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Inrroduction ;
Driring the first few months of 1980 the Brocderkning feund 1ol in the mudst of 2 1totm an
the church. The anger of white leaders i the NGE and NGSE wes spparently caused by g
senes of meetings of the executive of the Broederknng had with churches wn Swatterland,
Germany and Holland; but tha s only partly orue. The real remon for thewr anger les mach
derper: there Wi bimer dinastniscton ind frustratvon sbout & Broeder knng which recoyved
moocy from overes churches, which undertook 1t own prosecny, which made statement
in the press, snd whoch 1 seen by many here and oversess ms ghe “suthentic” vosce of the
black MG churches m- South Afnce
lilemuMﬁntﬂmdﬂmmpmphmmIBmdﬂhm;
-and the three black chiurches on the uaues for which the Broederkring stands. There n -
unanmity 00 Dasrters such o the unificanon of the NOK Chyrches, condemnaton of the
policy of spirtheid (or sepante development | ks unChrotan end ndefenaible nithe ight  °
of Scripture. There is abso full agreemen over the struggle for & Sputh Afrscs m which there
will be more jnce, equality end freedom for all the whabitanes
The real pottr &t saue — over which the oflicsl bodes of the NGK, the NGSK and the
MNGEA are upiet — i thair bebef that the Brocderknng o sctwon “'beyond in competonce ™
nd o prog ool te nght "o nalk @ the name of the church™. Tho swbtly-prepared
mﬂdmhdﬁuﬂmnﬁnuwhlkﬂmﬂnﬂummmmw
mives o vmke i the memorandum,
I. The problesy of the NGIA wuh the Brovdekring ,
Theae problema kre set outt m the reporyof the Modersture, laid before the General Mnsnon '
Comerree of e NGEA oo April |, 198D |t o inporant 10 nooe that while the nites of
four membery of the Moderanure sppeir on the report, the compilabon of ths document
took place without the knowledge o spproval of the three black members of the Moders-
~thre. (Add. Al The ASK decsded a1 iy mieeting of April | 1o refer 1o the dacument 1o the
Permanent Study Communion for Scriprure and Confiession o draw up o report. And (s s
s known,; this report bas pot yet been completed,
2 The probling of the MGSK wih thy Brocderkrng
21 thﬂﬂdFﬁHﬂn I, 1980, an editonal wricle by [ Dawsd Bogha,
moderator of the MSLm-mm“mamgum.m
Bewdiine: " Brocdertrmyg wnd Church = (Add 8.,
21 Dr A Bocsak. s chairman of the Breederkring, swered the false scousation and
hhkriwﬂﬂnnldﬂ!ﬂl-ﬂhhmﬁhmﬁ{ﬂddﬂ}
2.3 On Augus: 28, 1980, Dr Boessk recrived a leter fro Dy L ] de Bruiin, s clerk of an
Ad Hoc Comminision of the NG5 K sppownted by the ASK 1o investigate the Brocderk-
ring, with s request that D Boctak appear before the Comminmion on September |7, :
1980 (Add D). Dr Baesak referred the leter to the exccutive of the Broederkring, which |
ruincd the matter with Dy De Brusin in s betver dated October 24, 1980 (Add Bl towhich -~
ds D¢ Bruijm enpwered on December 17, 1980 {Add F). y
L Public reccrion to the Brosderirog
; -l:-mmmmﬂwwﬁ:-ﬂmwmﬂw i
Minister Louis le Grange, Minster of Pobice, entered the dispute st exacily th tme .
L1. Oo February 12, 1980 (11 days after the articke by D D Botha sppeared in Die
+ Ligdrasr ), the Kerkbods published g therply-worded erticle, full of ins mustsons, stomck-
ing the Broederkring, (rom which it wes chear that the NGE had gone along with Dn
lmhﬂwmhmmhmmalmm:h&dﬂt
Dir Allary Bopesak answered the K erbbods on February 22 1980, but the editor refused
to publish this stawer. Dr Bocsak's reply evenrually sppeared in Dy w the first
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On August 12, 1980, Minister Louis le Grange, in his capecity of Minister of Police, made
an stiack on the Broederkring in a report in the press, in which he made the following
points: “Dr Boesak and his friends had taken a strong stitude to civil disobedience and
refusal 10 do nationa service and had said the church must initiste and support such
programmes. They should reconsader their stand.” (Siar, 13/8/80)
We can clearly see how the well-known partern is developing, s in the case of the Christiap
Institute, where the white leadership of the NGSK and the NGK prepared the way for the
mmpwmhﬂmh&rhﬁnﬂ@&m.mm
2. Comment om the comtenis of the attachs
We believe it to be necessary to refute the following theological and factual distortions of
these reports and arucies. The report of the Modersture of the NGKA cuvers practically all
the points of criticism of the Broederkring which emanate fro the NGSK and the NGK =
ﬂﬂlﬁmmﬂmwnmlﬁwmﬂﬂmm
* 4.1 False and non-Reformed theology m the NGKA report
4.1.1 The Broederkring is propagating “‘snother theology™ (1.5.8 and 1.5.12). We do
not know where the compilers of the report come to this conclusion. The Broederkning
B not propagating & theology of its own. Its theology » that which is reflected and s
;rmmdadmth:mf:nmlmmunfﬂrﬂﬁ:ﬁuﬁhn as can be seen n all the
statemnents of the Broederknng.

The members of the Broederknng are seen as so-called radscals. If by ““radical” 1
meant that the Broederknng wants to apply the full implicatbons of the Gospel in church
and communty, there can be no cause for complamnt, becsuse that s merely a recogm-
pon that the Broederkring s carrying out the true work of Christ. It is clear that these
statements reflect a (alse, non-Reformed concepuon of the church. The
elevates itself to the posinon of “the true representatives of the church™ (1,5,9, 1,5,11,
1,5,12). In the report the Broederkring s accused of exalung itself as the true represen-
tatve of the church by mvolving mself i matters which belong to the sphere of the
church. It s clear that these statements reflect & false, non-Reformed conception of the
church, 1.¢. that only offical excutive bodies have the right to speak on behalf of the
church since they represent the true church and they alone can proclaim the true voice
of the church of Christ. The well-known Reformed trith that individual members and
voluntary assocstons hawe just as much nght 1o make their opmions known, to give
individual or colletive witness, 1o express justified cnticism of the official leadership of
the church and concern sbout unbealthy, doubtful end deviationist tendencies,
thereby totally negated or reyected. Thus charge is further answered n Add [ s well as 1n
Add ] (1.5.9).

4.1.3 The Broederknng “already sces itsclf 23 an sssocation m competition with the
church™ (1.5.14 of also Add ) Ths sistement s devorsd of all ruth. What the
Broederkring docs aum st on the grounds of its five clearly stated goals is 10 combet the
false mfluences and the long-standing infiltranon of the false theology or spartheid
thunking snd pracuce n the NG churches, which n sufling the life of the younger
churches, and to exterminate it root and branch (sec also Add ] 1.5.14)

4. 1.4 The Broederknng is accused of scung in an unChristian and un-Reformed
manner, and 1 causing confusion “which s mmed 31 sowing devision in the church
while ostensibly trying to further unity™. (1.5.15) The whole gim of the Broederkring is
to efféct true unity. The problem s that the NGK does not want to support the unity
which the Gospel demands. Why should the Broederkring be accused when it wants to
realise the resolution of the three younger NG churches? (See further Add J 1.5.15).
4.1.5 This also applics to the false charge that the Broederkring wants (o see itself &5
“the shadow leadership of the church™ (1.5.16) which will st some time take over the
w&mammmmmmmmmm
leadership of white missionanes who occupy key positions in the church, and on the
. grounds 3f long and painful experience, distrusts such people who, when things come 10
;cn:npml,mﬂm:mptmdmth:ud:dlhcﬂﬁﬁmuﬂmmnﬂm
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younger churchis, s groundall in the demands of Scnprure, (See further Add J 1 5 16
4.1.6 The Broederkrng “"hampers the leading the Holy Spint™ 1 1.5 1T Here we once
agan find s seriualy mmtaken vicw of the person and of the keadmg of the Holy Spinir,

w that it denes the free working of the Speric of- (rod, whsch does nor atiow ol (0 be

bound or directed by any bumen scton or manipulanon. Should the NGEA rather not

refer to the oumbers of hnroncal maances 1n which decswoms were taken by church
meetings, with prebounary calls ehd clasms on the leading of the Holy Spunt, which
afterwards were seen a8 ndculmyg of the truth of God's Word end the orue easence of the

Holy Spurit? (See further Add ] 1 S IT

4 2 Focrwal danornors o thas repom

4.2) "The Brocderinng ha no comnbrution’™ 1 5 | The Brorderkring hes made i

goals and besss clear, & wet out hereunder

* To achseve organic church unry on all keveb congreganonal, aircuit — and vwniodal

— where unity must [ind expresnion 1n church hfe

¢ To ke serousiy the prophete wik of the church with reference 10 oppretine

structures and lews 0 Southern Afncs, 8 well o pmstoral functions towards the victims

nithtftlr-rdd:nw-humwﬂmw-lmulml'lhtunﬂhrulm policy and
practive of these countnes.

¢ To work {or the thumph of the sovercignuty of (hrnt over the wdeology of apartheid

or separste development or any other weology so that s worthy human i:[nh'lr may be

pursied m Southern Afnca

* To sdvence evaagebcal bberstion from inustice, Je-humanaatoon, diensoon o

lovelessness m church and siate :

* To support the ecumenscal movement and all other orgennanom nswde and outnide
South Afnce which stnve 1o promote the Lordship of Chinst over all spheres of hife

In sddroon, the nsnonsl conference regulstes all organoabonal and sdministratine
matters. The Brooderkrmyg does not belweve 1t necevsary to astablish a constitution vince that
» merely an admunnirsove regulstion which |'|.II- nothing 10 do with the evsence of the
Broederirmg & movement,

422 mmum&. -lmﬂlnrpnl.ulm 157 The names of all the
munsters of the three younger churches 1o whom noticet of all meenngs (reghonal s well s
nenonal) sppear oo the addeess lst of the Broederkrmg  To daste every saue of the ournal
Dunarnsy has been sent froe to all these sddresses wnth & request for Jubscnprons Al
regponal and penonal mectings are open, and the scovities of the executive are reported at
oanional conference [t 8 clesr that the wdes of & secret organmanon {orom part of those
REpCOn 40wn by the Kerbbods m 10 editonal aniack on the Broederkning And what
impudence thes 1 coming from an editor who 8 himsell s member of & secret organnanon
which does not bave the courage to make public 11 convictions end acthony in mlluencing
the church'

42 ) Toe Brooderknng “"ham made (nelf 3 prevsyre group within the church i order to
foroe the church to carry out o mms’" (| 5.13). The Broederknng denes the charge that it v
s pressure group with that aim set oyt by the NGKA For not one moment do we deny that
we are 3 movement of & number of muusters and cvengelnn from all three of the younger
NG churches who want o promote thewr clearly stated sums, = set out in 4 2.1,

It 8 self -evident that the oflical keadership of the three NG churches who oppose one or
more of there aims or are afraid of promoting them, will reproach the Broederknng with
being 8 pressure group when it takes the lead 1 saying clear)y end openly what o bebieves on

. The Broederknng s moreover, yware of the long hutory of deolopical and financal
bondage of the three younger churches, who are in the gnip of the financial pressure and
ideciogical line of the NGK. The¢ Broederkring o teeking snd smiving o b tha
daabolical strangehold. The Broederknng can quote numerows examples of the
or unwillingness of church keaders of official positons (eapecially under the influence or
through manipulstio of white mistwonsnes of the NGK) 1o accept resotutions whoch are 1o
Lne with the shove-mentioned sims, or o water them down, to delay them and even ©©
block them altogether. To name 1ust one cutstanding example in connection with the

=
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resolubion on church umity’ Thus decson was taken as far back g3 1975, but while there has
been very lirtle forthcoming from the side of the NGEKA moderature the Broederkring was
the only organisanon which gave pracucal effect to the unity of brothery in the three
churches. It 13 therefore vegy undentandable that the moderarure would see the action of
the Broederknng as » threat and would try to oppose it. See further Add J (1.5.13).
4.2 4 The Broederkning and the KBB (1 5.6). It 15 clear that there n serious confusion
about the posibon of the Broederkrning and the exstence and sctions of the KBB. The facts
e :

While the Broederkring draws its membershup (rom all three of the younger churches,
the KBB 1s an “sparthewd -organisation”” because it includes only munusters and evangelists
irom the NGKA All members of the Broederkrning who belong to the NGKA wre
automatxcally members of the KBB, which means that senous confusion arses about the
actions and Jdecasons of the KBB, but the Brocderkning can certawnly not be heid revpon-
uble for that It 1s high tume chat the KBB was suspended and dubanded
425 The “control” of overseas buranes by the Broederkning (1.5 10 [t 15 generad
know ledge that the NGK has over the yean attempied to mawnian and strengthen i grip
un the younger churchey, as well as on their theologcal students, munsters and evangelint
by means of the control which 1t stll has over the finanaal affars of the churches and of
individual students, ‘munnters and evangelists Many examples can be quoted of the
unwillingness and neglect by the NGK to give the keadershup of the three vounger churches
opportunity to study overseas by means of bursanes, where this has happened, the NGK
has attempted to determune at what institutions the students wall study The Broederkring
sees it as 1ty duty 1o do all in its power to break this dangerous control over monues, bursanies
and study institutons for once and for all. The Broederknng 13 also the only organization
which van represent all three of the churches when apphicarons are made for overseas
theologwal studs [t 1 not true that all students who reveive bursanes through the
Broederkring are its members, and this 1 never made a condition for the grant:ng ol a
bursan 2

It must also be cicarly stated that the standpoint of oversess churches 1s that they are not
prepared 10 support any church in South Afrca which defends, condones or promotes on
ar open or subtie basis, the unful policy of apartheid .or separtte developmént;. Lt s for this
reason that the Broodekning has taken on itself the function of deading on the sward of
overseas bunsanes, and will continue to do so until the deadly grip of apartheid-idevlogy,
the paternabistic atutude of white mussonanes, the manpylanon of church meeungs,
executives and devisions 1s ended once and for all, and all three younger churches,; which are
at present held captine by th situation, are hiberated to fulfil thewr task and calling as
church of Jesus Chnst in South Afnat Should the Broederkring for any reasin no longer
be able to handle the award of bursarses, that would not mean that that funvton will
sutomatically be handed over to the apartheid churches

Lo lwsiom 5

The executive of the Broederkeing wishes to draw aftention to the fact that on February 13,
1981, the ASK of the NGEA, made a positive assessment of the Broederkring on the basis
of a repont subnutted by theiwr Vommission of Inquiry wnto the Brocderkring 1t reads as
tuliows ““There can be no objecuon to the aums. theological statements and composton of
the Brocderknng

“The acuvitses and methods of the Broederkring could not be properly sssessed since no
meecting with the Broederkning vould be arranged An evaluation on the basn of a thorvugh
enyuiry was thus oot possibie, and your commussion Jid 0ot thouk of rghc (o cxpress wself
without more consideration ™ ,

The ASK of NGKS even rejected the recommendanon of the commusion of inquiry that
it be empowered to continue with its invesnugauons [nstesd the moderator and sssessor
were empowered to consult with the Broederkring in order to duscuss and to try to clear up
pownts of fricnon. .

4 behalf of the cxecutite oF the Hroederkrirg
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