Minutes of Conversation with Pastor Ken Labbé and Pastor Victor Laarman, representing Classis Huron with the Full Council of Community CRC, Kitchener on Tuesday, April 21st, 2026.
Council Chair Derrick G. introduced the guest pastors and invited them to take the floor. For the purposes of these minutes, things spoken by Church Visitors will appear in blue font, while things spoken by members of Full Council will appear in italics.
Church Visitors expressed appreciation for the following traits of Community CRC: missional, welcoming, value unity, biblical worship. They expressed
concerns about the path of leadership took a couple of years ago with the statement of direction. They acknowledge this is a low trust time in our denomination; they want Holy Spirit to guide us and dialogue on this matter. They will be writing a report to Classis Huron, but they will let us review the report before sending it on to Classis.
Reference was made about the statement on the HSR Feb 2024. They found much to appreciate and have specific concerns about the points 1 & 5 in the action steps.
1. Not accept confessional status & 5. Continue to accept objections of office bearers and hold them in confidence. 
The writers knew it was at variance with the denomination and classis at the time, and yet express a desire to remain a Christian Reformed Church.
You’ve said, you don’t want to be known as an affirming church
Opening question: does this remain in effect? Does it represent where we are today?
This is our current statement that we have. We did have a council retreat on March 28, and a council member outlined the categories and some goals for the next year. As we work through the process, Community’s practice may not reflect the statement going forward.
In January we brought in Tom V. as our specialized transitional minister to help us determine what the church is going to do, gathering information to guide us. We want to continue to serve Kitchener.
   Another voice: That was said well. I concur.
We want to listen to the hurts that came out of the HSR. And figure out what does it all mean.
In the history of the CRC since 1973 whenever this topic comes up, there’s an expressed need to repent & lament: we failed to serve same sex attracted people. There’s the necessity of finding restoration
If you’re wondering why others think you are an affirming church, it’s that you use very strong language, the same kind of language that we’re hearing from affirming churches.
I caution you on the language.
In our congregation there are a wide range of viewpoints; as a council, the confessional status part is what bothers us the most. 
Clarification: I don’t think you believe all questions of sexuality are not confessional. They’re in the 7th commandment and they’re in the Catechism. What the sticking point is the definition of unchastity. From memory a few of the types of sexual sin defined by Synod as unchastity were listed. It was suggested that our church probably doesn’t have a problem with most of them being confessional. 
Synod said the HSR is helpful. And unchastity includes homosexual sex.
They were making explicit what we’ve always understood.
The way that things were done at Synod; it was not done that way in the past.
We were basically told, “You can’t make up your own mind about this.”
And the way a hard line was set, “We are not talking about it again. If you don’t agree, there’s not a place at the table for you.”
When I was nominated to serve, it was right about the time of Synod’s decision. Other people would not let their names stand. I wrestled with “What does this mean—I had never signed covenant of officebearers before. What am I able to do to serve this church? Having a gravamen let me express my concerns, but a gravamen is not a thing anymore. I feel like I have questions on that one little thing. I’m not waving a flag. If somebody comes and worships here, I want to invite them to serve alongside us. I want to accept their faith and our knowledge and grow. A gravamen seems like a pastoral accommodation for leaders. 
In our visioning retreat I said, “If anyone who expresses a remote interest in Jesus, I’d like to be able to invite them to come here. Confessional status does not set up for success in this way. I invited a gay friend to join a church baseball team, and she said no. If she said no to baseball, how will she say yes to coming to church.
What makes this different from someone not coming to church because they live together before being married?
It’s not so visual. If I invite a couple who are living together and they sit in church, nobody will know they are living together or make them feel unwelcome. If a same sex couple comes and sits together, they might be given dirty looks. People assume the worst.
Why does that determine what the doctrine is? How did Jesus treat people? He had high standards and yet he was loving towards people.
The difference between position & posture. The CRC said, there’s a lot of confusion in the world about what the Bible teaches. We say, Marriage is one man, one woman. Our posture has not always been good or Christ like.
Our position is right, but our posture is lacking.
What happens if someone comes to a leader in this church and asks for advice about pursuing a same sex relationship. This person wants to know what God’s will is, above their own will. What if he goes to Elder A for advice and then Elder B gives different advice? That would be confusing.
That will not happen. We will discuss and then determine “This is what we’re going to teach.”
In our gravamen process, whether it's allowed or not allowed, we advise council members to discuss their objections at the council level and not among the people they are serving. I think we would encourage a person seeking advice to search the Scriptures, ask for the Holy Spirit’s guidance. We recognize that sexuality might not be the first thing the Holy Spirit will convict a new believer to “work on”. Everyone is on a journey.
We haven’t opened that conversation yet and have not been required to do so yet.
We are still following CRC guidelines [for marriages]
The Synodical process 2022 varied from traditional practice. A council member read: “Within CRCNA structure, Synod is the highest decision-making body, and its rulings are binding on all lower assemblies. When a decision grants confessional status, every classis is expected to uphold and enforce it. Traditionally, major denominational decisions originated in local congregations, moved through classis and then reached Synod after a careful process of discernment over a period of a year or more. Synod 2022 did not follow this pattern. The motion to make the definition of unchastity confessional did not come from the Human Sexuality Report writers, a classis or a local congregation. It came from the majority report of the advisory committee reviewing the HSR during Synod itself. Some groups had undue influence in this process.”
Others might tell the story differently. In 2016, Synod asked for a report to help the churches with a consistent approach to matters of sexuality. These votes all came to representatives from across the denomination. There was a deliberating body making the decisions. 
Direction was given to the study committee. They were studying around the issue and previous reports. We are told we can’t study the issue anymore.
The hardest thing is we can’t talk about it anymore. It’s all decided.
Denominational processes may not have done things the right way, but there were opportunities for appeals, which have been heard and the decision has held. 
If you didn’t agree you’re no longer part of the conversation. Some of the authors of the HSR left the CRC because of Synod’s approach.
Anyone who can’t sign the covenant of officebearers on this point is not welcome to go to Synod. It has limited who can go. You have to be fully in agreement with everything.
Question: Would you say. “You have to agree with HSR to sign the covenant of officebearers?”
No. Unchastity is a confessional matter. HSR accepted as helpful. It’s the confusion of what is included in the list of unchastity. Visitor reads the full list of what was included and notes that he had forgotten polyamory and that bestiality is not listed but would probably also go there. The bottom line is to agree on the definition of unchastity.
There’s the question of Unchastity and confessional status. They are related and also separate. Regarding the minutes of Synod 2022:  “That synod affirm that ‘unchastity’ in Heidelberg Catechism Q. and A. 108 encompasses adultery, premarital sex, extramarital sex, polyamory, pornography and homosexual sex, all of which violate the seventh commandment. In so doing, synod declares this affirmation ‘an interpretation of [a] confession’ (Acts of Synod 1975, p. 603). Therefore, this interpretation has confessional status.”
There are 10 commandments, but all of this is about Commandment #7. We seem to give higher status and all energy on this one topic. What is the greatest commandment? It feels like sexuality has been used as a lightning rod topic to push forward and distract from the main "confessional" agenda.
Yes, to love God and to love our neighbour; we heard it tonight [in the devotions]. Let me give the example of an alcoholic, someone who is getting drunk all the time. Love for that person will be, “I want to tell you that getting drunk is not good for you.” I will love my neighbour and say, “Let me walk with you, and help you get sober.” 
Your statement feels very forceful, coming on very strong.
When I read the Bible, there are times when I “don’t know”. It feels like it’s no longer okay to say, “I don’t know.” It doesn’t feel like the same denomination.
  We would never say [to an alcoholic], “You can’t ever come into our church again.”
A same sex couple is and should be welcome to come to your church; all of us are sinners, saved by grace. All of us are going to be called to emulate what does it look like to follow Christ. We want to have clarity on what does the Lord desire for same sex attracted.
We don’t know what these people are feeling and experiencing. What is your experience and how have you walked with someone?
A story is shared about a close friend of a church visitor’s wife.
A resource for one pastor has been a course by David Beland [unsure of spelling here] about human sexuality that helped with position & posture. He used to pastor Madison Square church. The marriage relationship is core to the entire Bible. 
There are people with inner city experience. The best thing is to ask them questions e.g. about tattoos. Get to know them. Where their faith is may be complex. God is the same yesterday, today and forever. The church has said, “These are the things that define us.” Our fear is that we perceive a danger here and want to warn you. It’s possible that you’re stepping outside the walls of what it means to be CRC. You may be unseated at the table. These are the boundaries, right or wrong. We want to understand your position and what you will do. We appreciate you not wanting to be strong armed into this. Basically, this is what has been decided [by the denomination], do you agree?
If it's different than that, you will have to make a decision. It’s in everyone’s interest to sort this out soon.

Council Chair, Derrick G. led a prayer and walked out with our guests.
