there for me and for you? Whose form is the way it's always been, but who have so much doctrinal 

trouble inside. The only hope for the church of Jesus Christ is Jesus Christ. Jesus Christ. God makes a 

marvelous promise of the coming of the Savior. Toward the beginning of Chap 23, "Behold, the days 

come, saith the Lord, that I will raise unto David a righteous Branch, and a King shall reign and prosper, 

and shall execute judgment and justice in the earth. In his days Judah shall be saved, and Israel shall 

dwell safely: and this is his name whereby he shall be called, THE LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS." Do we 

understand the beauty of that name? As clearly as we understand how much God hates the lie, we must 

understand the beauty of the name of our savior, THE LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS. That name could have 

been this: "THE LORD JEHOVAH'S RIGHTEOUSNESS," "THE LORD HIS OWN RIGHTEOUSNESS." But the name is "THE 

LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS." 

The Lord Jesus Christ took what was the equivalent of Sodomite sex in our perversion of the word on 

himself. And took it to the cross. And bore that away. So that this word that blows through us as a fire 

and strikes us as a hammer does not condemn us who are in the Lord. He's THE LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS. 

And that's why your prayers are answered. Not because of your good works or mine. But because of the 

lord our righteousness. And that's why we have the Spirit, not because of your works or mine, but 

because of THE LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS. And that's why we enjoy fellowship with God. Not because of 

your works or mine. But because of THE LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS. THE LORD OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS is our 

salvation from our sin, from our perversion of the word. 

And God gives men to teach us this. He says "I will set up shepherds over them which shall feed them: 

and they shall fear no more, nor be dismayed, neither shall they be lacking, saith the LORD." 'I will set up 

shepherds over them.' God in his mercy sends men to teach us Jesus Christ our Righteousness. God 

sends men to cry to you 'Watch out for that lie; it'll kill you.' God sends men. That's feeding them. That's 

what feeding is by a shepherd. That's the feeding of the word of the lord. The feeding of the scriptures 

which is essentially feeding us with Jesus Christ in all of his glory and suffering no man and no teaching 

to impinge on that glory in the slightest. That's feeding. That's feeding. That's the food that will nourish 

you. That's the food that will build your faith so that when you fear for your own sin, and I for mine, you 
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will remember that food that is the gospel and you will believe in Jesus Christ that all your sins are 

forgiven for his sake, and you won't be afraid. 

And this is the word that will keep you from being dismayed. Being dismayed is being broken up inside. 

Being dismayed is that severe emotional state, looking around, not being able to see what is good. And 

if there is good. And if there is hope. This word is fed to you by the shepherds the Lord sets over you, 

will feed your soul, so that you're not dismayed anymore because you see your savior. And though you 

may not be able to understand everything going on, you know that the Lord Jesus Christ is for you. 

"Neither shall they be lacking, saith the LORD." They'll be missing nothing, missing nothing. Are we 

missing something as a church now? Is something missing? Are we not getting something or having 

something that we need as a church now? God says when my shepherds feed you, this word, there will 

be nothing lacking, because you'll have Christ. Because you'll have his gospel. 

Now, do you care? Is that what you want? There are many who don't want that. They don't want it, they 

need something else, they think. They want something else. They want the form. Stop with the 

controversy. Stop with these rebukes. Stop with the calls for repentance for that false doctrine. We got 

what we need. We got the form. We go to church. We've got our families. We've got our friends. God 

will give that to you, if that's what you want. He'll give it to you. This is what it will look like. Verse 15, 

{{Behold, I will feed the prophets with wormwood, and make them drink the water of gall:" Wormwood 

and gall are poison. They're whatever the prophet drinks, he speaks. Whatever the prophet eats, he 

speaks. If God feeds the prophets with poison, you'll get poison, and you'll have your form. But you'll be 

dead. 

Our only hope, beloved, is the Lord Jesus Christ. That God be merciful to us in him. That he feed us, he 

feed us, in his mercy and grace with the food of his word and the gospel of salvation that all of this 

wickedness that I've found in my own heart as I preached this sermon, all of the wickedness of wanting 

to cover up and not caring too much of a corruption of the word. All of that wickedness is covered in our 

Savior's blood. That's the food I want. That's the gospel I want. That's the food and gospel this church 

needs. God be merciful and feed us. Amen. 
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11/22/2020, Byron Center PRC, Rev. Andy Lanning 

11 Timothy 3:14 - II Timothy 4, Text - II Timothy 4:1-4 "I charge thee therefore before God, and the Lord 
Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick and the dead at his appearing and his kingdom; Preach the word; 
be instant in season, out of season; reprove, rebuke, exhort with all longsuffering and doctrine. For the 

time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusts shall they heap to 
themselves teachers, having itching ears; And they shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be 
turned unto fables." 

Beloved congregation in our Lord Jesus Christ, what do we need as a congregation? There is no doubtthat 
things are very serious for this congregation. Church visitors are being called in to give advice regarding a 
sermon, regarding a decision of the consistory. That is serious. What do we need as a congregation? What 
will help us as a congregation, as the church of the Lord Jesus Christ? And what are the dangers that lay 
before us now as a congregation? What we need as a congregation is what Paul lays out before Timothy 
at this beginning of this chapter. Preach the word, preach the word. And that word that is brought is the 
truth, that word is sound healthful doctrine. Everything we need as a congregation and as a church is in 
that word and the preaching of that word. What we must be aware of as a congregation and as a church 
is turning our ears away from the truth. What we must be aware of is not enduring sound doctrine. And 
what we must be aware of is heaping to ourselves teachers, which is Paul's way of saying here, heaping 
to ourselves man, and man's wisdom, and man's opinion. We don't need any of that. We need the word. 
We need the word preached. Paul gives this charge to Timothy as the final thing that he wants Timothy 
to hear. This is the last chapter of the last letter that Paul writes to Timothy. Of all of the things that Paul 
said to Timothy in these letters, he emphasizes this: I charge thee before God and the Lord Jesus Christ 
Who shall judge the quick and the dead at his appearing and his kingdom. Preach the word. That's the 
calling Paul gave to Timothy which would build his church. And that's the calling that the church of Jesus 
Christ has yet today. Preach the word. If we turn our ears away from the word, there will be something to 
hear. There will always be something to hear. There is never a shortage in this world of things to hear. 
There may even be religious speech. There is never a shortage of that in the world either. But it's all fables. 
It's all myths. It's all the wisdom of man. If we turn our ears away from the preaching of the word and 
from sound doctrine, and from the truth, then we are lost. Beloved congregation, we know what we need. 
God tells us here. This will be good for us. It will lead us. It will take us out of this. It will build peace, it will 
give unity. Preach the word, preach the word. That's the theme of the sermon this morning. 

"Preach the Word" I. The Charge II. The Reason Ill. The Judgment 

Paul charges Timothy very solemnly in this passage, preach the word. The word that must be preached in 
the church of Jesus Christ is the word of God. Never the word of man, which is the great contrast in our 
text. The word of God vs. the word of man. The word that must be preached in the congregation is the 
word of God. That's evident from the fact that Paul has just finished telling Timothy what the scriptures 
are. The scriptures in Chapter 3 are given by inspiration of God. The holy scriptures are the word of God. 
Timothy was to take that word of God which is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for 
instruction in righteousness, and he was to preach that word of God. And in preaching that word of God 

would therefore be bringing the word of God to the congregation in Ephesus where Timothy labored. 
Preach the word means preach the word of God, preach the scriptures, preach the Bible. That word of 
God is the truth. As Paul says in vs. 4 about some who turn away their ears from the truth. The word of 
God, the holy scriptures, is the truth, and that truth is glorious. There is nothing like it, there is nothing 
like it in all the world. Because that truth is Jesus Christ. It is Jesus Christ, and it is the revelation of Jesus 
Christ. For Jesus Christ, according to his own testimony which is true, in John 14:6, is that He is the way, 
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the truth, and the life. The truth is Jesus Christ and His revelation, and it is beautiful to the soul of the child 
of God. There is nothing like it in all the world. No opinion of man, no word of man, can compare with the 
truth. That truth is so liberating, that truth is so freeing. That truth of Jesus Christ who is himself the 
revelation of God and all of His glory, so that from Jesus Christ shines forth all of the perfections of God. 
That revelation of God is liberating. The child of God standing upon that truth and knowing that truth is 
free. He's free from all the mire and all the confusion of man. He's free from all of the deadly poison of 
his own opinion and his own wisdom. He's free in that truth. Paul says to Timothy and to the church, 
preach that truth, preach that word. That the congregation may know Jesus Christ. And Timothy is to 
preach the word, preach the word. There is different words for preaching in the Bible. The word for preach 
here is the word to cry forth, and cry out as a herald. The idea is that Timothy as he preached, and the 
minister as he preaches in our day, must cry out on behalf of the King. That's sobering. Cry out on behalf 
of the King. As in the days of old the king would send his herald into the cities in order to make the king's 
will known. Cry to the citizens of that city the king's will for that city. That's what's happening when the 
word of God is preached. A herald from heaven speaks to us. While we have this treasure in earthen 
vessels, the man who speaks is nothing. He is an earthen vessel. But when the word of God is preached 
and proclaimed, that's God from heaven proclaiming and heralding His truth and His Son and His glory to 
us. What a ... what a sobering thing, what an awesome thing. There is something very mysterious about 
that. There is a mystery to it the minister doesn't understand. There is a mystery to it the congregation 
doesn't understand. When the word is preached faithfully we hear the word of God. We hear the voice of 
Christ. He has spoken. What happens in this pulpit is not that a man comes with some of his opinions, 
maybe even some of his strong opinions, and delivers himself of those opinions. What happens in this 
pulpit is that the word is heralded. The word of God. That's what Paul said in another place about his 
preaching, I Thess. 2:13, "For this cause also thank we God without ceasing, because, when ye received 
the word of God which ye heard of us, ye received it not as the word of men, but as it is in truth, the word 
of God, which effectually worketh also in you that believe." The congregation can feel that, can experience 
that, can know that the word of God is preached and it worketh effectually in us, so that we see our Savior 
and believe in Him. So that we know God is our God and His covenant mercies as for us. Preach the word, 
herald the word, the word of God. 

That heralding of the word also means then that the preacher may not change that word. He may not 
change that word by adding to it his own word, and he may not change that word by subtracting from 
God's word what the preacher is uncomfortable with, or what the congregation may be uncomfortable 
with. That matter of heralding and being faithful to that word does not mean this, that the only thing the 
minister ever does is take out the Bible and read a passage of the Bible, and that's the end. And if the 
minister says anything or explains anything about the Bible then he is adding his own word, that's not it. 
When the preacher stands in the pulpit and faithfully explains the meaning of the word of God to the 
church of Jesus Christ, that is the word of God. That's the preaching and the heralding of the word of God. 
God is speaking through that preaching. Paul goes on to tell Timothy be instant in season and out of 
season. That's still part of preaching the word. All of this, all of these commandments to Timothy in vs. 2, 
are part of preaching the word. Being instant in season and out of season means that the preacher is to 
stand ready. He is to be there, and stand ready to bring that word in every season in the life of a 
congregation. In season could literally be translated good season. Be instant in a good season. And out of 
season could literally be translated in no season. The idea here is not that there are seasons when one 
word of God is better than another word of God. The word of God is appropriate in every season. But the 
idea here is that man sometimes thinks there is an appropriate season and an inappropriate season for 
this or that word of God. Like someone might say, now that the weather is so cold it is not the season for 
flip-flops and shorts and at-shirt any more. It's not the right season. There is no season for that now. But 
that doesn't apply to the word of God. There is never a time, whatever men judges about the time, that 
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the word of God is inappropriate. The word of God goes forth at all seasons. At a time when everyone 
thinks that this a good time for that word, or at a time when everyone says this is not a good time for that 
word. The word of God goes forth, and the minister is charged before God to be ready in a good season 
and in no season to bring the word. That means that we must not say to each other, it is not the right time 
for that word of God. It's not the right time for that word of God. It is, it is, it always is. It's very difficult 
for us right now. Very difficult in the midst of doctrinal controversy to preach any word at any time, and 
to receive any word at any time. And the difficulty is not with the word. It's not with the word. That's the 
word of God. The difficulty is with us men. The difficulty is that there is something in us that is 
uncomfortable. There is something in us that withdraws from the controversy. We think that the word 
ought to pour oil on our waters and calm us all down. That's not the point of the Word, to calm us all 
down. The season of controversy is the season in which the word that addresses it must come forth. In 
the midst of controversy, in the midst of minimizing doctrinal error as a congregation and denomination, 
Jeremiah 23 is the right word, the perfectly appropriate word. It is the time for it. The word is in season, 
out of season. The preacher must stand ready to bring that word at all times. In fact, when the church is 
saying, not that text, don't bring us that now. Not that tone which is from that text, don't bring us that 
now. Then the preacher who must stand ready and who must know the times and see what the need of 
the congregation is, when he hears, not that, not now, that's a good indication to him, exactly that, exactly 
that, exactly now. That's the charge of the word of God, preach the word in season, be instant in season, 
out of season. 

Reprove is next. Reprove, rebuke, exhort. Those three all go together. Reprove means to expose, to 
convict, to prove a case against someone. The preacher is called to take the word of God and prove God's 
case against sin and against iniquity. The preacher is to show from the word of God that sin is sin. He is to 
show from the word of God the magnitude of that sin, and how awful that sin is, so that the congregation 
as it hears the word of God is convicted in its own heart of how abhorrent sin is. Reprove by exposing sin 
as sin. And rebuke. That means blame. The congregation must be blamed for its sin. It must be rebuked 
for its sin. The word of God may not stop by saying that thing is sin and that thing is sin, and then go on. 
The word of God must say, and you, congregation, who have been convicted of this sin from the word of 
God, you are guilty of it and you must repent of this sin before God. And exhort. And exhortation means 
an urgent encouragement. Not a little pat on the back. Not a few suggestions for what could be done. But 
urgent exhortation and admonition. This is your calling. Do not neglect your calling. Reprove, rebuke, 
exhort. That's negative. That's the negative work of the preaching of the gospel. And this is the most 
resisted work in the preaching of the gospel. We don't like reproofs, rebukes and exhortations. I don't like 
them. My old man. You don't like them in your old man. And the temptation is then to tell the preacher 
carve off a little bit of that word. Blunt a bit of the sharpness of that word. When you come to herald the 
word of God to us, you can stop short of that rebuke. That may not be, it may not. Jehovah God is speaking. 
And if the preacher fails to reprove and rebuke and exhort, he has not brought the word of God. Don't 
say, don't say we agree with your doctrine, preacher. But we will not hear that rebuke. You don't agree 
with the doctrine if you won't hear that rebuke. And Paul makes that clear when he connects reproofing, 
rebuking, exhorting with all longsuffering and doctrine. Doctrine is the teaching of the word. Doctrine is 
the truth of the word. Justification by faith alone, for example, is the doctrine of the word of God. The 
divinity and humanity of Jesus Christ, for example, is a doctrine of the word. All of the things thatthe word 
teaches, all of the truths that the word proclaims, that's doctrine. And Timothy's calling and the calling of 
the preacher is to take that doctrine, all of the teaching, and to use that doctrine to reprove and rebuke 
and exhort the church of Jesus Christ. That doctrine must be used to expose our errors, and that doctrine 
must be used to condemn our errors. 

Agenda, P. 190

BC's Request for Judgment re. Deposition

Deposition Case  Page 78



Let's illustrate that in our own circumstances as a church and as a denomination. The doctrine of the word 
is salvation by grace alone. Not by the work of man. The doctrine of the word is that our experience and 
assurance of salvation is by grace alone and not by the work of man. That doctrine was compromised in 
our churches. The gospel of Jesus Christ was compromised in our churches. The perfect work of Jesus 
Christ was displaced in our churches. And when that was exposed at Synod 2018, when that was set right, 
that doctrine must still be shined on the congregation, and if there's any weakness on that doctrine, and 
minimizing of that doctrine, there must be rebuke and reproving and exhorting. That's what was brought 
last week Sunday. And if anyone says about that rebuke, I agree with the doctrine, but not the rebuke, 
then that one is militating against what Paul says here about the calling of the preaching of the word. 
Rebuke with doctrine. And convict that where there is weakness there, there's blame. There must be 
repentance by the church of Jesus Christ. And reprove, rebuke, exhort with all longsuffering. With all 
longsuffering. Longsuffering means don't stop. Don't stop. Persevere in it. It's a calling to the preacher to 
keep going in preaching the word and being instant in season out of season. It's a calling to the minister 
to keep going and reproving, rebuking, exhorting. Whether there's no opposition, so that it feels like it's 
in season, and a good season for the rebuke. Or whether there's a storm of opposition, so it seems like 
this is no season for that rebuke. Reprove, rebuke, exhort with all longsuffering. Keep going. The 
congregation needs to know that's the charge, the solemn charge that God has given to your preacher. 
That this is the work that your preacher must continue to do, by God's grace, will continue to do. 

The question still stands before the congregation, do you want that? Do you want that? If you don't want 
that, it can be taken away. You can have what you want as a church in your pulpit. But you'll die. Preach 
the word. Be instant in season out of season. Reprove, rebuke, exhort with all longsuffering and doctrine. 

The reason that there must be this preaching of the word, including its sharp rebukes, is that "the time 
will come when they will not endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusts shall they heap to 
themselves teachers, having itching ears; And they shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be 
turned unto fables." The time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine. Not enduring sound 
doctrine means they don't want it. It means they have no use for it. It means they won't bear it. It means 
they won't bother themselves with it. The time will come that they will not endure sound doctrine. Now 
that description of doctrine is marvelous. It's marvelous. Sound doctrine. What is sound doctrine? It 
means healthful doctrine. It means health-giving, life-giving, nourishing doctrine. The doctrine of the word 
of God is good for us. It's healthy for us. That doctrine provides everything we need for our spiritual life 
and our spiritual strength. It provides what the individual child of God needs in his family and what the 
individual child of God needs for his work, spiritually. It gives him that because its sound doctrine. It's 
healthful doctrine, and the sound doctrine gives to the church of Jesus Christ everything she needs. That 
sound doctrine is healthy for the church. When everything is smooth and that sound doctrine is healthy 
for the church, when things seem to be tumultuous. Sound doctrine, healthy doctrine. And why is that 
doctrine sound? Because it's the doctrine of the Savior. It's the doctrine of Jesus Christ. That's what the 
word brings. It brings the truth of our Lord. It brings the truth of his mercy to his church. It brings the truth 
of his cross that covers our sins and the truth of his righteousness by which we may stand before God and 
and in which we may stand before God, perfectly clothed in his perfect righteousness. Brings the truth of 
the Savior's Spirit, the Holy Spirit, who makes us new creatures, and conforms us to the image of Jesus 
Christ. 

That's the truth. So beautiful. So beautiful. When that truth is brought and what happens here in this 

congregation is that the minister of the word simply fades away. And that voice, that powerful voice of 

the Savior is heard in the ears and hearts of God's people. Makes us healthy. Nourished. Makes us alive, 

free. It's sound doctrine. It's healthy doctrine when that word and that truth also stands over against the 

lie. That's healthy, too. And when it stands over against our own lie and our own sin and our own folly. 
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healthy when it exposes us and convicts us and rebukes us. What's the word doing then. It's emptying us 

out of all that folly and wisdom of man. All of our unrighteousness. And giving to us the righteousness of 

Christ alone, filing us with his fullness. That's good. That's healthy for the church. 

The time will come when they will not endure that. They won't tolerate it. They won't be bothered with 

it. The way that looks in the church is the two dozen excuses that we are experts at producing, and that 

explain why 'I don't need that word,' and 'I don't need that rebuke,' 'I don't need that conviction, or that 
exhortation.' An excuse. Or, it looks like anger, rejection. 'Don't bring that word here.' That's not enduring 

sound doctrine. It also looks like this. Showing up for an hour on Sunday and the rest of the week can't be 

bothered to give the truth a thought. Our lives are filled with the earth and with man. And not the truth 

of the word of God. That's not enduring sound doctrine as well. Look at what Paul says to Timothy about 

the church of Ephesus where Timothy labored, about those people. Paul said 'the time will come when 

they in Ephesus shall not endure sound doctrine. Not this 'Timothy that's a danger for the church. It might 

happen, it might not happen.' "The time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine." 

Every church of Jesus Christ and every denomination of Jesus Christ must have that ringing in its ears. We 

as a church are capable of not enduring sound doctrine. And the time will come when we do not endure 

sound doctrine. Maybe that's for a Sunday and a particular sermon, and sound doctrine that we will not 

endure. The time will come when we will not endure sound doctrine. Or maybe that's a long controversy, 

and in that controversy we more and more do not endure sound doctrine. There is a reeking pride, a 

reeking pride, in our churches, that thinks, if it does not say, 'this could not happen to us.' 'We could never 

not endure sound doctrine. We're the leaders of doctrine.' Repent of that pride. Let us humble ourselves 

before God and his word which says the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine. But 

capable of believing a lie. We're capable of walking in lies. We're capable of minimizing those lies. 

Timothy and preacher and church of Jesus Christ, because the time will come when they will not endure 

sound doctrine, preach it. Preach sound doctrine. Preach the word. Teach them their need for it. Rebuke 

them, reprove them, if they depart from it. That not enduring sound doctrine includes heaping to 

themselves teachers and heaping those teachers to themselves after their own lusts. When the church of 

Jesus Christ will not endure sound doctrine that does not mean she has no use for teaching. Does not 

mean she doesn't want to hear anything. It doesn't even mean she doesn't want to hear sermons. She 

does want to hear sermons. But she wants to hear sermons that accord with her own lusts. And what are 

those lusts of man? Those lusts are that'/ be affirmed, and that/ be confirmed in myself.' That's what the 

church, church's lust is. She wants to hear how good she is. How well she's doing things. How safe she is 

because she's different in herself from all those other people. And so she heaps to herselves teachers to 

affirm her. To strengthen her pride. To tell her how well she is doing. Heaps to herselves teachers. She 

heaps to herself teachers. Heaps them. There's a great pile of them. There's never a shortage of these 

kinds of teachers for the church. 

And they teach. They even teach doctrine, not sound doctrine. But they teach doctrine. And what these 

teachers bring is the word of man. These teachers bring fables. So that the ears of the people are turned 

away from the truth and turned unto fables. Those fables are just the wisdom of man. Just the 

commandments of men. Just the doctrines of men. They sound good. They're very appealing. They satisfy 

our lust to be affirmed. But they're not the truth. They're empty. They're folly. There's nothing there that 

will feed you. There's nothing there that will be profitable for you. And the church heaps these teachers 

to herself in indicating that she words at this and grooms these teachers and prepares these teachers, so 
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that by the time these men become teachers in the church, that's all they know how to do is bring the 

wisdom of man. The word of God is left behind. The true sound doctrine of the scriptures is nowhere to 

be found. Just the wisdom of man. That's so miserable. I don't know if I could think of something worse 

for a church than to be stuck with that. And mired in man's wisdom. The word of God. That reproves us 

and rebukes us, and declares to us Jesus Christ is the only savior from sin. That's good. We can't think of 

anything better for a church than that, that she have that light and that instruction. 

Why does the church heap these teachers to herselves? Why does she not endure sound doctrine? 

Because by nature we have itching ears. We have itching ears. This does not mean that for a long time we 

don't have itching ears and then there comes a time when we start to have itching ears. There comes a 

time when we will not endure sound doctrine, but that doesn't apply to the itching ears. We have itching 

ears. We always have these itching ears. From the moment we're born, we have these itching ears. While 

we are being taught sound doctrine we have these itching ears. That itching ear refers to that old man of 

sin and his desire that what pleases him as a man be brought to him and given to him. What's satisfying 

to him be brought to him. That's what an itch demands after all. An itch demands satisfaction. If someone 

has an itch on their arm, they've got to scratch it. Satisfy that itch. Or when we have itching ears, we've 

got to satisfy them. That desire of what pleases me be brought to me. Those are your ears and mine by 

nature. The ears of that old man. There ready at the drop of a hat to be satisfied with something other 

than sound doctrine. We might not even notice it at first. We might not even be aware of it. The doctrine 

starts to depart a little way, in some specific respect, and it doesn't horrify us! The glory of God is stained. 

Perverted. The gospel of Jesus Christ is compromised. And our Savior is set aside for the filthy rags of man. 

And we're not horrified by it because our ears itch. 

The result of that, the end of that, is that we turn our ears away from the truth. We turn them away. 
There's plenty of other things to hear. There's an endless supply of teachers to heap to ourselves. We can 
groom those teachers too, now, by informing them 'we don't want to hear that rebuke, we don't want to 
hear that word. We want to hear something else.' What else? Isaiah 30, verses 9 and 10: "9 this is a 
rebellious people, lying children, children that will not hear the law of the LORD: 10 Which say to the seers, 
See not; and to the prophets, Prophesy not unto us right things, speak unto us smooth things, prophesy 
deceits: 11 Get you out of the way, turn aside out of the path, cause the Holy One of Israel to cease from 
before us." 

The holy one of Israel. Cuts us. He stirs us. He rebukes us. 'Set him out of our path. Take him away from 

our path. We don't want to see him. Prophecy unto us smooth things. Smooth things. Pay attention to 

our emotions. Pay attention to how our human feelings are going. And smooth us out.' It's not the word. 

That's not the gospel. The gospel does something far better than smooth out a few human emotions. The 

gospel feeds us with everlasting life and with Jesus Christ. The gospel empties us out of ourselves, cuts us 

to the quick and reproves us, rebukes us, exhorts us. Shows us that we are nothing. That we may be filled 

with Jehovah God in Jesus Christ. That's what we need. Don't tur ... don't turn your ears away from the 

truth. let me not turn mine. Don't turn your ears to fables. Not even to the great amount of ... the fables, 

to the majority opinion in those fables. Turn your ears to the word of God. Let the minister preach the 

word of God. The doctrine, the sound doctrine of Jesus Christ. 

The fruit of this preaching of Jesus Christ is that we have the privilege of standing in the final judgement 

and standing now clothed in the righteousness of Jesus Christ. Paul begins with that. "I charge thee 

therefore before God and the lord Jesus Christ who shall judge the quick and dead at his appearing and 
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his kingdom." And Paul begins with that to emphasize the importance to Timothy of preaching this word. 

'Timothy, by this word they will be saved from their itching ears. By this word they will be saved from their 

heaps of teachers. By this word they will be nourished unto everlasting life. By this word they are brought 

into the Kingdom of Jesus Christ.' That's the effect of the word on the church of Jesus Christ: it's God's 

power to save his people. It's God's power to declare to us that we who are so corrupt and our ears itch, 

and we aren't horrified by false doctrine and are willing even to tolerate it. He declares to us that we 

sinners, broken under that word, are righteous in Jesus Christ, and have an eternal place in the kingdom 

of God in the new heavens and the new earth. This word makes the believer long for that, long for it. This 

earth, this earth, is revealed to be more and more a foreign land. Such a foreign land. A land we ultimately 

don't belong in. There's an appearing of the Lord Jesus Christ in all his glory and his holy angels showing 

in that glory the mercy of God to his church. Saving her and bringing her to glory. That's the good fruit and 

good effect of the preaching of that sound doctrine and that truth and that gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ. 

That's what we need, beloved. The church has a path, it's the path of Jesus Christ, as he is declared in the 

gospel. Amen. 

"Our Father which art in heaven, we thank thee for thy word to us this morning. Wilt thou bless it to our 

hearts. Give us the pure preaching of the gospel. Give us our Savior Jesus Christ. And forgive us, Father, 

all our sins, including the sin of our itching ears, including our sin of not enduring sound doctrine. Forgive 

us and cover that sin, too, in Jesus' blood. In Whose name we pray, Amen." 
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11/26/20, Byron Center PRC, Rev. Andrew Lanning 

"The House of Mourning" 

Test: Ecclesiastes 7: 2-6, "2 It is better to go to the house of mourning, than to go to the house of 

feasting: for that is the end of all men; and the living will lay it to his heart. 3 Sorrow is better than 

laughter: for by the sadness of the countenance the heart is made better. 4 The heart of the wise is in the 

house of mourning; but the heart of fools is in the house of mirth. 5 It is better to hear the rebuke of the 

wise, than for a man to hear the song of fools. 6 For as the crackling of thorns under a pot, so is the 

laughter of the fool: this also is vanity." 

Beloved congregation in our Lord Jesus Christ. The theme of the sermon this morning is "The Better 

House of Mourning." The etter house of mourning. And that theme comes from the declaration of the 

preacher who was Solomon, that it is better to go to the house of mourning than to go to the house of 

feasting. Here in this text, the preacher sets before us as God's people two different houses. On the one 

hand there is the house of mourning. And on the other hand there is the house of feasting. And about 

those two houses the preacher says it is better to go to the house of mourning than to go to the house 

of feasting. the preacher describes these two houses in some detail, so that we can see what is going on 

in these two houses. On the one hand there is the house of mourning. And it is very difficult, very 

difficult, to be in the house of mourning. There is sorrow in the house of mourning. The sounds of 

sorrow can be heard and the sights of sorrow can be seen. In fact, the sadness of the countenance, 

verse 3, is seen on those who are in the house of mourning. Imaging what that would look like, the 

twisted contorted face of a man overcome with grief. His tears pouring down his cheeks. His face 

scrunched up in the agony of his sorrow. That's sorrow. And that sadness of countenance is found in the 

house of mourning. Also in the house of mourning is loss, grievous, great loss. There is, in fact, in the 

house of mourning a dead man. There is one who was a loved one who has come to his earthly end. And 

now the mourners come to the house of mourning and take it to heart and lay it to heart what the end 

of all men is. There in the house of mourning is great loss. And in the house of mourning there is even 

rebuke, which indicates that the preacher here is not speaking only of a funeral as the house of 

mourning. He's speaking of more than a funeral. In the house of mourning there is rebuke. The rebuke 

of the wise that comes to those who sit in the house of mourning. 

We find regarding this house of mourning that the wise are in the house of mourning. The wise man and 

the wise woman, the wise young person and the wise child are in the house of mourning. And they can't 

get enough of the house of mourning. Their heart, the preacher says, is in the house of mourning. They 

love the house of mourning. They desire to be in the house of mourning. That house on the one hand. 

The house of mourning. 

On the other hand is the house of feasting. In the house of feasting, there is great pleasure. It may be 

hard to be in the house of mourning, but it is very easy and very pleasant to be in the house of feasting. 

In the house of feasting, there is laughter. We can imagine that, too. Whereas in the house of mourning 

there were the wails and the sobs of heart wrenching grief. In the house of feasting, there are the wails 

of joy and laughter. The pounding of the table with one's hand and slapping of the thigh with one's hand 

at the joke. laughter in the house of feasting. And there are songs in the house of feasting. As the 

preacher describes the house of feasting it begins to sound like a rowdy pub or a rowdy bar with 

tankards slamming on the table, the songs of the drunken men filling the air. Songs and laughter in the 
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house of feasting. And it is pleasant there. There is food and there is drink. There is food in abundance 

and the wine and the strong drink flows. It is the house after all of feasting. And those who are in the 

house of feasting are the fools. The wise are in the house of mourning and the fools are in the house of 

feasting. The laughter that rings through the air in the house of feasting is the laughter of a fool. The 

songs that so stir the hearts of the men are the songs of fools. And the fools love that house of feasting. 

They cannot get enough of the house of feasting. the preacher says 11the heart of the fool is in the house 

of feasting." He lives for it. He longs for it. It consumes his earthly life. That is the house on the other 

hand, the house of feasting. Two houses: the house of mourning and of the house of feasting. 

About those two houses, the preacher says, 11lt is better to go to the house of mourning than to go to 

the house of feasting." When the preacher says it is better to go to the house of mourning, he does not 

mean that it is also good to go to the house of feasting. As if the preacher were saying, 'it is good to go 

to the house of feasting, but it is better to go to the house of mourning.' That is not the preacher's 

meaning when he uses the word 11better." When he says it is better to go to the house of mourning, he 

means it is only good to go to the house of mourning. And it is not at all good to go to the house of 

feasting. 

In the house of feasting, there are only fools. The hearts of fools. The songs of fools. And the laughter of 

fools. There is nothing good in the house of feasting. There is nothing profitable in the house of feasting. 

There is only vanity and emptiness in the house of feasting as the preacher says at the end of vs 6 11th is 

also is vanity." And the 11this" in that statement "this also is vanity" refers to that whole house of 

feasting and everything that goes on in that house of feasting. This also is vanity. This house of feasting 

is emptiness. There is no profit and no good that the child of God will find in the house of feasting. It is 

better to go to the house of mourning than to go to the house of feasting because it is only good to go 

to the house of mourning, and not at all good to go to the house of feasting. 

That absolute distinction between the house of mourning and the house of feasting is striking. And that 

absolute distinction is striking because in another place Ecclesiastes, the preacher says that it is good to 

feast. Chap 2:24, "there is nothing better for a man than that he should eat and drink and that he should 

make his soul enjoy good in his labor. This also I saw that it was from the hand of God." It is good for a 

man to eat and to drink. It is good for a man to feast and enjoy the labor that God has given him and the 

fruits of that labor, for they, too, are from the hand of God. The absolute distinction that the preacher 

makes between the house of mourning and the house of feasting is striking also because the Lord Jesus 

Christ himself was a man who feasted. He was a man who went to a wedding feast. And not only did the 

Lord eat at that wedding feast and drink wine at that wedding feast, but he made wine at the wedding 

feast. And made the best wine at that wedding feast. The Lord himself is one who feasted. And you and I 

on this Thanksgiving Day may gather in our homes, may gather with our families, and we may have a 

convivial and happy Thanksgiving feast. 

And yet, the contrast between the house of mourning and the house of feasting is absolute. It is better 

to go to the house of mourning than to go to the house of feasting. It is only good to go to the house of 

mourning and not at all good to go to the house of feasting. That absolute distinction helps us 

understand what the preacher is teaching by this distinction between the house of mourning and the 

house of feasting. This passage is often used to teach that a Christian ought to be moderate in his living. 

'It is better to go to the house of mourning than to go to the house of feasting so don't spend all your 

time in the house of feasting and make sure you also go to the house of mourning. Be moderate in your 

Agenda, P. 196

BC's Request for Judgment re. Deposition

Deposition Case  Page 84



living.' Well, that's true, be moderate in your living, but that's not the meaning of the preacher here in 

this passage. He is not giving a merely moralistic lesson about a moderate life. This passage is also 

sometimes used to say that when you go to a funeral you should learn a lesson from that funeral, so 

that the passage is applied almost exclusively to funerals. There is no double that the house of mourning 

here, that by the house of mourning here, the preacher has in view here a funeral. There is a dead body 

there. And all of the living lay it to heart that this is the end of all men. Nevertheless, the preacher here 

is not saying it is good sometimes to go to a funeral and even better sometimes to go to a funeral than it 

is to go to a feast. He's making an absolute distinction between the two. Which means that the 

preacher's message here is not merely about the lesson we learn at a funeral. The preacher is aiming at 

something different here and something deeper here by this distinction between the house of mourning 

and the house of feasting. What the preacher is aiming at is the essential character of the life of the 

child of God in this world. The life of the child of God who is a disciple of Jesus Christ is a life in the house 

of mourning. And his life may not be a life in the house offeasting. That's the preacher's message and 

that's the preacher's meaning. It is better to go to the house of mourning, and all your life long bear the 

reproach and the sorrow and the weeping and the loss that comes with that house of mourning. And it 

is not good to go to the house of feasting, and to gain all of the things in the house of feasting that are 

to be had there. Disciples of Jesus Christ, church of the Lord Jesus Christ, it is better to go to the house 

of mourning than to the house of feasting. 

And the proof that that is the meaning of the preacher here in Ecclesiastes 7 is found in the fact that this 

house of mourning first of all cannot merely be a funeral, because this house of mourning includes a 

wise man standing there giving a rebuke. Rebuking the wise people who are there. There is something 

more here than a mere funeral. There is something regarding the Christian life here, and the essential 

character of the Christian life. The rebuke of the wise then belongs to the house of mourning. The 

unmistakable proof that that is the meaning of the preacher here, is to remember that the preacher in 

Ecclesiastes is Solomon. At the very beginning of the book Solomon, the son of David, identifies himself 

as the preacher. And Solomon is special. Solomon is a type of the true son of David, and the true 

preacher, who is the Lord Jesus Christ. And when we turn to the words of the Lord Jesus Christ, we find 

that that preacher, that son of David, also said to his disciples who were in the house of mourning, 

'blessed are you disciples in the house of mourning.' And he said to those who lived in the house of 

feasting, 'woe to you who live in the house of feasting.' The sermon of the preacher Solomon in 

Ecclesiastes 7 is the same as the sermon of the preacher Jesus in Luke 6:20ff, "And Jesus lifted up his 

eyes on his disciples and said, blessed be ye poor, for yours is the kingdom of God. Blessed are ye that 

hunger now, for ye shall be filled. Blessed are ye that weep now, for ye shall laugh. Blessed are ye when 

men shall hate you, and when they shall separate you from their company, and shall reproach you, and 

cast out your name as evil, for the Son of Man's sake. Rejoice ye in that day, and leap for joy, for behold 

your reward is great in heaven. For in like manner did their fathers unto the prophets." Hear in the 

preacher Jesus' words, blessed are ye poor, and blessed are ye hungry, and blessed are ye in the house 

of mourning, the words of the preacher Solomon, it is better to go to the house of mourning. And Jesus 

continues in Luke 6, "But woe unto you that are rich! For ye have received your consolation. Woe unto 

you that are full! For ye shall hunger. Woe unto you that laugh now! For ye shall mourn and weep. Woe 

unto you, when all men shall speak well of you! For so did their fathers to the false prophets." Here in 

the Preacher Jesus' 'woe' the message of the Preacher Solomon who said 'it is not good to go the house 

of feasting.' Two houses, the house of mourning and the house of feasting. It is better to go to the house 

of mourning than to go to the house of feasting. 
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The preacher then is describing the essential character of the Christian's life in this world as a life in the 

house of mourning. And he is describing the essential character of the church of Jesus Christ in this 

world as being the house of mourning. What does it mean to be in the house of mourning for the 

Christian and for the church? The house of mourning is the house where the child of God constantly 

suffers loss. It's the house in which the child of God denies himself and takes up his cross and follows 

Jesus. That's the house of mourning. It's the house of losing the whole world, and losing his own life for 

Jesus' sake and for the gospel's sake, but gaining his soul through Jesus Christ. It's the house of forsaking 

houses, brethren, sisters, father, mother, wife, children, and lands for Jesus' sake and the gospel's sake. 

It's the house of mourning and the house of loss. It's the house of being delivered up by father or by 

brother or by children. It's the house in which the foes of a man are they of his own household, so that 

he suffers that sorrow and that great pain of his own household turning against him. It's the household 

in which a man is hated of all men for Jesus' sake. It's a household in which he is persecuted in one city 

and flees to another. Such is the house of mourning for the child of God. It is the house in which a man is 

reviled and persecuted, and all manner of evil is spoken against him falsely for Jesus' sake. It is the 

house of mourning, the house of sorrow, the house of crying, the house of loss. That's the house of 

mourning. And it is better to go to the house of mourning. 

It's better to go to the house of mourning because the house of mourning is Jesus' house. It's the 

Savior's house. It's the house that characterized our Lord's life on this earth. It's the house of mourning 

for the disciple, because the Master was a man of sorrows acquainted with grief. Because the Master 

bore upon his own back our stripes with which we are healed. It's the house of mourning for the disciple 

because the disciple is not above his Master. And if they called the Master "Beelzebub" how much more 

shall they call the disciples of the Master. And truly the suffering and mourning of the Lord Jesus Christ 

was great. Was greater than all of the mourning that we shall ever endure in the house of mourning. The 

mourning and sorrow of the Lord Jesus Christ was that he bore the rebuke of the wise God against the 

sin of all of his people in his own soul. It was the house of darkness for Jesus. The darkness of hell. The 

outer darkness of hell, taken from that place to shroud the cross and shroud all things from the sight of 

man as Jesus suffered under the eternal wrath and curse of God for our sins. It was the house of 

mourning for Jesus as he bore that curse of God, crying out "My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken 

me?" A face wet with tears, swollen with the smiting of the hands of the wicked men. Bloodied with the 

crown of thorns. And a soul, a soul, that mourned for the curse of Jehovah upon him. The Lord, your 

Lord, my Lord, was the man of sorrows, acquainted with grief. 

No wonder that our way in this world should also be in the house of mourning. And it's good to be in 

that house of mourning. It is good for the soul and the heart of the child of God to be in that house of 

mourning. In that house of mourning the child of God learns. There is instruction there. Verse 2, In the 

house of mourning one learns what is the end of all men. And the living will lay it to his heart. He learns 

in this house of mourning what the end of all men is. He learns that the end is death. And he learns that 

the end is death because of sin. The child of God in the house of mourning hears the word of God 

regarding the emptiness of man and the vanity of man regarding your emptiness and my emptiness. 

That in ourselves we are nothing. That in ourselves we are condemned. That in ourselves we return to 

the dust never to rise again. That's the message that is learned in the house of mourning. And we lay it 

to heart. The spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ takes that word and lays it to the heart of the church, so that 

the church understands her own corruption by nature. And that her only hope is not in herself, but 

outside of herself in another. In the Master. In the one who was the man of sorrows and acquainted 
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with grief. In the Lord Jesus Christ. And sorrow, verse 3, is better than laughter. For by the sadness of 

the countenance the heart is made better. That sorrow there that is better than laughter could be 

translated as "anger." Anger is better than laughter. But whether it's translated anger or sorrow, the 

idea is that there is one in this house of mourning who is issuing a rebuke to those who are in the house 

of mourning. And that one is referred to later in Verse 5 as the wise. It is better to hear the rebuke of 

the wise than for a man to hear the song of fools. There is a wise one in that house. And that wise one is 

the only wise one. It's the only wise God who speaks a word to his people. A word of rebuke. A word to 

make them sorry. A word that exposes their sins so that the people in that house do not think that there 

is anything in themselves upon which they may trust. The rebuke of the wise is in the house of 

mourning. And that rebuke of the wise, that word of God that exposes sin, makes the heart better. By 

the sadness of the countenance the heart is made better. The heart of the child of God hearing that 

rebuke and hearing his sin, and learning the lesson of his end, and laying it to heart by the work of the 

Spirit is made better, because he sees that outside of himself there is this Jesus, this man of sorrows 

acquainted with grief, who is bruised for our iniquities. And the chastisement of our peace was upon 

him, and with his stripes we are healed. That too is the message of the house of mourning. It's the house 

of our own iniquity and our own weakness. But the message of the Savior's righteousness, the Savior's 

perfect atonement, the covering of all of our sins in his blood. So that by that message that exposes me 

and that proclaims the Savior, my heart is made better. My heart is made better, comforted, given 

peace in the house of mourning. What a good house. What a blessed house. 

There is no goodness, and there is no blessedness in the house of feasting. The man who is in the house 

of feasting does not deny himself and take up his cross and follow the Lord. The man in the house of 

feasting affirms himself and confirms himself. He does not suffer for Christ and for the gospel's sake. He 

despises suffering for Christ and gospel's sake. And he avoids that suffering at all costs. The man in the 

house of feasting is a man who gains the whole world. He gains its food, and he gains its drink. He gains 

its pleasures. And he loses his soul in the house of feasting. The man in the house of feasting saves his 

own life. He saves it, he's able to by his own plans and by his own strength. But he loses his life. He is the 

man who forsakes nothing for Jesus' sake. He is the man about whom all men speak well. As Jesus said 

in Luke 6, "Woe unto you when all men shall speak well of you." And he doesn't go from city to city 

being persecuted. He goes from city to city being praised, and receiving the well speaking and the 

accolades of the men in those cities. He is a man who is not interested in suffering with the Master, who 

is called Beelzebub, but is a man who is interested in his own pleasure, in his own earthly good, in his 

own earthly life. And in gaining all things for himself. He is rich in the praise of men and the affirmation 

of men. And he feasts, he feasts. His pleasure is what draws him to that house. His desires, his carnal 

desires, whatever those desires may be, lead him to that house. And he's a fool. He's a fool. There is 

nothing good in that house of feasting for him. It's all emptiness. The songs that seem to cheer his heart 

for a moment are the songs of fools. He doesn't profit by them. The laughter that seems so merry for a 

little while is the laughter of a fool, and does not build him. There is no gospel of Jesus Christ there. 

There is only the affirming of his own flesh there. And it is all empty. It is all vanity. As the preacher says, 

''This also is vanity."So vain is it, that laughter of fools and those songs of fools, that the preacher says, 
"As the crackling of thorns under a pot, so is the laughter of the fool." You take a pot, fill it with water, 

and set it over a fire to boil. But the fire that you've kindled is a fire of the thorns. It makes a merry 

crackling, it sounds cozy and nice. But those thorns have no substance. There is no log to burn to sustain 

the heat, to boil the water, so those merry crackling thorns burn out after a brief time. And the water is 
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left unheated. That's what the house of feasting is. It is as empty and as vain and as profitless as a fire of 

thorns under a pot. 

Church of Jesus Christ, it is better to go to the house of mourning than to the house of feasting. And 

there is an implied calling here in this passage for the church of Jesus Christ as well. Go to the house of 

mourning where the gospel of Jesus Christ is heard, where the heart is made better by the rebuke of the 

wise and the sorrow of the countenance. Go to the where the wise have their heart, where they can't 

get enough of that wisdom, and that Savior, and that Man of Sorrows who covers their sins, and don't 

go to the house of feasting. There is danger for the church if she becomes a house of feasting. She will 

not be blessed as a house of feasting. She'll have the praise of men, she'll be rich, and she'll be full. But 

the woe of the Lord will be against her. 

Beloved congregation, we stand at that crossroads. We stand before that calling: go to the house of 

mourning. Do not go to the house of feasting as a church, as a congregation. We stand before that 

crossroads right now, this day, as a congregation. Will we be a house of mourning, or will we be a house 

of feasting? The essence of the church visitors' advice to this church is that the rebuke against our sin as 

a church and as a denomination of displacing the perfect work of Christ is not allowed in this pulpit. 

That's the essence of the advice. The rebuke that says to our congregation and to our denomination, we 

walk in lies, we strengthen the hands of the evildoers so that none turneth from his way. We minimize 

the error and all of the rest of the rebuke brought in the Jeremiah 23 sermon, that that rebuke is not 

allowed in this pulpit. 

And if that rebuke is not allowed in this pulpit, that rebuke is not allowed in any other pulpit, or any other 
publication of the Protestant Reformed Churches either. And if that rebuke of the wise against our own 
sin, and our own false doctrine, is not allowed in the pulpit, then that sin and that false doctrine will 
proliferate and overtake this church and the denomination. If that error is not cried against, that error will 
be tolerated and in time will be demanded in the Protestant Reformed Churches. We stand at that 

crossroads right now as a congregation, and the consistory of this congregation will lead us to become a 

house of mourning by rejecting the idea that that rebuke is not permitted, or the consistory will lead us 
to become a house of feasting, where that rebuke is no longer heard, and man is no longer emptied of 
himself and only pleases himself. 

We sh al I see where we go as a congregation, but hear the word of the Lord, hear the word of the preacher, 
hear the word of the Preacher Solomon, who is the Preacher Jesus Christ. It is better to go to the house 
of mourning, than to go to the house of feasting. It is better to hear the rebuke of the wise than to hear 
the songs of fools. (note a direct quote therefore not in "quotes.") 

Beloved congregation, go to the house of mourning and eschew the house of feasting. AMEN. 

Prayer - Our Father which art in heaven we thank thee for thy word to us this morning. Wilt thou bless it 
to our hearts and drive it home to us, apply it to us. We thank thee for Jesus Christ whom we love and 
who is our salvation. We pray that thou will keep us from the danger that now threatens us of going to 

the house of feasting and forsaking the house of mourning. We pray Father that thou wilt strengthen us 
though all men should speak well of us and though we gain the whole world in the house of feasting, that 
we hate that house and despise it, and that we love the house of mourning with our Savior. Wilt thou fix 
our hearts in that house and feed us and nourish us until everlasting life by his gospel. Forgive our sins 
and hear our prayer for Jesus sake AMEN. 

Agenda, P. 200
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Classis East - January 13, 2021 
Committee 4 - Request of Judgment by Byron Center re. Deposition 
(See Article 27)

I. Information re. Legality:

A. The Byron Center PRC Consistory decided on Nov. 28, 2020, to suspend Rev.
A. Lanning according Articles 79, 80 of the Church Order for the sin of public
schism.

B. The Byron Center PRC Consistory requested the judgment of Trinity PRC
Consistory, a neighboring consistory.  On December 5, 2020, Trinity’s Consistory
concurred with the decision to suspend Rev. Lanning.

C. The Byron Center PRC Consistory decided to depose Rev. Lanning according to
Articles 79, 80 of the Church Order for the sin of public schism at its meeting on
Dec. 12, 2020.  They also approved a motion to seek the judgment of Classis
East.

D. The Byron Center PRC Consistory and Rev. Lanning signed a document, in
which they both expressed that they are “at an impasse.”  (agenda, p. 180)

II. Recommendations:
A. That Classis treat the material of this matter in closed session.  Ground: Matters

of the discipline of a minister ought to be done in closed session.
B. That Classis declare the request of Byron Center PRC’s Consistory that Classis

East approve of the deposition of Rev. A. Lanning legally before it.  Ground:
Articles 30 and 79 of the Church Order have been met in this case.  Explanation:
1. There are some unique circumstances in this case:

a) The time between suspension and deposition is very short (a couple of
weeks), while Van Dellen and Monsma say the rule is three to six months
(p. 327).

b) The neighboring consistory’s approval was not sought for deposition,
which is usually the way deposition is decided (see VDM p. 327).

2. Yet there are good reasons for Classis to judge this request to approve
deposition from Byron Center’s Consistory.
a) Byron’s Consistory and Rev. A. Lanning have requested the judgment of

Classis East in this matter because they are at an impasse. (agenda, p.
180).

b) Rev. Lanning has not objected to the short period of time between
suspension and deposition, but has encouraged the consistory to take it
to Classis.

c) Because of the unrest and difficulties in the Byron Center congregation
an immediate decision would be better.

Rev. Bruinsma

Rev. Eriks

Rev. Maatman (Minority for Recommendation A)

Elder Steve De Vries

Elder Jim Laning

Elder Russ Zwak 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Committee 4 minority report regarding open/closed session concerning the suspension and 
deposition of Rev. Lanning. 
(See Article 27 II, A) 
Recommendation: That classis treat the matter of Rev. Lanning’s suspension and deposition in 
open session.  

Ground: Although the matter concerns suspension and deposition of an officebearer, the matter is 
public. 

1) The sermons that are the material of the charge are public sermons.
2) The charge is a charge of public schism.
3) A letter was sent to every church in the denomination informing the churches of the decision

and the particular sermon that was the cause of the decision.

Rev. Maatman 
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Classis East - January 13, 2021 
Committee 4 - Request of Judgment by Byron Center re. Deposition 
(See Article 29)


I. Information re. Legality:
A. The Byron Center PRC Consistory decided on Nov. 28, 2020, to suspend Rev.

A. Lanning according Articles 79, 80 of the Church Order for the sin of public
schism.

B. The Byron Center PRC Consistory requested the judgment of Trinity PRC
Consistory, a neighboring consistory.  On December 5, 2020, Trinity’s Consistory
concurred with the decision to suspend Rev. Lanning.

C. The Byron Center PRC Consistory decided to depose Rev. Lanning according to
Articles 79, 80 of the Church Order for the sin of public schism at its meeting on
Dec. 12, 2020.  They also approved a motion to seek the judgment of Classis
East.

D. The Byron Center PRC Consistory and Rev. Lanning signed a document, in
which they both expressed that they are “at an impasse.”  (agenda, p. 180)

II. Recommendations:
A. That Classis treat the material of this matter in closed session.  Ground: Matters

of the discipline of a minister ought to be done in closed session.
B. That Classis declare the request of Byron Center PRC’s Consistory that Classis

East approve of the deposition of Rev. A. Lanning legally before it.  Grounds:
Articles 30 and 79 of the Church Order have been met.
1. Both Byron Center PRC Consistory and Rev. A. Lanning have requested the

judgment of Classis East regarding deposition (agenda, p. 180).
2. The Byron Center PRC Consistory followed the proper procedure for

suspension and deposition according to Art. 79.

Rev. Bruinsma

Rev. Eriks

Rev. Maatman

Elder Steve De Vries

Elder Jim Laning

Elder Russ Zwak 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Committee 4 - Classis East, January 12, 2021 
Majority Report re Judgment Concerning Rev. Lanning’s Deposition 
(See Articles 37 and 38)


I. Information:
A. On November 10, 2020, the BC Consistory made the decision to require Rev.

Lanning to resign as editor of the Sword and Shield.
B. On November 15, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14

in response to the BC Consistory’s decision that Rev. Lanning no longer serve
as editor of the Sword and Shield magazine.
1. In this sermon he charged office bearers of the PRC with:

a) Excusing devil’s theology.
b) Doing something as serious as homosexual acts.
c) Claiming this error was never repented of in the churches, but is being

minimized and covered up.
2. He claims that the Sword and Shield is the lone voice consistently exposing

the lie and calling the denomination to repent.
C. On November 18, 2020, the BC Consistory made a decision to seek the advice

of the church visitors of Classis East in regard to their decision to remove Rev.
Lanning as editor of the Sword and Shield, and in regard to the sermon
preached on Jeremiah 23:4, 14.

D. On November 22, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on 2 Timothy 4:1-4, in
which he criticizes the consistory and church visitors.
1. He criticizes the consistory for calling in the church visitors.
2. He criticizes the church visitors as bringing earthly and devilish wisdom.

E. On November 26, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a Thanksgiving sermon on
Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 in which he mischaracterizes the advice of the church visitors
and criticizes a possible direction of the consistory.

F. The consistory’s subsequent actions:
1. On Nov. 28, 2020, they relieved Rev. Lanning of his duties and adopted the

advice of the church visitors.
2. On Dec. 4, 2020, Trinity PRC’s Consistory rendered their judgment to

suspend Rev. Lanning.
3. On Dec. 5, 2020, they expressed agreement with Trinity PRC’s advice and

suspended Rev. Lanning, according to Art. 79 of the CO.  This was
announced on Dec. 6, 2020.

4. On Dec. 8, 2020, Rev. Lanning protested the consistory’s decision to
suspend him.

5. On Dec. 9, 2020, BC’s Consistory adopted the advice of Trinity’s Consistory,
and made it their own.

6. On Dec. 12, BC’s Consistory rejected Rev. Lanning’s protest, except for
ground 5, which they sustained.

7. They come to Classis East asking for “the judgment of Classis East, with the
advice of the delegates ad examina of the synod for the deposition of Rev. A.
Lanning for the sin of public schism according to Art. 79, 80 of the Church
Order.  Grounds:
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a) We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermon on 11/15/20 constitutes public
schism as evidenced by the material provided.

b) We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermons following on 11/22/20 and
11/26/20 constitute further schism as evidenced in the enclosed
materials.

c) Rev. Lanning has shown no evidence of repentance regarding the
consistory’s instruction.”

II. Recommendation: that Classis East concur with Byron Center’s decision to depose
Rev. A. Lanning and advise Byron Center’s Consistory to proceed with the
deposition of Rev. A. Lanning from the office of the word and sacraments.
Grounds:

A. Rev. Lanning’s actions in the sermons he preached on Jeremiah 23:4, 14; 2
Timothy 4:1-4; and Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 constitute the sin of public schism.  With
statements made in these sermons, Rev. Lanning has sinfully divided the
congregation and the churches into factions.  These statements are not false
doctrine, but his own wrong applications of the teaching of the texts, by which
he divided the church and churches.
1. In these sermons he publicly charges ministers and office-bearers of the

PRC with unrepentant sin.  The statements in his sermons and his
subsequent actions are enumerated by the BC consistory, the advice of the
church visitors, and set forth clearly by Trinity PRC consistory in the
supplemental material (agenda, p. 125-179).
a) In his sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14, Rev. Lanning charges the delegates

of Classis East, February 2018, with a sin that he said was like the sin of
all the delegates taking off their clothes and committing public sodomy
with each other, for which they should have been deposed (agenda p.
161, 183).

b) Rev. Lanning charges the ministers, office-bearers, and churches of not
repenting of this sin, and continuing to teach and minimize this error (p.
184, 185).  At the very least he casts suspicion on the doctrinal orthodoxy
of most of the ministers and elders of Classis East without ever bringing
formal charges of sin, protests, or appeals to any assembly.

c) At the same time Rev. Lanning said that the only rejection of this lie is
found in his preaching and in the Sword and Shield magazine (p. 185): …
Show us where the lie is today.  I’ve done that.  I’ve done that publicly in
writing.  I’ve done that now in the pulpit.  But let me ask you a question.
You want to know from me where is the lie.  I want to know from you
where is the rejection of the lie today?  Where do you hear condemnation
of the devil’s theology as the devil’s theology?  Is that the message you
hear pouring out of the Protestant Reformed Churches today?  Is that
what you read in letters from consistories to congregations warning
against a magazine?  Is that what you hear - rejection of the lie?  I don’t
hear it.  I don’t hear it.  Except in one place consistently.  One
magazine.…  
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d) Thus he divides the congregation and denomination preaching that most
office-bearers are unrepentant unbelievers in contrast to himself and
those who stand with him.

2. Rev. Lanning’s schismatic actions of publicly charging office-bearers with sin
are contrary to Scripture.
a) Every member of the church, especially its office bearers, must under

every circumstance endeavor “to keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond
of peace.”  This is for the safety and welfare of the church.  James 3:16,
“For where envying and strife is, there is confusion and every evil work.”
Or again, Galatians 5:14-15, “For all the law is fulfilled in one word, even
in this; Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself. But if ye bite and devour
one another, take heed that ye be not consumed one of another.”

b) This love of the neighbor and the church lies at the heart of Matthew
18:15-20.  The principle of Matthew 18:15-20 is to protect in as much as
possible the honor and good character of a brother or sister even when
sin has been committed.  This is accomplished, not by preaching such
sin to others, but by keeping sin private, as much as possible.

c) The principle of Matthew 18 is applied by the apostle Paul to those who
hold office in the church.  He writes in 1 Timothy 5:17-19, “Let the elders
that rule well be counted worthy of double honor, especially they who
labor in the word and doctrine. . . . Against an elder receive not an
accusation, but before two or three witnesses.”  If an accusation is to be
leveled against an elder, pastor or deacon, it must not be published to
everyone in the church but must be carefully proven to the elders of the
church.  Likewise, if a consistory is felt to be in error then it must be
taken to classis.  If a classis is thought to be in error it must be taken to
the synod.  To publish the perceived error publicly in the church
contradicts the principle of Matthew 18.  This is true even when dealing
with an accusation of heresy.  If an accusation of heresy is preached from
the pulpit rather than following the way of protest and appeal through the
ecclesiastical assemblies it is a failure to follow the Word of God in Titus
3:10, “A man that is an heretick after the first and second admonition
reject.”  This verse points to the truth that in dealing with heresy the
church must follow the careful way of discipline.  Such discipline of
heresy takes place through the deliberation of those appointed by God to
do this.   This the way of love not only, but this is the proper way to show
respect for the office one holds.

d) By publicly leveling accusations against ecclesiastical bodies without so
much as protesting their decisions Rev. Lanning does not show charity,
dishonors the office bearers of the church and by doing so, contrary to
the command of Christ, creates discord and division in the church of
Jesus Christ.  1 Thessalonians 5:12-13, “And we beseech you, brethren,
to know them which labor among you, and are over you in the Lord, and
admonish you; And to esteem them very highly in love for their work's
sake. And be at peace among yourselves.”
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3. Rev. Lanning’s schismatic actions of publicly charging office-bearers are
contrary to our Confessions.
a) He has not followed in his preaching or conduct the sixth commandment

as explained in the Heidelberg Catechism, Q&A 107, “But is it enough
that we do not kill any man in the manner above mentioned?  No; for
when God forbids envy, hatred, and anger, He commands us to love our
neighbor as ourselves; to show patience, peace, meekness, mercy, and
all kindness towards him, and prevent his hurt as much as in us lies; and
that we do good, even to our enemies.”

b) Article 31 of the Belgic Confession when speaking of Christ’s
establishment of the offices in the church instructs us, “Moreover, that
this holy ordinance of God may not be violated or slighted, we say that
everyone ought to esteem the ministers of God’s Word and the elders of
the church very highly for their works sake, and be at peace with them
without murmuring, strife, or contention, as much as possible.”

4. Rev. Lanning’s schismatic actions of publicly charging office bearers with sin
are contrary to the teaching of the Church Order in Article 74, which is built
on the foundation of the Scriptures and Confessions quoted above.
a) By leveling charges of heresy against office bearers (agenda, p. 160, 181)

and demanding repentance publicly in his preaching without bringing
charges to the consistories of these men Rev. Lanning violates Article 74
of the Church Order: If anyone, having been admonished in love
concerning a secret sin by two or three persons, does not give heed, or
otherwise has committed a public sin, the matter shall be reported to the
consistory.”

b) The way appointed by Christ is not to bring charges of sin to the court of
public opinion, not even public sin.  All charges of sin are to be brought
to the consistory as the sole court Christ appointed to judge and treat
such sins.  There are no other options.

B. Rev. Lanning’s actions in the sermons he preached and in his subsequent
defense of these actions constitutes public schism when he slandered the
office-bearers in the churches through his characterizations, accusations, and
charges, which is a violation of the 9th commandment.
1. In his public accusations of office bearers of Classis East Rev. Lanning dealt

with brothers in the Lord as if they were his enemies going so far as to imply
they were unbelievers.
a) He does this when he portrays the men of Classis East as homosexuals

deserving the punishment of Sodom.  Such a horrible accusation against
the office bearers of Classis East could not possibly come out of a proper
exegesis of Jeremiah 23:14.  Jeremiah was able to say this because the
God who knows the hearts of the prophets of Jerusalem gave this to
Jeremiah by direct revelation.  Rev. Lanning may not make this same
claim.
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b) Also in his sermon on Jeremiah 23 he denounced rashly and unheard by
consistory, classis or synod, a professor of our seminary and editor of the
Standard Bearer as promoting statements from Satan (Agenda, page 184).

c) In standing behind his sermon on Jeremiah 100%, Rev. Lanning informs
the elders of BCPRC that they “have gone to the prophets of Egypt for
understanding by going to the Church Visitors.”  And, “the Church
Visitors will not counsel you to your profit, but to your shame” (Agenda,
page 138).

d) Later in his sermon on Ecclesiastes Rev. Lanning does not promote the
honor and good character of the church visitors when he says, “Beloved
congregation, we stand at a crossroads.  We stand before that calling: go
to the house of mourning.  Do not go to the house of feasting as a
church, as a congregation.  We stand before that crossroads right now,
this day, as a congregation.  Will we go to the house of mourning, or will
we be a house of feasting?  The essence of the church visitors’ advice to
this church is that the rebuke against our sin as a church and as a
denomination of displacing the perfect work of Christ is not allowed in
this pulpit.  That is the essence of this advice” (Agenda, page 200).  This
rash accusation is aimed at office bearers in the church in order to
discredit them as enemies of the cause of Christ, without the
congregation even knowing that the church visitors gave advice to the
consistory or proving that this advice was in error.

e) Rev. Lanning judges and condemns the Protestant Reformed
denomination as embracing the lie when such a lie can be found nowhere
in the minutes of the assemblies of our churches: That makes this word
[Jeremiah 23:4, 14] a perfect word for our congregation in these days
because the same situation characterizes the Protestant Reformed
Churches. . . . The form is there just like it always was in the days of our
fathers and fathers’ fathers, but there’s something wrong.  There is
something so dreadfully wrong in the Protestant Reformed Churches and
in Byron Center Protestant Reformed Church.  The Word of God was
perverted.  Corrupted. Twisted. . . Agenda, page 181).

2. Rev. Lanning in his sermons and defense has violated Scripture and the
confessions.
a) He violates the requirement of the 9th commandment, which is explained

by the Heidelberg Catechism in LD 43: ““that I be no backbiter, nor
slanderer, that I do not judge, nor join in condemning any man rashly or
unheard, but . . . that also I defend and promote, as much as I am able,
the honor and good character of my neighbor.”

b) He violates Scripture, which teaches in 2 Thessalonians 3:14, 15 that,
even in the case of one who does not obey the Word of God, “yet count
him not as an enemy, but admonish him as a brother.”

3. By this violation of the 9th commandment against fellow office bearers, Rev.
Lanning elevates himself over other ministers by creating suspicion of fellow
office-bearers, which promotes division within the church.
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C. Rev. Lanning’s actions in the sermons he preached constitute public schism by
insubordination to the authority in the church in violation of the 5th
commandment.
1. Rev. Lanning expressed grievances which contradict the decisions of Classis

East at its Sept. 12, 2018 meeting.
a) In his sermon on Jeremiah 23, Rev. Lanning charges that the office-

bearers of Classis East remain guilty for the wrong decisions they made
and must repent; that they continue to walk in lies, twist, pervert, and
corrupt the truth, commit spiritual fornication, and strengthen the hand of
the evildoer.

b) But Classis East formally declared three times “that Classis East erred in
its decisions of February 28, 2018, which decisions are then quoted, and
the decisions of Synod 2018 are quoted and used as a ground (Art.
15-17).

c) By this action of charging Classis East with failing to repent or condemn
the doctrinal error, Rev. Lanning militates against the decisions of Classis
East.

d) By this action, Rev. Lanning leads others into this same disagreement of
Classis’ decisions, which constitutes public schism.

2. Rev. Lanning expressed public disagreement with the decision of his
consistory to the congregation and denomination through the pulpit, thus
showing insubordination to his overseers, the elders.
a) Rev. Lanning’s sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14, was a public expression of

his disagreement with the Nov. 11, 2020 decision of his consistory that
required him to resign as editor-in-chief of the Sword and Shield, and
about which decision the congregation had just been informed.

b) The consistory judged this sermon upon a careful consideration of the
content, tone, admitted occasion, as well as the following:
(1) Rev. Lanning knew the decision was controversial in the congregation,

yet made no attempt to urge the congregation to submit to the
decision in the church orderly way, and gave every indication by his
tone and manner that he disagreed with that decision.

(2) The reaction of many, who, whether they agreed or disagreed with the
sermon, took it as the consistory did - an expression of disagreement
with the consistory’s decision.

(3) Rev. Lanning also expressed further disagreement with the decisions
of the consistory in subsequent sermons on 2 Timothy 4:1-4 and
Ecclesiastes 7:2-6.  (agenda, p. 178)

(4) The consistory reports that “Rev. Lanning also has made no attempt
to reassure the consistory that he was not expressing disagreement
with the consistory in either tone or content, or to apologize to the
consistory for any offense he may have given.” (agenda, p. 178)

c) The seriousness of Rev. Lanning’s actions of militating against consistory
decisions are two:
(1) He violates Article 31 of the Church Order when he takes his

grievances to the pulpit rather than to the assemblies of the church.
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This article reads: “If anyone complain that he has been wronged by 
the decision of a minor assembly, he shall have the right to appeal to a 
major assembly, and whatsoever may be agreed upon by a majority 
vote shall be considered settled and binding, unless it be proved to 
conflict with the Word of God or with the other articles of the Church 
Order.”  

(2) By bringing this disagreement with the consistory to the pulpit he
attempts to influence the people to choose his view over the
consistory’s decision, which is schismatic.

3. Rev. Lanning expressed publicly his disagreement and condemned the
advice of the church visitors, and urged both his consistory and church to
reject it before it was decided upon.
a) Rev. Lanning expressed this disagreement in the ending application of

the sermon preached on Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 (agenda, p. 200).
b) Rev. Lanning makes public in that sermon what had not yet been

decided.  The only explanation can be an attempt to sway the consistory
and set the congregation against the advice the church visitors gave to
the consistory. 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Minority report re judgment respecting Rev. Lanning’s deposition 
Committee 4 
(See Article 37) 
I. Information:

A. On November 10, 2020, the Byron Center consistory decided “to require Rev. Lanning to
resign as editor of the Sword and Shield publication for a time, and until such time that
the consistory may approve of his involvement as editor. This would include all activity
normally required of, or assigned to, an editor’s position” (p. 127).

B. On November 15, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14 that he
acknowledges “was occasioned by the consistory’s decision” (p. 175).

C. On November 18, 2020, Byron Center made a decision “to seek the advice of the Church
Visitors in regard to [the consistory’s] decision” requiring Rev. Lanning to resign as
editor (p. 128).

D. On November 19, 2020, Byron Center made a decision “to request advice from the
Church Visitors, regarding the sermon preached on the morning of 11-15-20…with
regards to direction for going forward” (p. 128).

E. On November 22, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on 2 Timothy 4:1-4.
F. On November 25, 2020, the church visitors distributed articles of suspension and advice

to suspend that they had drafted in answer to Byron Center’s request for advice going
forward.

G. On November 26, 2020, Rev. Lanning preached a sermon on Ecclesiastes 7:2-6 .
H. On November 28, 2020, Byron Center adopted the advice of the church visitors to

“suspend its pastor, Rev. Lanning, according to Articles 79 and 80 of the Church Order
for the sin of public schism committed in his sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14 preached on
November 15, 2020” (p. 130).

I. On November 28, 2020, Byron Center made a decision to “pass judgment on our
decision to Trinity PRC” (p. 130).

J. On December 1, 2020, Byron Center adopted a “report to present to Trinity PRC elders
to demonstrate continued schism in the preaching” (p. 131).

K. On December 5, 2020, Byron Center decided to “receive into our minutes the judgment
of Trinity PRC, Dec. 4, 2020, in which they concur with our decision for the suspension
of Rev. Lanning made on Nov. 29, 2020” (p. 132).

L. On December 8, 2020, Rev. Lanning filed his protest against “the decision to relieve him
from office” (p. 132).

M. On December 9, 2020, Byron Center carried a “motion of clarification that states that
article 6 of the 12-5-20 consistory meeting was made to officially adopt the advice of
Trinity PRC as part of our advice” (p. 133).

N. On December 12, 2020, Byron Center sustained “ground 5 of Rev. Lanning’s protest
against the second ground of our charge, namely, that he militated against the decision of
Synod 2018” (133).

O. On December 12, 2020, Byron Center made the following decision:
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Motion made to request the judgment of Classis East, with the advice of the delegates ad 
examina of the synod for the deposition of Rev. A. Lanning for the sin of public schism 
according to articles 79 and 80 of the Church Order. CARRIES. Grounds:  

a. We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermon on 11/15/20 constitutes public schism as
evidenced by the material provided.
b. We believe that Rev. Lanning’s sermons following on 11/22/20 & 11/26/20
constitute further schism as evidenced in the supporting documentation.
c. Rev. Lanning has shown no evidence of repentance regarding the consistory’s
instruction.

Byron Center brings the matter to Classis East for classis’ judgment, along with the 
advice of the delegates ad examina, “whether [Rev. Lanning] shall be entirely deposed 
from office” (Church Order, Article 79). 

II. Recommendation: That the judgment of classis be that Rev. Lanning not be deposed from
office. Grounds: 1) Byron Center has not sufficiently demonstrated that the sin with which
Rev. Lanning is charged is worthy of deposition. 2) The charge of public schism on account
of which Rev. Lanning has been suspended has not been demonstrated.

A. Explanation of the first ground, that Byron Center has not sufficiently demonstrated that
the sin with which Rev. Lanning is charged is worthy of deposition:

1. Article 79 of the Church Order indicates that the judgment whether to suspend a
minister and the judgment whether to depose a minister are distinct. The judgment to
depose a minister must demonstrate that it is impossible for the suspended minister to
retain his office. Article 79 of the Church Order implies the possibility that a minister,
suspended by reason of public or gross sin, may be reinstated to the duties of his
office by the lifting of the suspension. Van Dellen and Monsma explain thus:
“Suspension of Ministers will as a rule also require a period of three to six months. At
the end of the period of suspension the two Consistories can lift the suspension and
reinstate the Minister, or they can extend the period of suspension, or they may find
that the Minister in question should be deposed, in which case the matter goes to
Classis” (p. 327).

2. Byron Center has not sufficiently demonstrated that the sin with which Rev. Lanning
is charged is worthy of deposition.
a. There is no demonstration that the sin with which Rev. Lanning is charged is such

that it is impossible—even if there were the repentance the consistory deems
necessary—for him to retain the office of minister.

b. Evidently, grounds two and three of Byron Center’s 12/12/2020 decision to
depose Rev. Lanning are intended to show persistent, unrepentant continuance in
the sin with which Rev. Lanning is charged. However, the decision to depose
comes only fourteen days after the decision to suspend her pastor. Even though
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Byron Center believes that Rev. Lanning’s subsequent sermons constitute further 
schism, the length of the period of laboring with her minister, towards the 
repentance she deems necessary, is inadequate 

3. Neither does the majority report make an argument that the sin with which Rev.
Lanning is charged is such that it is impossible—even if there were the repentance
the consistory deems necessary—for him to retain the office of minister.

B. Explanation of the second ground, that the charge of public schism on account of which
Rev. Lanning has been suspended has not been demonstrated. Public schism is sin-
caused division of the body of Jesus Christ in a public manner. In this case, the sin-cause
with which Rev. Lanning is charged for public schism is violating the way of order and
decency spelled out in the Church Order. However, the charge that Rev. Lanning violated
the rules of the Church Order is unfounded.

1. Regarding the 11/15/20 sermon on Jeremiah 23:4, 14.
a. It is Byron Center’s judgment that Rev. Lanning made public charges of sin in

this sermon contrary to to Article 74 of the Church Order, which requires the
reporting of public sin to the consistory. However, Article 74 begins with “If
anyone” and concerns public sin on the part of an individual. Rev. Lanning’s
sermon did not make charges of public sin against individuals. Rather, the sermon
constituted a rebuke against the congregation of Byron Center and the
denomination for what Rev. Lanning is convinced is a lack of repentance and
minimizing of the seriousness of the error against which Synod 2018 ruled. The
material cited in the sermon was cited, not in the service of making public
charges of sin against individuals personally (or, for that matter, various
consistories), but in the service of illustrating the above point, and the use of the
material ought “not to be construed as formal charges of sin” along the lines of
Article 74 (Quotation from the protest of Rev. Lanning against his suspension, p.
173). In sum, Article 74 does not apply, since the sermon constituted a rebuke of
denominational scope, and not charges of public sin against individuals.

b. On the question of Article 31 and the particular language employed to describe
the error, Byron Center herself recognizes that this sermon did not militate
against Synod 2018 ( cf. Byron Center’s first motion in answer to Rev. Lanning’s
protest,  p. 177). Synod 2018 did not forbid use of particular language to describe
the error, and that assembly herself underscored the seriousness of the error: “The
doctrinal error of the sermons then compromises the gospel of Jesus Christ, for
when our good works are given a place and function they do not have, the perfect
work of Christ is displaced” (Acts 2018, p. 70). In fact, Rev. Lanning is exerting
himself as a means for the decision of Synod 2018 to be embraced by the
denomination, not only in letter but in spirit.

c. There is in the sermon a charge of sin that was committed (p. 183), namely, the
sin of the decision of the January meeting of Classis East when the classis
decided not to sustain a protest against the doctrinal error later ruled against by
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Synod 2018. Although the language is graphic and severe, Classis East January 
2018 did transgress the truth by her decision, as Synod 2018 points out. That 
portion of the sermon does not constitute a public charge of sin presently engaged 
in by classis, but is cited in the service of impressing upon the congregation and 
denomination the seriousness of the error that was countenanced, with a view to 
deep repentance. 

d. It is the judgment of Byron Center that, because of the particular text selected for
the sermon, and the timing of the sermon, the sermon constitutes public militating
against the decision of Byron Center’s consistory requiring him to resign from his
position as editor of the Sword and Shield, and Rev. Lanning acknowledges “that
the sermon was occasioned by the consistory’s decision” (p. 176). However, 1)
the brother goes on to say that “he deliberately did not address the consistory’s
decision in the sermon” (p. 176), 2) the sermon nowhere mentions the decision of
the consistory, and 3) the judgment of Byron Center in this matter is based on
interpretation, and it has not been proven, for example, that the sermon was
“designed to undermine the consistory’s credibility” (p. 146).

e. Byron Center’s application of the Formula of Subscription in connection with this
sermon and subsequent sermons, as adopted in the advice of the church visitors
(p. 144) and the advice of Trinity (p. 166), is erroneous. The claim on p. 144 that
the “aforesaid doctrine mentioned in the statement refers not only to the Three
Forms of Unity but also to all settled and binding decisions of the church’s
assemblies” is patently false. The “aforesaid doctrine” refers only to the doctrine
of which mention is before made by the Formula, namely, the “articles and points
of doctrine contained in the Confession and Catechism of the Reformed churches,
together with the explanation of some points of the aforesaid doctrine made by
the National Synod of Dordrecht, 1618-’19.” In addition, the Formula cannot be
used to interpret the “‘settled and binding’ nature of ecclesiastical decisions”
generally (p. 166), since the context of the Formula is exclusively the Three
Forms of Unity, and it strictly concerns decisions made by assemblies regarding
“difficulties or different sentiments respecting the aforesaid doctrines.”

2. Regarding the 11/22/20 sermon on 2 Timothy 4:1-4.
a. Byron Center charges Rev. Lanning with militating, in violation of Article 31 of

the Church Order, against the decision of the consistory requesting the advice of
the church visitors (p. 169). However, the quotation from Rev. Lanning’s prayer
(p. 153), cited to support the charge, is true as such, and does not mention the
decision to call in the church visitors.

b. The judgment of Byron Center on p. 153 regarding portions of this sermon is
based on interpretation. Another reading can suggest that the reference to the
church visitors was made to demonstrate the seriousness of the circumstances in
which Byron Center was. The admonition against heaping to ourselves teachers
is, of course, biblical. Although it is Byron Center’s judgment, adopted from
Trinity, that by this sermon Rev. Lanning “publicly expressed his disagreement
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with the decision of the consistory to seek the advice of the church visitors” (p. 
170), the quoted portion of the sermon is true as such, and in it he does not 
publicly express his disagreement with the decision of the consistory. 

3. Regarding the 11/26/20 sermon on Ecclesiastes 7:2-6. Byron Center’s judgment on p.
171 that “This is public schism” is only stated. The quoted portions of the sermon did
not militate against a decision of the consistory or cast aspersions on the consistory.
Rather, the sermon impressed upon the congregation what Rev. Lanning believed was
the dire importance of the decision to be made by the consistory, and that for the
welfare of the flock out of a conviction of his calling to be a watchman (p. 176).

Rev. Maatman 
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