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Preface to Part Two 

1966—1975 
 
Group discussion and decision have been a characteristic feature of the functioning of our 
congregations ever since the inception of the Mennonite Brethren Church in southern Russia 
over a century ago. This is neither an accidental nor incidental practice which the 
unpredictable vicissitudes of history have thrust upon our church as such. It is a practice, we 
believe, which derives its justification from a proper understanding of the nature of Christian 
brotherhood according to the Scriptures. Our congregations have always returned to the 
conviction that in the Spirit-directed consideration of both doctrinal issues and practical 
concerns by the brotherhood as a whole, ample opportunity is provided for the exercise of 
competent leadership by recognized individuals as well as for the intelligent participation in 
actual decision-making by all members who wish to be involved. 
This mode of decision-making has not been without its attendant difficulties, of course, and 
our churches and conferences of churches have at times experienced much travail of spirit 
before a “common mind” on specific questions could be reached within the entire 
brotherhood. It is obvious enough that the yearbooks which otherwise faithfully record the 
discussions and decisions — or resolutions, to use the more contemporary term, here — of our 
churches and conferences cannot always tell the whole story. Nevertheless, they do offer the 
interested and reflective reader a surprising amount of information and insight about the 
currents of belief and thought which have influenced the brotherhood across the years, and 
about the scope of its practical activities both at home and abroad. 
In order to facilitate ready reference to the main decisions reached by our churches, 
particularly for church pastors and leaders and teachers and students in our various conference 
schools, compilations of conference resolutions have been prepared from time to time. It has, 
however, been the hopeful anticipation of such compilers that these simple reference aids 
would be more than that — that they would engender and promote interest in the on-going 
experience of our brotherhood more generally and would invite further reflection upon the 
continuing validity and significance of particular decisions made by us during years which are 
now a part of our collective past. 
The format of this particular compilation of General Conference recommendations and 
resolutions, for the years 1966 to 1975 (50th through 53rd Session), follows that (essentially) 
of A. E. Janzen’s earlier listing which spanned the years between 1878 and 1963 (First 
through 49th Session). The subject headings used here are therefore, the same as, or very 
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similar to those employed by Janzen. Our personal preference would have dictated certain 
changes in these headings (to bring them into closer alignment with subject headings as 
established by professional cataloguers) but it was felt that the concurrent use of this and 
Janzen’s earlier compilations would perhaps be simplified by a larger measure of uniformity 
among headings. The year designation in the left hand margin supplies the date of the 
resolution and the reference at the end of each resolution (or recommendation) indicates the 
precise page(s) upon which the resolution appears in the corresponding Yearbook. The 
abbreviation GCY is used throughout to signify General Conference Yearbook. Copies of 
these Yearbooks are available in each of our several archival centers. A brief note after each 
resolution also indicates the particular board, committee, or other group which presented 
the resolution (recommendation) - In some instances where prefatory material seemed 
pertinent to a fuller understanding of a specific resolution or recommendation, it has also been 
included. 
 
Herbert Giesbrecht 
Canadian Conference Archivist 
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Recommendations and Resolutions 
 

ABORTION 
 
1972 — Mennonite Brethren Church 
stance on abortion 
 
We believe that man was made in the image 
of God; that an attack on man’s life 
constitutes a violation of God’s expressed 
will; that life begins for man at conception 
and that even in the unborn state, man 
possesses life as God gave it, with all 
potential for development into knowledge of, 
and faith in God as Creator, Savior and Lord. 
Because we so believe, we affirm: 
1. that all abortion, that is, the deliberate 
termination of a pregnancy except where the 
mother’s life is seriously threatened, is a 
violation of God’s will. 
2. that we as a brotherhood support and 
encourage those in the helping professions 
(social workers, nurses, doctors, psychiatrists 
and ministers) to stand firm in this view and 
to seek to bring their colleagues and the 
community at large to see how abortion 
seriously contributes to the erosion of human 
values. 
3. that we as individuals inform ourselves 
as best we can towards a realistic 
understanding of the whole issue of abortion 
with its related considerations, and that we 
give expression to such understanding as we 
have opportunity, and that when we can do so 
without suggestion of compromise, we align 
ourselves with like-minded groups to 
strengthen our witness in the community. 
4. that we as individuals and as church(es), 
share the above concerns, with the elected 
representatives of our governments, 
influencing the formulation of the laws of our 
land with respect to abortion. 
5. that we recognize our responsibility for the 
social, moral and spiritual conditions in our 
communities, and the shaping of attitudes, 

and that we seek to fulfill such responsibility 
by: 
(a) lending support to whatever preventive 
measures we can conscientiously support. 
(b) seeking to develop attitudes of social 
acceptance of the single parent without 
endorsing their actions leading to the 
pregnancy. 
(c) helping to provide caring facilities for 
those who choose to let their pregnancy go 
full term rather than choosing abortion. 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to move 
point 5b to precede Sa (the above report has 
been corrected according to this motion). 
It was moved, seconded, and failed to refer 
the above resolution back to the Board of 
Reference and Counsel. 
Discussion 
Discussion continued from the previous 
session regarding the “Resolution on 
Abortion,” led by the presentation of the 
following statement from the Board: 
“The Board of Reference and Counsel 
humbly confesses that the statement on 
abortion does not adequately cover all the 
related questions on which our brotherhood 
would desire guidance at this time. We would 
therefore recommend to our brotherhood to 
accept the statement with the following 
explanation: 
1. that the Board will continue to study this 
question during the next triennium in order to 
expand and refine the statement; and 
2. that the Board will include a positive 
statement concerning our commitment to 
Christian ethics as they apply to the area of 
human sexuality.” 
It was moved, seconded and carried to accept 
the above statement from the Board. 
It was also moved, seconded, and failed to 
delete the phrase in point one on the 
“Resolution on Abortion” which reads 
“…except where the mother’s life is 
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seriously threatened….” — Presented by 
Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1972, p. 12-13. 
 
1975 — Mennonite Brethren Church 
stance on abortion issues 
 
1. Resolution on Abortion as adopted at the 
1972 General Conference but with an added 
request that the Board of Reference and 
Counsel continue to study this question 
during the next triennium in order to expand 
and refine the statement and include a 
positive statement concerning our 
commitment to Christian ethics as it applies 
to the area of human sexuality: 
“We believe that man was made in the image 
of God; that an attack on man’s life 
constitutes a violation of God’s expressed 
will; that life begins for man at conception 
and that even in the unborn state, man 
possesses life as God gave it, with all 
potential for development into knowledge of, 
and faith in God as Creator, Saviour and 
Lord. Because we so believe, we affirm: 
(a) that all abortion, that is, the deliberate 
termination of a pregnancy except where the 
mother’s life is seriously threatened, is a 
violation of God’s will. 
(b) that we as brotherhood support and 
encourage those in the helping professions 
(social workers, nurses, doctors, psychiatrists 
and ministers) to stand firm in this view, and 
to seek to bring their colleagues and the 
community at large to see how abortion 
seriously contributes to the erosion of human 
values. 
(c) that we as individuals inform ourselves as 
best we can towards a realistic understanding 
of the whole issue of abortion with its related 
considerations, and that we give expression 
to such understanding as we have 
opportunity, and that when we can do so 
without suggestion of compromise we align 
ourselves with like-minded groups to 
strengthen our witness in the community. 

(d) that we as individuals and as church(es), 
share the above concerns with the elected 
representatives of our governments, influ-
encing the formulation of the laws of our 
land with respect to abortion. 
(e) that we recognize our responsibility for 
the social, moral, and spiritual conditions in 
our communities, and the shaping of 
attitudes, and that we seek to fulfill such 
responsibility by: 
(i) lending support to whatever preventive 
measures we can conscientiously support. 
(ii) seeking to develop attitudes of social 
acceptance of the single parent without 
endorsing their actions leading to the 
pregnancy. 
(iii) helping to provide caring facilities for 
those who choose to let their pregnancy go 
full-term rather than choosing abortion.” 
2. Motion: “That the Board of Reference 
and Counsel be given permission to include 
this paper (‘The Church and Life/Death 
Issues’) in our Conference Proceedings book 
and that this be considered as the position of 
the Board of Reference and Counsel.” This 
motion carried. See pp. 34-41 of GCY for 
text of paper on “The Church and Life/Death 
Issues.” — Presented by Board of Reference 
and Counsel. GCY, 1975, p. 34-41. 
 
ALCOHOL (See also Worldly Amusements 
and Vices) 
 
1969 — Mennonite Brethren Church 
stance on use of alcoholic beverages 
 
Much of the information and many of the 
figures cited below were derived from 
material supplied by Alcohol Education 
Service. 
1. Increasingly churches, industry and 
governments are recognizing the influence 
and the impact of alcohol on the individual, 
social and economic life of a country. There 
is an increasing recognition of the variety, the 
multiplicity and the interrelatedness of the 
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problems which the use of beverage alcohol 
brings with it. Governments and church 
bodies have assigned large sums of money 
and spent much time to study this complete 
situation and to gather reliable information. 
2. In part such studies have revealed that: 
(a) There is a tremendous increase in the 
incidence of drinking at all age levels, but 
particularly among teen-agers, and this 
increased incidence of indulgence brings with 
it an increased incidence of problem 
drinking. For example, juvenile arrests under 
the Liquor Act in the City of Winnipeg rose 
consistently from a total of 23 in 1957 to a 
total of 196 in 1966. Referrals to the 
Winnipeg Family Court because of breaches 
of the Liquor Act by juveniles increased by 
approximately 250% in one year — from 244 
in 1965 to 611 in 1966. Similar figures could 
be cited for all other areas of the United 
States and Canada. In 1949 Dr. Jellinek of 
the Yale Center of Alcohol Studies compiled 
figures which placed the estimated number of 
alcoholics in the United States at nearly four 
million. In 1967 various estimates have 
placed the number between five and seven 
million. Alcohol authorities have suggested 
on the basis of specific research projects, that 
for every alcoholic there are from one to four 
problem drinkers. 
(b) There has been an alarming increase in 
the number of deaths arising out of traffic 
accidents - Various research surveys suggest 
that fifty percent or more of all fatal highway 
accidents have alcohol as a causative factor. 
What statistics are available indicate a sharp 
increase in alcohol-related private flying and 
boating accidents. 
(c) Increasing consumption of beverage 
alcohol has brought with it increasing costs to 
society. There are increased costs to 
Government for law enforcement; also 
increased costs of rehabilitation centers, the 
maintenance of social service staffs to deal 
with the family problems that arise out of 
increased problem drinking. It has been said 

that the sale of alcoholic beverages is a 
source of revenue to governments (in 1966 
the U.S. Federal government reportedly 
collected $3,800,000,000 in beverage alcohol 
taxes), but what figures are available indicate 
that such revenues are offset by high 
expenses, sometimes as high as the ratio of 1 
to 5. Industry, too, loses heavily through 
alcoholism. It is estimated that 6% of 
Canada’s labor force are alcoholics; the 
figure for the United States has been set at 
8%. Alcoholics lose from 14 to 22 days more 
per year than do non-alcoholic workers. 
(d) Greater than financial losses, however, 
loom the personal losses — losses to the 
person involved and losses to his family. 
How can the suffering, the heartache, the 
distortions of mind and spirit which arise 
where alcohol is freely used be evaluated? 
The broken homes, the psychologically-
damaged children, the broken lives, are 
factors which defy estimation. 
3. These factors, no doubt, apply particularly 
to situations in which problem drinkers or 
alcoholics are involved. But no one arrives at 
that state who does not first begin to drink, 
and for the most part moderately. Statistics 
have been advanced that show that one in 
nine social drinkers becomes a problem 
drinker and one in sixteen an alcoholic. A 
person cannot tell in advance whether he is a 
potential alcoholic. 
4. There are three possible positions we can 
take: 
(a) We can say that the Christian is not free 
to drink beverage alcohol nor have anything 
to do with the total enterprise. 
(b) We can say that moderation is the rule for 
the Christian. The evil is not in drinking 
alcoholic beverages, but in the excessive, 
uncontrolled use of them. We would say that 
the Christian is free to use beverage alcohol 
but he is not free to be impaired in any way. 
(c) We can say that while the Bible does 
warn against the use of alcohol (Proverbs 
20:1, 23:3), it does not explicitly forbid the 
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use of beverage alcohol. The Bible does 
declare wine to be a benefit from the Lord 
(Gen. 27:28, Psalms 104:15, Isaiah 55:1, and 
others) and other scriptural texts would seem 
to point to moderate use of these beverages 
as acceptable conduct. We must, however, 
also say that the Christian has a responsibility 
for his example and influence. In present 
society, his 
awareness of this responsibility may lead him 
to exercise his freedom to participate 
moderately, in a negative way. The Christian 
abstains, not because he believes that 
moderate drinking is condemned outright in 
Scripture, but that in the face of the 
staggering problems of alcoholism, love to 
the neighbor, and in particular love to the 
weaker brother, demands voluntary 
abstinence. His freedom to indulge 
moderately is therefore restricted by the 
necessity of using his freedom responsibly to 
help others and thus to serve and glorify God. 
 
Recommendations: 
1. We accept and endorse 4c as the basis on 
which we covenant together to practice total 
abstinence. We believe that this best 
expresses our divine calling as disciples with 
responsibility to God and man. 
2. We commit ourselves to support all 
legitimate efforts to restrict and control the 
production and distribution of alcoholic 
beverages. 
3. We pledge ourselves to support an 
educational program which sets forth in clear, 
objective terms the effects of alcohol on the 
person and the problems associated with its 
use. Adopted. — Presented by Board of 
Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 20-
22. 
 
ARCHIVES, CONFERENCE (See also 
Board of Christian Literature) 
 
1969 — Establishment of an Historical 
Commission (Gen. Conference) 

7. That a commission be appointed to work 
with the Board of Christian Literature in 
coordinating the work of historical research, 
establishing archives, gathering oral 
materials, etc., on a Conference-wide basis. 
(Subsidy request — $3,000.00). Adopted. — 
Presented by Board of Christian Literature. 
GCY, 1969, p. 100. 
 
 
1972 — Appointment of a General 
Conference archivist 
 
4. That the Conference authorize the 
appointment of a General Conference 
Archivist through the Historical Commission 
and encourage the appointment of area 
archivists who would assist congregations in 
gathering historical materials. Adopted — 
Presented by Board of Christian Literature. 
GCY, 1972, p. 61. 
 
1975 — Release of Conference records for 
deposition in Conference archives centers 
 
Recommendations 
Regarding Historical Commission — “In 
consideration of the established depositories 
for conference historical records —We 
recommend that 
(a) the General Conference direct all Boards, 
Committees, Commissions, and Conference 
officers to release all non-current documents 
to be deposited in the archives for 
preservation and accessibility. 
(b) That copies of minutes, special 
documents and official correspondence be 
sent to the archival centers on a regular basis 
as such documents are being created. 
(c) That the Conference delegates be urged to 
encourage their home churches to undertake 
the systematic preservation of historic 
records and deposit non-current records with 
the Conference-designated centers of their 
respective areas. Local congregations should 
also be encouraged to appoint a member from 
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their fellowship to assume special responsi-
bility for the gathering and depositing of 
historical materials. 
(d) That the General Conference register its 
endorsement for the decision of the Board of 
Christian Literature and the assignment of the 
Historical Commission to translate and print 
Alt-Evangelisehe Mennonitische 
Bruderschaft in Russland by P. M. Friesen 
into the English language to serve as source 
material for the understanding of our own 
historical background and our mission, and 
that the Conference instruct the Board of 
Trustees to devise a plan for the printing of 
the book (total cost estimate is $64,000, of 
which $30,000 has already been subscribed). 
(e) That the following be appointed to the 
Historical Commission: Peter Klassen 
(Fresno), J. A. Toews (Clearbrook), Clarence 
Hiebert (Hillsboro), Helmut Hiebert 
(Winnipeg)~ a fifth member be named by the 
Board of Christian Literature. The 
Commission is planning to ask the archivists 
of our several historical libraries to serve as 
consultants. Motion “That this 
recommendation be accepted.” The motion 
carried. — Presented by Historical 
Commission. GCY, 1975, p. 149-150, 160. 
 
1975 — Preservation of local church 
records 
 
2. That the Conference delegates be urged 
to encourage their home churches to 
undertake the systematic preservation of 
historic records and deposit non-current 
records with the Conference-designated 
centers of their respective areas. Local 
congregations should also be encouraged to 
appoint a member from their fellowship to 
assume special responsibility for the 
gathering and depositing of historical 
materials. Adopted. — Presented by 
Historical Commission. GCY, 1975, p. 150. 
 
 

BAPTISM 
 
1972 — Acceptance of non-immersed 
believers into membership 
 
Board of Reference and Counsel 
Recommendations: 
1. The Board of Reference and Counsel, 
encouraged by regional conferences, 
churches and concerned individuals, studied 
once again the question of acceptance into 
membership of non-immersed believers and 
their transfer to churches within the 
brotherhood. As a Board we recommend to 
our brotherhood that: 
(a) We re-affirm that the M.B. Church 
practice only one form of baptism and that 
this be immersion (as stated in our 
Confession of Faith). 
(b) Also, that we encourage those who apply 
for membership in our churches and who 
were baptized upon confession of faith by 
some other mode, to consider baptism by 
immersion. 
(c) However, in view of the generally 
favorable acceptance of the practice initiated 
at the 1963 convention, we as a Board 
recommend to our brotherhood, that non-
immersed members who have been accepted 
into the fellowship of local churches be 
allowed to transfer to other M.B. Churches, 
by letter. 
It was moved, seconded, and failed to table 
the motion to accept the recommendation. It 
was further moved, seconded, and carried to 
amend point 1c by deleting the word 
“concurring,” replacing it by “other” (the 
above statement is corrected according to this 
motion). It was moved, seconded and carried 
to accept the recommendation as amended. 
—Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1972, p. 14-15. 
 
BOARD OF CHRISTIAN EDUCATION 
(Formerly Church Schools Committee) 
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1975 — Creation and structure of the 
Board of Christian Education (formerly 
Church Schools Committee) 
 
Recommendation 1: The Church Schools 
Committee recommends 
that board status be given to the committee in 
view of the following rationale: 
(1) There is need for continuity on the 
committee. (2) If the mandate given to the 
committee is to be taken seriously, it must 
include more than information and 
consultation. It must include implementation 
and action. (3) If the mandate given to the 
committee is to be carried to its conclusion, 
there must be a reasonable predictability of 
personnel and resources. Motion “That this 
recommendation be adopted.” The motion 
carried. 
Recommendation 2: The Church Schools 
Committee recommends that the structure of 
the Board be as follows: Elected at General 
Conference convention for 6-year terms: one 
Canadian representative; one United States 
representative; one at-large representative; 
the executive officers of the Board would be 
chosen from these three. (For the first 
election, the Canadian representative would 
be elected for a three-year term to provide for 
staggered terms.) 
Appointed by Area Boards: executive 
secretary for Christian Education in U.S.A.; 
executive secretary for Christian Education in 
Canada; two representatives from Canadian 
Board of Christian Education; two 
representatives from U.S. Board of 
Evangelism and Christian Education. Motion 
“That this recommendation be adopted.” This 
motion carried. 
Recommendation 3: The Church Schools 
Committee recommends a budget of $5,000. 
Motion “That this recommendation be 
approved.” The motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Christian Education. GCY, 1975, 
p. 8-59. 
 

BOARD OF CHRISTIAN LITERATURE 
(See also Historical Commission) 
 
1966 — Establishment of a standing Board 
of Christian Literature 
 
Recommendation regarding the Board of 
Christian Literature: 
1. We recommend to the Conference that a 
permanent Board of Christian Literature be 
established. 
2. We recommend the following changes to 
the 1963 edition of the General Conference 
Constitution. 
(a) Purpose. Add to the paragraph on page 37 
the additional comment: “To encourage the 
training of Christian writers.” 
(b) Implementation. Add to the existing 
paragraph on page 38: 
“To coordinate the printing (publication) 
activities of the various boards of the 
conference; to disseminate the information of 
interesting material of value for the spiritual 
growth of both young and old.” 
(c) Election and Organization. We submit 
that the paragraphs on page 69 under (a) and 
(b) be revised as follows: 
Election and Term. The Board of Christian 
Literature consists of seven members elected 
as follows: Two members, one from Canada 
and one from the United States, shall be 
elected by the General Conference at the 
regular convention sessions for a period of 
six years and one member-at-large to be 
elected for three years. These serve as the 
executive board. One representative from 
each of the Canadian and United States 
Conference Publication Boards is to be 
appointed by his Board for a period of three 
years. In addition, one editor from each 
publishing house shall be ex-officio members 
of the board. 
(d) Function. The statement on page 70 
concerning the purpose and function we 
should desire to be revised as follows: (a) 
The Board shall, in line with its assignment 
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in part II, promote and coordinate the 
production and dissemination of Christian 
literature at home and abroad. (b) An 
editorial change under (b) Assignments shall 
read “The board shall also function ..“ (b) 
Add a section as follows: Coordination. The 
board shall serve as a clearinghouse of 
information to other boards concerning the 
publication of available materials. (c) Same 
as “Findings”, page 73 (2c). 
3. We recommend that the devotional 
booklet, Worship Together, be produced for 
distribution to our churches on a permanent 
basis and that the expenses for the production 
of the work be borne by the General 
Conference treasury. Points 1 and 2 (with all 
sub-points) were adopted. 
Discussion followed on point 3. It was 
moved, seconded, and carried that decision 
on this point be reserved until the report of 
the Board of Christian Literature had been 
heard, together with an insight into the results 
of the questionnaire which was submitted to 
the delegation concerning the devotional 
booklet Worship Together. — Presented by 
Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1966, p. 28-29. 
 
1966 — Sponsorship of Christian writers’ 
institutes 
 
Recommendation: 1. That the Conference 
authorize the Board to investigate, and, as 
feasible, assist in the sponsorship of Christian 
Writers’ Institutes. Adopted. — Presented by 
Board of Christian Literature. GCY, 1966, p. 
112. 
 
1966 — Production of a membership 
manual 
 
2. (a) That the Conference approve the 
production of a membership manual. (b) That 
the Conference ratify the appointments of the 
following for the editorial committee: H. H. 
Voth, J. G. Baerg, John Friesen, Loyal 

Martin (chairman). Adopted. — Presented by 
Board of Christian Literature. GCY, 1966, p. 
112-113. 
 
1966 — Production of a ministers’ manual 
 
3. (a) That the Conference approve the 
production of a ministers’ manual. (b) That 
the Conference ratify the appointments of the 
following for the editorial committee: Waldo 
Hiebert, H. J. Brandt, Wilmer Kornelson, 
(chairman), and Orlando Wiebe. Adopted. —
Presented by Board of Christian Literature. 
GCY, 1966, p. 113. 
 
1966 — Acceptance of budget 
 
4. That the Conference approve the budget 
for 1966-1969. In explanation of this budget 
the Board points out that a subsidy is 
necessary to launch the projects in items “B” 
and “C” below, but that we anticipate a 
certain portion of these monies to return 
through sales. These monies could then be 
used to launch further projects. 
 
A. Writers’ Institutes $ 3,000 
B. Publications 
 1. Membership Manual  $2,000 
 2. Ministers’ Manual 1,500 
 3. Introducing M.B. Church 2,000 
 4. M.B. Trailblazers Series 6,000 
 5. Ethics  1,500 
 6. Translations 3,000 
 7. Church in Mission 1,000 
     17,000 
C. Further Possible Publications    5,000 
D. Board Expenses (Administration, Travel, 

Professional Ser.)      5,000 
Total   $30,000 
 
Budget adopted. — Presented by Board of 
Christian Literature. GCY, 1966, p. 113. 
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1966 — Budgeting for Worship Together 
 
(d) The tabled motion concerning the 
devotional booklet Worship Together was 
brought to the floor. Considerable discussion 
followed. Many favorable comments were 
made concerning the booklet. It was moved, 
seconded and carried that in view of 
concurrence on the part of the Board of 
Trustees and the Board of Christian 
Literature, the cost for Worship Together be 
added to the Board of Christian Literature 
budget for the next triennium. — Presented 
by Board of Christian Literature. GCY, 1966, 
p. 113. 
 
1969 — Budgeting for Worship Together 
 
1. That the Worship Together devotional 
guide be placed on a church subscription 
basis beginning January 1, 1970, at the 
annual rate of $1.00 (about 15 cents per 
copy); costs in excess of this revenue to be 
borne through conference subsidy. (Subsidy 
request for the period beginning Jan., 1970 
— $16,000.00). Adopted — Presented by 
Board of Christian Literature. GCY, 1969, p. 
100. 
 
1969 — Writing institutes 
 
2. To conduct five writing institutes during 
the next triennium in our major educational 
centers. (Subsidy request — $3,000.00). 
Adopted. — Presented by Board of Christian 
Literature. GCY, 1969, p. 100. 
 
1969 — Documents of the Mennonite 
Brethren Church (book) 
 
3. That the Conference authorize the 
project: Documents of the Mennonite 
Brethren Church. (Subsidy request — 
$500.00). Adopted. — Presented by Board of 
Christian Literature. GCY, 1969, p. 100. 
 

1969 — History of M.B. Missions (book) 
 
4. That the Conference authorize a two-
volume work on the History of Mennonite 
Brethren Missions from its inception to 1970; 
and  endorse the appointment of an editorial-
steering commission consisting of the 
brethren: G. W. Peters, J. B. Toews, J. J. 
Toews. (Subsidy request —$6,000.00). 
Adopted — Presented by Board of Christian 
Literature. GCY, 1969, p. 100. 
 
1969 — History of the Mennonite 
Brethren Church (book) 
 
5. That the Conference authorize the writing 
of a definitive History of the Mennonite 
Brethren Church, to begin as soon as 
satisfactory arrangements can be made. 
(Subsidy request — $6,000.00). Adopted. —
Presented by Board of Christian Literature. 
GCY, 1969, p. 100. 
 
1969 — With (periodical) 
 
6. That the Mennonite Brethren Conference 
become co-publishers of the inter-Mennonite 
youth magazine WITH for a two-year period, 
at which time the project is to be carefully 
reviewed. (Subsidy request - $5,500.00). 
Recommendation 6, after being moved and 
seconded, was voted on by secret ballot.  The 
motion was defeated. (No.312, yes-42.) —
Presented by Board of Christian Literature. 
GCY, 1969, p. 100-101. 
 
1969 — Establishment of an Historical 
Commission (General Conference) 
 
7. That a commission be appointed to work 
with the BCL in coordinating the work of 
historical research, establishing archives, 
gathering oral materials, etc., on a 
conference-wide basis. (Subsidy request — 
$3,000.00). Adopted. — Presented by Board 
of Christian Literature. GCY, 1969, p. 100. 
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1969 — Subsidy for Mennonitische 
Rundschau 
 
8. That the General Conference accept 
responsibility of subsidizing the 
Mennonitische Rundschau in the amount of 
$5,000.00 for the last year of the triennium 
(1971-72). Adopted. — Presented by Board 
of Christian Literature. GCY, 1969, p. 100. 
 
1972 — Conference support of Rejoice 
(formerly Worship Together) 
 
1. That the Conference continue its support 
of Rejoice! and encourage broadest possible 
usage through the Church Subscription Plan. 
Adopted. — Presented by Board of Christian 
Literature. GOY, 1972, p. 61. 
 
1972 — Conference support of Bridge 
(periodical) 
 
2. That the Conference authorize 
continuation of the youth periodical Bridge. 
Adopted. — Presented by Board of Christian 
Literature. GCY, 1972, p. 61. 
 
1972 — Conference support of writing 
institutes 
 
3. That the Conference continue the support 
of writing institutes in our constituency. 
Adopted. — Presented by Board of Christian 
Literature. GCY, 1972, p. 61. 
 
1972 — Appointment of a General 
Conference archivist 
 
4. That the Conference authorize the 
appointment of a General Conference 
archivist through the Historical Commission 
and encourage the appointment of area 
archivists who would assist congregations in 
gathering historical materials. Adopted. — 
Presented by Board of Christian Literature. 

GCY, 1972, p. 61. 
 
1972 — Merging of Mennonite Brethren 
Herald and Christian Leader (periodicals) 
 
5. That the Conference discuss the issue of 
merging the M. B. Herald and Christian 
Leader and give the Board of Christian 
Literature direction in this question. It was 
moved, seconded and carried that the 
recommendation be referred to the two area 
Boards and that they study the issue and 
return to the next Convention with a plan for 
action —Presented by Board of Christian 
Literature. GCY, 1972, p. 61-62. 
 
1972 — Subsidy for Mennonitische 
Rundschau 
 
6. In the light of attempts to implement 
publication indigenization in South America, 
we recommend that the Conference subsidize 
the Canadian Board of Publications program 
of sending the Mennonitische Rundschau to 
South America during the next triennium in 
the amount of $8,000 on the following basis: 
1st year - $4,000; 2nd year - $3,000; 3rd year 
- $1,000; with the understanding that this 
would phase out BCL support of the 
Mennonitische Rundschau distributed in 
South America. Adopted. — Presented by 
Board of Christian Literature. UCY, 1972, p. 
61. 
 
1972 — Acceptance of Board of Christian 
Literature budget. 
 
7. That the Conference adopt the Board of 
Christian Literature triennium budget, which 
follows: 
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I - Books and Pamphlets  
Budget Request  

Membership Manual $ 1,200 
Trailblazers  5,000 
MB. Documents  2,000 
M.B. History  6,000 
MB. Mission History  9,000 
Peace Publications  1,000 
Pamphlets and Miscellaneous  3,000 
   
II. Periodicals  
Rejoice (self-supporting)  

Bridge            16,500  
Mennonitische Rundschau  8,000  
    
III. Services 
Newsletter and Promotion  1,500  
Historical Commission  5,000 
Writing Institutes  3,000 
Professional Services  3,500 
   
  
IV. Administration  5,200  
Total Budget Request     $69,900 
 
It was moved, seconded and carried to accept 
recommendations one through four. 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to 
accept the sixth recommendation regarding 
the support of the Mennonitische Rundschau. 
It was moved, seconded and carried to accept 
the BCL budget. —Presented by Board of 
Christian Literature. GCY, 1972, p. 61-62. 
 
1975 — Editorial cooperation between the 
MB. Herald and the Christian Leader 
 
“At the Reedley Convention in 1972 the 
question was raised whether it is expedient to 
continue indefinitely with two periodicals, 
M.B. Herald (Canada) and Christian Leader 
(USA), or whether discussions pointing 
toward merger or some alternate models for 
periodical publication might be considered. 
The Conference then asked the area 
Conferences to consider the matter and 

present a plan for action in 1975. 
Both area boards have prepared a statement; 
the BCL appointed a study task force as 
described in our Conference report. The three 
boards have met and present the following 
composite statement. 
1. In view of our international Brotherhood, 
print media communication(s) on an inter-
conference level should be investigated. 
2. The three Boards declare themselves 
open to an active study of periodical 
ministries in our General Conference and ask 
the brotherhood to be open to changes and 
improved structures in periodicals. 
3. For the next triennium active cooperation 
between the two periodicals (M.B. Herald 
and Christian Leader) is encouraged. Such 
active cooperation would include: 
a) reporting coverage for one another on 
major events or developments within the area 
conferences which should be communicated 
to both constituencies. 
b) providing copies of significant feature 
articles to one another. 
c) periodically joining together in preparation 
of special inserts (e.g. General Conference, 
Study Conferences, Youth insert, etc.). 
d) periodically cooperating to give coverage 
to various areas of our General Conference 
work and then, over a period of time, 
acquainting readers within our total North 
American constituency with the churches and 
the work of that total constituency. 
e) the editorial staffs of the two periodicals 
would meet at least once a year to discuss 
aims and philosophy and to plan concretely 
for specific cooperative ventures - 
4. To facilitate such cooperation, finances 
be made available by each of the three boards 
in the amount of $700.00 per year to be 
pooled to facilitate the editorial staffs. 
5. Outright merger does not seem wise at this 
time, but if through the experience of such 
cooperative work during the coming 
triennium it becomes evident that closer 
cooperation and merger would better serve 
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our brotherhood, appropriate plans for such 
action can then be developed. 
We therefore recommend that the conference 
endorse the proposed course of action toward 
greater cooperation between the M.B. Herald 
and Christian Leader as outlined above. 
Motion that this recommendation be 
accepted. This motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Christian Literature. GCY, 1975, 
p. 157-158. 
 
1975 — Church support for Rejoice 
 
During the six weeks a survey was 
undertaken to ascertain constituency response 
to Rejoice through a questionnaire in the 
M.B. Herald and the Christian Leader. 
Among the positive comments registered 
were: “Would not want to be without it”, 
“The children appreciate something on their 
level”, “Often the meditation deals with a 
problem in our family, and the children can 
identify with it.” On the other hand, there 
were numerous comments that it was not 
always sufficiently uplifting. 
Suggestions for improvement included: that 
the vocabulary was sometimes not on the 
level of the average person, that there was too 
much generalization and not enough life-
relatedness, and that too many contemporary 
slants were used. As a Board we 
acknowledge these and other shortcomings. 
The computer-prepared analysis of replies 
indicated that Rejoice was used most in the 
Southern District of the U.S. Conference and 
that there seems to be a positive correlation 
between promotion of Rejoice and its use by 
church members. 
In view of the appointment of new editorial 
staff to improve Rejoice, and the indication 
that it is meeting a significant need.... 
We recommend that we encourage our 
churches to give active support to Rejoice, 
particularly with reference to providing it for 
their families. 
Motion: “That this recommendation be 

accepted”. This motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Christian Literature. GCY, 1975, 
p. 
159. 
 
1975 — Discontinuance of Bridge 
 
At the 1969 Conference, the Convention 
authorized the BCL to produce a youth 
magazine (Bridge); however, due to a budget 
inadequate to produce a realistic magazine, 
and to distribution problems.. 
We therefore recommend that Bridge be 
discontinued and that our youth be served 
through a series of five annual inserts in our 
area publications; these inserts are to be 
prepared by the educational institutions and 
coordinated by a Board of Christian 
Literature appointed editor. 
Motion “That this recommendation be 
accepted.” This motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Christian Literature. GCY, 1975, 
p. 
159. 
 
1975 — Appointment of a part-time 
literature consultant 
 
We therefore recommend the appointment of 
a literature consult-ant on a part-time basis, 
such appointment to move toward a half-time 
assignment within this triennium, if possible. 
Adopted. — Presented by Board of Christian 
Literature. GCY, 1975, p. 161. 
 
1975 — Financing of BCL book projects 
 
In the past subsidies for the preparation and 
printing of manuscripts have been presented 
in conjunction with each project. A mutually 
agreeable policy for financing the printing of 
books and pamphlets has now been prepared 
by the Board of Trustees and Board of 
Christian Literature. 
We therefore recommend: 
a) that the Board of Trustees become the 
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“bankers” for the printing of BCL projects 
(as in the case of Worship Hymnal). Should 
subsidies for printing become necessary, they 
will be requested after the printing and 
promotion of books and pamphlets. 
b) that a budget of $70,000 be adopted for 
the preparation (writing, editing, 
administering) of manuscripts for 
publication. 
Entire recommendation was adopted. — 
Presented by Board of Christian Literature. 
GCY, 1975, p. 162-3. 
 
BOARD OF MASS MEDIA 
 
1972 — Establishment of the Board 
 
In recent years the Mass Media Commission 
of the U.S. Area Board of Evangelism and 
Christian Education and the Radio-TV 
Committee of the Canadian Area Board of 
Evangelism have been sharing their concerns 
and plans via an exchange of meeting 
minutes and occasional meetings of 
representatives. The Commission and 
Committee concerned are eager to cooperate 
in ministries and projects involving radio, 
television and related media. 
Presently, the U.S. Mass Media Commission 
as well as the Canadian Radio-TV 
Committee are each represented in some of 
the same associations and cooperative 
ventures. These are the Mennonite Council 
on Mass Communications (MCMC), 
National Religious Broadcaster (N RB), 
Choice production, and Inter-Mennonite 
Television Spot productions. 
In consideration of the above, be it resolved: 
1. That the General Conference officially 
establish a Board of Mass Media. 
2. That this Board be comprised of 5 
members: 2 members, one from Canada, one 
from U.S., to be elected by the General 
Conference at the regular convention session 
for a period of 6 years, and one member-at-
large to be elected for 3 years. These serve as 

the Executive Board. One representative 
from each of the Canadian and the U.S. 
Evangelism Boards to be appointed by the 
Board for a period of 3 years. 
3. That this Board be responsible to the 
General Conference in the area of radio, 
television, film, cassette, and related 
electronic media to: 
a) encourage cooperation of existing 
Canadian and U.S. Mennonite Brethren 
interests. 
b) initiate the exploration of new areas of 
cooperation. 
c) develop programs, ministries and 
services according to the needs of the 
churches and the wishes of the Conference. 
d) represent Mennonite Brethren interests in 
consultations and projects on an inter-
Mennonite and/or inter-denominational basis 
(e.g. MCMC, NRB, Choice, Inter-Mennonite 
TV Spots). 
Further explanations: 
1. The area Boards would continue in their 
responsibilities for ministries in their areas, 
e.g. “Words of the Gospel”, etc. 
2. The funds from the area Boards 
designated for cooperative projects (e.g. 
Choice, TV Spots) would be combined to 
become the “Mennonite Brethren” 
contribution. At present this amounts to 
approximately $10,000.00 ($5,000 from 
Canada, $5,000 from U.S.) per year. 
It was moved, seconded and carried to adopt 
the resolution. —Presented by U.S. Area 
Board of Evangelism/Christian Education 
and Canadian Area Board of Evangelism. 
GCY, 1972, p. 63. 
 
BOARD OF REFERENCE AND 
COUNSEL 
(See specific subject headings for particular 
issues dealt with by this Board) 
 
1975 — Status of Board members who 
change place of residence. 
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Motion: “That when a member moves from 
one area to another he relinquishes his 
position and that the area Conference 
appoints replacements for vacancies in their 
area.” The motion carried. —Presented by 
Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1975, p. 50. 
 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
 
1966 — General Conference levy 
 
We recommend that we raise the General 
Conference levy to $3.00 per member for the 
next three-year term: (a) As in previous 
years, $1.00 per member for conference 
expenses. (b) Devotional (Worship Together) 
$1.00 per member. (c) Christian Literature 
budget $1.00 per member. Adopted. — 
Presented by Board of Trustees. GCY, 1966, 
p. 136. 
 
1966 — Interest in respect to Mission 
Endowment Fund 
 
We recommend that we delete from our 
constitution on page 34, item 2 B, under the 
Mission Endowment Fund the sentence “with 
interest of at least five percent per annum.” 
Adopted. — Presented by Board of Trustees. 
GCY, 1966, p. 136. 
 
1966 — Change in interest rates 
 
We recommend that the Board of Trustees be 
authorized to change the interest rates, that 
the average maximum spread be 2 % between 
interest paid on Trust Funds and interest 
earned on loans. 
The Board of Trustees does hereby inform 
the General Conference that a change of 
organization and records will be necessary 
due to changes in the Canadian Income Tax 
Act according to a notice received from 
Ottawa. Necessary steps will be followed 
through in order to adhere to the new 

requirements. 
Recommendation 1. Moved, seconded to 
accept. Carried. 
Recommendation 2. Moved, seconded to 
accept. Carried. 
Because recommendation 2 involves a 
constitutional change, it was moved and 
seconded that the provision of 
recommendation 2 be accepted as a working 
basis for the Conference interim and that the 
properly-worded suggested amendment be 
submitted to the churches for ratification 
according to the provisions of the 
Constitution. Carried. 
Recommendation 3. Moved and seconded to 
accept. Carried. —Presented by Board of 
Trustees. GCY, 1966, p. 136. 
 
1969 — Change in fiscal year. 
 
The Board of Trustees and Board of Missions 
and Services jointly recommended that the 
fiscal year be changed from September 30 to 
May 31, for the following reasons: 1. So that 
annual financial statements of the General 
Conferences Boards and Committees can be 
presented-to--all Area Conferences within the 
calendar year; 2. To enable the unification of 
the Fiscal and Calendar year operation of the 
Board of Missions and Services. It was 
moved, seconded and passed to accept the 
recommendation. — Presented by Board of 
Trustees. GCY, 1969, p. 31. 
 
1972 — Establishment of a Stewardship 
Department. 
 
Recommendation 1: 
That we establish a Stewardship Department 
with the following objectives: 
The General Conference through its Board of 
Trustees develop a planned giving program. 
This program to concern itself with deferred 
and other giving. All ministries of our 
Conferences to be represented in this 
deferred giving program. It should also be 
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understood that this does not take the place of 
current drives and appeals for missions, 
education, and related conference work. This 
program will be geared mainly to annuities, 
life income agreements, special gifts, trusts, 
and wills. We hope that through this program 
we will encourage people to plan their 
estates, taking advantage of the tax law 
provisions. Charitable designations, either 
through annuities, life income agreements, 
trusts or wills could go for education, local 
church, missions, and home missions, as 
desired by the donor. 
Purpose: 
1. To avoid duplication of solicitation, 
develop a service to all Mennonite Brethren-
supported missions, institutions or local 
churches in the field of personal estate 
planning. 
2. To offer stewardship education on usage 
of accumulated possessions to our 
brotherhood. 
3. To offer education in estate planning. 
a. Develop relationship with our 
brotherhood and private impartial counsel. 
b. To act as the middle-man between 
client and professional advisor. 
c. To do no solicitation of cash 
operating funds, but to channel accumulated 
possessions. 
4. To offer investment management service 
for all affiliated organizations of our 
Conference. 
Implementation: 
The Board of Trustees, in cooperation with 
BOMAS, seek out a brother or brethren 
capable of offering such services to our 
brotherhood. 
That the appointed brother or brethren be 
introduced to our brotherhood through our 
church periodicals. 
That through the cooperation of our pastor 
brethren these representatives find entrance 
into the churches to introduce their services. 
That through suitable individual mailings, 
group meetings and personal contacts, these 

services be introduced to our brotherhood. 
Adopted. — Presented by Board of Trustees. 
GCY, 1972, p. 47-48. 
 
1972 — Revised organization of Board of 
Trustees (member at large). 
 
Recommendation 2: 
1. That the term of the member-at-large be 
extended from three to six years. Member-at-
large will be elected for a term of six years 
instead of three years. 
2. That the two elected board members with 
the highest votes be elected for a six-year 
term and the elected member with the third 
highest votes be elected for a three-year term 
for this election only. 
Rationale: To be consistent with area 
election of Board members. 
 1963 — 2 U.S. — 1 Canada 
 1966 — 2 U.S. — 3 Canada 
 1969 — 2 U.S. — 1 Canada 
 1972 — 2 U.S. — 3 Canada 
 
All members would serve a term of 12 years 
if re-elected after first term of service. 
Information to the Brotherhood Regarding 
Investment of Funds. 
The Board of Trustees wishes to inform the 
Conference that it is their intention to extend 
the investment policies beyond the church 
and church-related institutions with the 
understanding that the church and related 
institutions will continue to receive first 
priority. 
This action has been taken in anticipation of 
the previous recommendation. 
Vernon Wiebe, executive secretary to Board 
of Missions and Services, related to the 
Convention that BOMAS has been served 
well by the Board of Trustees. — Presented 
by Board of Trustees. GCY, 1972, p. 48. 
 
1972 — General Conference levy 
 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to 
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accept a levy increase from $1.20 to $1.50 
per member and to accept the proposed 
budget. —Presented by Board of Trustees. 
GCY, 1972, p. 63. 
 
1972 — Budget preparation procedure 
 
A resolution was read by the executive 
secretary, regarding the position of the 
Pacific District Conference toward the 
philosophy of budget preparation. The 
resolution follows: 
In view of the report of the Board of Trustees 
and the percentage of contributions by areas 
and districts, we are aware of the fact that the 
Pacific District Conference has not met the 
specific norms requested by the General 
Conference. The Pacific District has for a 
good number of years sought to develop an 
approach to our district budget that would 
reflect fiscal responsibilities. 
Rather than to impose our District 
Conference budget on our local churches, we 
have presented our budgetary needs and 
solicited local church commitments toward 
the budget. Our budget committee then 
adjusted the budget so as not to exceed the 
commitments. This procedure during the last 
few years has resulted in a very positive 
response from our local churches. 
We are pleased to note also that the same 
principle is expressed by the Board of 
Missions and Services in their report to the 
Conference as found in their second 
recommendation. It reads “The indebtedness 
of the last years made it clear that the mission 
should not spend according to the budget but 
according to the monies at hand”. 
We are therefore ready to submit to the 
General Conference a resolution authorized 
by motion of the Pacific District Conference 
at its annual convention, November 9, 1972, 
to recommend that like budgetary procedures 
be followed by the General Conference, that 
is, to present the proposed General 
Conference budget to the district and 

provincial conferences before the final 
budget session, to solicit commitments by the 
district and provincial conferences toward the 
budget, and that the final budget be based on 
these commitments. 
It was moved, seconded and carried to refer 
the above resolution to the Board of Trustees 
for study and response at the next 
Convention. —Presented by Board of 
Trustees. GCY, 1972, p. 64. 
 
1975 — Board loan policy 
 
Be it resolved that: 
(a) The Board of Trustees loan policy be 
extended to include loans to churches for the 
purpose of assisting their pastors in the 
acquisition of a home. 
(b) That the Board of Trustees loan policy be 
further extended to include homeownership 
loans to M .B. pastors or retired pastors who 
have served our brotherhood for 10 years or 
longer in North America or on an M.B. 
Mission project. 
Amendment to the Motion: 
It was moved and accepted to include after 
“10 years or longer” the words “in North 
America or on an MB. Mission project”. This 
motion carried. 
(The added wording is incorporated in the 
above recorded recommendation.) — 
Presented by Board of Trustees. GCY, 1975, 
p.128-129. 
 
 
1975 —  Conference levy and financing 
 
The Pacific Conference resolution regarding 
levies as described on page 64 of the 1972 
General Conference Yearbooh. After careful 
study and consultation with the Pacific 
District officers, the Board of Trustees would 
recommend that the present mode of 
conference financing be continued. Motion 
“To accept this recommendation”. This 
motion carried. — Presented by Board of 
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Trustees. GCY, 1975, p. 129. 
 
1975 — Constitutional amendments in 
respect to Board of Trustees and Board of 
Missions/Services operations within 
Canada 
 
The proposed constitutional changes are 
listed below: 
Amendments relating to Board of Trustees 
operations within Canada 
All of the following amendments refer to the 
1963 Constitution published by the General 
Conference of Mennonite Brethren Churches. 
Amendment 1. 
Refer to page 30 of Constitution, section 3. 
(a). To this paragraph should be added a 
further sentence reading as follows: 
“The Board of Trustees may delegate this 
responsibility within Canada to the Board of 
Stewardship of the Canadian Conference of 
Mennonite Brethren Churches as hereinafter 
provided.” 
Amendment 2. 
Refer to pages 33 to 36 of Constitution 
concerning “The Conference Directorate”. At 
the end of this section should be added a new 
section number 3 reading as follows: 
3. “The Directorate’s Function within 
Canada” 
“Any and all of the functions of the 
Conference Directorate, including its 
Stewardship responsibilities, may be 
delegated, in part or in whole, from time to 
time to the Board of Stewardship of the 
Canadian Conference of Mennonite Brethren 
Churches, provided that the Canadian 
Conference Board of Stewardship shall 
consist of the Canadian members of this 
Conference Directorate.” 
Amendment 3. 
Refer to page 55 of Constitution, section 1. 
(a). To this paragraph should be added a 
sentence to read as follows: 
“To enable the Board to maintain a legal 
status within Canada, the Board 

representatives from Canada shall be deemed 
to be the Board within Canada for such 
purpose and shall function as a Board of the 
Canadian Conference of Mennonite Brethren 
Churches to be known as The Board of 
Stewardship.” 
Amendment 4. 
Refer to page 55 of Constitution, section 1. 
(b). To this paragraph should be added a 
further sentence to read as follows: 
“There shall also be designated a Canadian 
chairman, assistant chairman, secretary, and 
treasurer to carry out such duties within 
Canada as are set forth in section 3 and which 
may from time to time be delegated by the 
Board to them.” 
Amendment 5. 
Refer to page 55 of Constitution, section 2, 
concerning the duties of the Board of 
Trustees. This section presently contains sub-
sections lettered from (a) through (d). It is 
proposed that two further sub-sections be 
added to read as follows: 
(e) “Without restricting the above sub-
sections, the Board of Trustees shall be 
responsible for the stewardship program of 
the Conference and shall be empowered to 
receive gifts, bequests, and donations of all 
kinds, whether of realty or personality, and 
whether absolute or partial, or present or 
deferred, and the Board of Trustees may 
enter into such agreements from time to time 
as it may deem fit to provide for annuities 
from which the Conference derives benefits 
or to provide for deferred gifts to the 
Conference or the like. 
(f) Delegation Within Canada 
“The Board of Trustees may delegate any of 
its authority and duties under this section to 
the Board within Canada as hereinbefore 
provided and which shall be known as the 
Board of Stewardship of the Canadian 
Conference of Mennonite Brethren 
Churches.” 
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Proposed amendments to Constitution of 
General Conference of Mennonite 
Brethren Churches: 
The amendments suggested below are all 
based upon, and make reference to the 1963 
edition of the Constitutional Booklet 
published by the General Conference of 
Mennonite Brethren Churches. 
 
Amendment 1. 
Refer to page 36, part C (a) — “The 
Commission” 
Add to this paragraph a further sentence 
reading as follows: 
“The Conference may delegate responsibility 
for administration of this commission or any 
part thereof to the Area Conferences, or any 
of them, by resolution of the Board of 
Missions and Services subject to the 
agreement of the Area Conference in 
question.” 
Amendment 2. 
Refer to page 59 of Constitution under part 
C, section 1, sub-section A (b). 
To this paragraph should be added an 
additional sentence to read as follows: 
“To permit the Board to maintain a separate 
legal status within Canada, the Board 
representatives from Canada shall be deemed 
to be the Board within Canada for such 
purpose.” 
Amendment 3. 
Refer to page 60 of Constitution and at sub-
item (c) at the top of that page which is 
headed “Organization” add the following: 
“To maintain a separate legal status in 
Canada there shall be designated~ from the 
Canadian representatives on the Board, a 
Canadian chairman, a Canadian assistant 
chairman and a Canadian recording secretary. 
They shall have those duties and 
responsibilities set forth in paragraph (c) of 
this section but only insofar as necessary to 
maintain a separate legal status within 
Canada.” 
 

Amendment 4. 
Refer to page 61 of Constitution, part B of 
section 1, under which are listed 
(commencing on page 60) items (a) through 
(3). 
To this part should be added a further sub-
paragraph lettered (f) and reading as follows: 
(f) “The Canadian Entity” 
“The duties of the Board for purposes of the 
Canadian identity shall be as set forth in this 
paragraph but these may be delegated to 
these Canadian representatives to such extent 
and in such manner as the Board may from 
time to time by resolution direct.” 
Amendment 5. 
Refer to page 61 of Constitution, under part 
C of section 1 which lists the duties of the 
separate officers under points from (a) to (c). 
To this should be added a further sub-
paragraph lettered (d), and reading as 
follows: 
(d) “Within Canada the duties of the officers 
appointed or elected for Canada shall be the 
same as herein set forth for officers of the 
whole Board. Recorded minutes of the Board 
shall be deemed to be official minutes of the 
Canadian Board and may be signed by the 
Canadian officers for that purpose. 
Amendment 6. 
Refer to page 64 of Constitution, section 3 
dealing with the treasuries for missions. 
To this section should be added a further 
paragraph lettered (d) and reading as follows: 
“Monies designated for the treasuries 
described in this paragraph which are raised 
in Canada shall in first instance be directed to 
the treasury of the Canadian Conference of 
the Mennonite Brethren Church of North 
America, which is authorized on behalf of 
this Board to issue receipts in its name on 
behalf of the Board. All monies so received 
shall be allocated as in this paragraph 
provided and such allocations shall be at the 
direction of the Board or those designated by 
the Board to act on its behalf.” The above 
amendments to the Constitution were all 
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adopted. — Presented by Board of Trustees. 
GCY, 1975, p. 132-135. 
 
CHARISMATIC MOVEMENT 
 
1972 — Mennonite Brethren stance 
towards charismatic movement 
 
Resolution on the charismatic question: 
Since God’s Spirit is like the wind which 
“blows where it wills” (John 3), the 
Mennonite Brethren brotherhood must be 
sensitive to what is happening in the so-
called charismatic movements of our day. It 
should beware of self-righteousness and 
complacency, and of a censorious attitude 
towards those who have become involved in 
these movements. We must take seriously 
Paul’s warning not to quench the Spirit (I 
Thess. 5), and constantly strive to be 
charitable towards those whose experience of 
God is attended by somewhat unusual 
phenomena. 
On the other hand, the brotherhood must 
exercise discernment (also a gift of the 
Spirit), and not value certain gifts out of 
proportion to others, while humbly 
acknowledging God’s sovereignty in the 
distribution of gifts. Also, it must recognize 
that love (and the other fruits of the Spirit) 
are of much greater significance than 
spiritual gifts. This would imply that 
“charismatics” should guard against causing 
divisions in the brotherhood and that those 
not equipped with ecstatic gifts learn to 
accept the “charismatics” just as Christ has 
accepted (them) you (Rom. 15). All must 
remember that God’s gifts are given for 
service and not to indicate degrees of 
spirituality. It is quite contrary to the teaching 
of Scripture to demand that all believers give 
evidence of the same- gifts. As a 
brotherhood: 
(1) We confess that our lives often do not 
give evidence of the fullness of the Spirit, 
and we want to take more seriously Paul’s 

exhortation to “keep on being filled” (Eph. 
5). We recognize, however, that since 
humility is a mark of the Spirit’s fullness, we 
must guard against the sin of pride by 
claiming to possess a greater measure of the 
Spirit’s power and fullness than our brothers. 
(2) We accept the fact that the spiritual 
pilgrimage of the different members of our 
brotherhood may vary considerably in its 
outward expression (there may be post-
conversion crises, or constant, quiet growth 
— hopefully not regression), and it would be 
wrong to make the circumstances attending 
our spiritual experiences normative for 
others. 
(3) We recognize that those who witness to a 
crisis-experience by which they gained new 
liberty and power to witness (perhaps they 
even have the gift of tongues by which to 
commune with God in a new way), should 
refrain from describing this experience as a 
“baptism of the Spirit”. All the passages of 
Scripture that speak of the baptism of the 
Spirit speak either of the Pentecost event or 
(as in the case of I Cor. 12:12, 13) of 
initiation into the body of Christ. Nor should 
one read one’s own spiritual experience back 
into those passages of the book of Acts which 
describe in diverse ways the receipt of the 
Holy Spirit (e.g., the Samaritans, chap. 8), 
Paul (chap. 9); house of Cornelius, (chap. 
10); Ephesian Disciples, (chap. 19). None of 
these unique events lays down an order of 
Christian experience. 
(4) We call to mind that the Spirit (as Jesus 
promised) always glorifies Christ. The Spirit 
must therefore not be exalted above Christ, 
for it is by His Holy Spirit that the risen and 
exalted Christ is present in the church today. 
Resolution adopted. — Presented by Board 
of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1972, p. 9-
10. 
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CHURCH AND THE CRIMINAL 
OFFENDER 
 
1975 — Resolution on church’s ministry to 
the criminal offender 
 
A paper on “The Church and the Offender” 
(see p. 46-48 of 1975 General Conference 
Yearbook) was presented by the Board of 
Reference and Counsel. The following 
resolution was proposed in connection with 
the paper. 
In the light of these observations be it 
resolved that: 
1. We, as a Christian community, work 
hard at the prevention of crime both by 
teaching and training members of our 
community that man is a responsible creature 
of God and that an over-indulgent attitude to 
transgression in our midst, in our homes, 
schools or church community leads to 
irresponsible and ultimately criminal 
behavior. In a “machine-minded” age a 
liberating biblical view of man respecting 
human freedom and dignity needs to be 
strongly upheld! 
2. We as local congregations make greater 
efforts in bringing Christ’s healing to the 
alienated and friendless in our society, in 
particular to the offender. M-2 (man-to-man) 
programs or variations thereof provide 
guidelines for us. Appointment of Christian 
chaplains, worthwhile in itself, ought to be 
regarded as a means of bringing about greater 
Christian personal involvement in visitations 
- 
3. We, as a Christian community, develop 
interest in prison reform, seeking better 
alternatives for punishing or reforming 
offenders. Probation homes and efforts to 
secure work and accommodation for pre-
delinquents are some concrete ways in which 
help may be given. 
The Christian church which is merely in 
quest of numerical success, a characteristic of 
our Western culture, tends to multiply 

churches in suburbia. Our Lord, the Great 
Shepherd, who went in search of one lost 
sheep, would call us to penetrate with the 
gospel also those so-called “non-productive” 
areas, whether these be the cross-cultural city 
centers or the offenders of our society. 
A discussion took place about the paper “The 
church and the offender” and its 
recommendation. The suggestion was made 
that possibly a service to the “offended” 
should also be considered. Minor changes 
were suggested and accepted. 
Motion: “That the resolution with the 
accepted changes be adopted”. This motion 
carried. — Presented by Board of Reference 
and Counsel. GCY, 1975, p. 48-49. 
 
CHURCH AND ITS MEMBERSHIP 
(See also Doctrine, Principles, 
Interrelationships of M.B. Churches) 
 
1969 — Individual member and guidelines 
of the church 
 
Resolution 2: 
1. We confess and affirm that while the Word 
of God speaks very specifically to many 
aspects of the believer’s ethical life, the 
Scriptures both in precept and example (Col. 
3:5-9, 3:17; 4:1; I Thess. 5:12-21; Matt. 
28:20) also set forth the need for providing 
guidelines to assist the believer and the 
church. Such guidelines shall be determined 
on the basis of the broader, basic principles 
of Scripture. 
2. Although the church has received the 
responsibility of setting forth such guidelines, 
it is possible for the church to fail in her task 
because she either neglects to do it or does it 
in the wrong way or in the wrong spirit. As a 
brotherhood we confess: 
(a) That we have at times been self-righteous 
and pharisaical in the way we have judged 
those who did not agree with us. 
(b) That we have often neglected to give 
instruction concerning the biblical principles 
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that underlie the guidelines which the church 
has laid down. 
(c) That we have too often made abstinence 
from disorderly behavior that hallmark of 
discipleship and spirituality, thus giving the 
expression of our faith a somewhat negative 
character. 
(d) That we have generally been more 
careful to focus our attention of those areas 
and issues in which young people are more 
involved and vulnerable rather than on those 
issues which concern, more specifically, the 
lives of older members. 
3. As a brotherhood we now declare and 
affirm: 
(a) That we will continue to search the 
Scriptures diligently and 
with open hearts and minds, for guidance and 
wisdom concerning the life that pleases, 
serves and honors God in truth. We will also 
continue to set guidelines to assist all 
members to walk before the Lord in holiness 
and truth. 
(b) That we will consider such guidelines, 
not as conditions for membership in our 
church, but rather as ideals, the attainment of 
which remains the constant goal and desire of 
each member. 
(c) That we will, however, ask of each 
person who seeks membership in our 
churches, that he will accept these guidelines 
as his ideals and will manifest an honest 
openness and willingness to be instructed and 
nurtured in the way which the church 
believes to be true to the Word of God; that 
he will personally commit himself to diligent 
searching and prayer concerning areas in 
which he is uncertain. 
(d) That we will not consider the guidelines 
once laid down as binding for all times. We 
declare ourselves ready to re-examine the 
guidelines as often as it seems necessary. 
When such examination reveals that laid-
down guidelines cannot in truth be derived 
from the Scriptures, we will openly and 
publicly say so. 

(e) That we will continue to be open to the 
Spirit of God and His Word to show us when 
and where new guidelines need to be laid 
down to assist members in establishing right 
relationships or patterns of conduct to new 
issues of life. 
After discussion, a motion to refer point 2 
back to the Board of Reference and Counsel 
for rewriting in a more positive manner was 
defeated. 
(a) Discussion on the Board of Reference 
and Counsel Resolution concerning “The 
Individual Member and Guidelines of the 
Church” was resumed. 
(i) It was moved and seconded to amend 
point 3c as follows: “that we will, however, 
ask of each person who seeks membership in 
our churches that he will accept these 
guidelines as his ideal for daily living, and 
that he will maintain an honest openness and    
The amendment was passed. 
(ii) It was moved, seconded and passed to 
accept the resolution as amended. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 13-14. 
 
1972 — Church membership and 
fellowship 
 
Resolution on Church Membership and 
Fellowship: 
To be a Christian in the fullest sense means 
being a member of the Christian community. 
Having been received into God’s family 
through the experience of redemption, 
believers are inseparably involved with other 
Christians. Because the church is the Body of 
Christ, it is inconceivable to think of a 
Christian in isolation from the fellowship and 
service with fellow believers. 
While it may be possible to relate to other 
parts of the “body” without relating to an 
organized fellowship of believers, the 
possibilities in worship and nurture are 
enhanced by relating closely to an organized 
body of Christians. Believers will vary in 
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their desire and need for corporate worship 
and service and fellowship, but the essence of 
the family relationship in the Lord’s church 
demands relationships to other Christians. 
We therefore affirm: 
1. That we continue to encourage 
membership in local congregations. This is 
supported both by the practice of the New 
Testament church where the unity and 
interdependence of the body of Christ were 
enhanced by membership in a local church, 
and for pragmatic reasons, such as legal 
requirements and for mobilizing the church 
into action and service. 
2. That we encourage uniformity in our 
congregations of associating baptism and 
church membership. Except for special 
reasons we should not encourage baptism 
without having the baptized relate to a 
specific, organized fellowship of believers. 
3. That the procedure of coming into a local 
church fellowship should be made more 
meaningful, both for newly-baptized 
disciples and those transferring from another 
congregation. Churches should seek to make 
both the prospective and present members 
keenly aware of their mutual obligations and 
privileges. 
4. That we discourage absentee 
memberships except where a person finds it 
simply impossible to relate to a congregation 
where he resides. Churches and pastors 
should take active steps to encourage 
absentees to transfer their membership to a 
fellowship where they can attend and work. 
5. That we vigorously discourage the 
practice of dividing the congregation into 
“active” and “inactive” memberships for 
purposes of statistical reporting. For some 
churches to report only “active” members 
and for others their full membership for 
purposes of norms, etc., is a violation of the 
principle of brotherhood which is at the heart 
of church fellowship. 
6. That we acknowledge and support the need 
for small fellowships (cell groups, etc.) 

within the larger, organized local body of 
believers. A more intimate fellowship is often 
required than is possible in the total church 
body. Such groups should seek to continue to 
relate appreciatively to the larger fellowship 
where some other needs can be met more 
adequately. The larger body should accept 
the presence of the smaller fellowships with 
love and respect. 
7. That where a believer, for valid reasons, 
does not feel free to become a member of a 
local congregation, but nevertheless worships 
and works with a larger body, we allow such 
freedom and extend opportunity for 
fellowship in the life of the church. 
8. That we encourage our members to 
express the unity of the Body of Christ by 
cooperating with believers in other 
congregations and denominations in our 
common witness and fellowship. 
It was moved, seconded and failed to delete 
line one of the second point and revise the 
point to read “Except for special reasons we 
should encourage candidates for baptism to 
unite with a specified organized fellowship of 
believers”. 
It was moved, seconded and failed, to revise 
point 7 by changing it to read ‘. - - That 
where a believer for personal reasons, which 
he considers valid    replace the first part of 
the first sentence. 
It was moved, seconded and carried to 
change the word “participation” to 
“fellowship” in Point 7 of the resolution (the 
above statement has been corrected to read 
according to this motion).  
It was moved, seconded and carried to accept 
the resolution on “Church Membership and 
Fellowship”. — Presented by Board of 
Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1972, p. 10-
12. 
 
1972 — Acceptance of non-immersed 
believers into membership 
 
The Board of Reference and Counsel, 
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encouraged by regional conferences, 
churches and concerned individuals, studied 
once again the question of acceptance into 
membership of non-immersed believers and 
their transfer to churches within the 
brotherhood. As a board we recommend to 
our brotherhood that: 
(a) We re-affirm that the M.B. Church 
practice only one form of baptism and that 
this be immersion (as stated in our 
“Confession of Faith”). 
(b) Also, that we encourage those who apply 
for membership in our 
churches and who were baptized upon 
confession of faith by some other mode, to 
consider baptism by immersion. 
(c) However, in view of the generally 
favorable acceptance of the practice initiated 
at the 1963 Convention, we as a board 
recommend to our brotherhood, that non-
immersed members who have been accepted 
into the fellowship of local churches be 
allowed to transfer to other M .B. Churches, 
by letter. 
It was moved, seconded, and failed to table 
the motion to accept the recommendation. 
It was further moved, seconded, and carried 
to ammend point c by deleting the word 
“concurring”, replacing it by “other” (the 
above statement is corrected according to this 
motion). 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to 
accept the recommendation as amended. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1972, p. 14-15. 
 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE 
 
1969 — Individual member and guidelines 
of the church 
 
Resolution 2: See under subject heading 
Church and Its Membership for content of 
this resolution. 
 
 

CHURCH SCHOOLS (See also Board of 
Christian Education). 
 
1966 — Suggested creation of a new 
committee for study of Christian education 
work in the Conference 
 
1. That this Conference recognize anew the 
importance of Christian education in the local 
church, and encourage continued cooperation 
in the field of Christian education at the 
General Conference level. 
2. That for the coming triennium the 
Conference delegate the Christian education 
work of the General Conference to the 
executive officers of the United States Board 
of Evangelism and Christian 
Education and executive officers of the 
Interim Christian Education Committee of 
the Canadian Conference. This committee 
shall organize within itself. 
3. That this new committee study the 
organizational structure and mandate of the 
committee and present its findings and 
recommendations to the Board of Reference 
and Counsel for consideration and action at 
the next conference. All three 
recommendations adopted. —Presented by 
Church Schools Committee (now Board of 
Christian Education). GCY, 1966, p. 147. 
 
1972 — Church Schools Committee 
proposal with respect to our cooperative 
use of Anabaptist curriculum materials 
 
A paper (pp. 73-76 of 1972 General 
Conference Yearbook) outlining a proposal 
for a cooperative curriculum was presented 
by the committee. A few excerpts from it 
follow: 
“Because we have in our past two basic 
influences in our understanding of the Bible, 
that of evangelical Anabaptism and that of 
evangelical pietism, and because we have in 
the past recognized and increasingly now 
recognize our responsibility to preserve and 
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promote the values that have come to us 
through these influences, and because we see 
in the newly proposed Anabaptist curriculum 
a resource for helping our churches to meet 
the need with respect to the New Testament 
Anabaptist emphasis, BE IT RESOLVED: 
1. that we recommend to our respective 
Boards that they give serious consideration to 
becoming joint publishing partners (see pro-
posal for definitions) for the purpose of 
assisting in the structuring of this curriculum 
material, which could then be recommended 
for use in those churches which would desire 
to use it, or, failing that, 
2. to become cooperating users in which case 
we would recommend the produced material 
to those churches which would desire to use 
it.” 
It is the current plan of the General 
Conference Committee on Church Schools to 
take this proposal back to the Canadian and 
U.S. Christian Education Boards for response 
and for reaction by the respective 
conferences - 
The recommendation itself is:  
“The General Conference Committee of 
Church Schools recommends to the General 
Conference that the area Conferences 
examine and respond to the Anabaptist 
curriculum proposals. The area Conferences 
or the coordinating board(s) representing 
them shall then inform officers of the 
Anabaptist curriculum consultation about the 
respective Conference decisions.” 
It was moved, seconded and carried to accept 
this recommendation. (Yes - 116; No - 113). 
— Presented by Church Schools Committee 
(now Board of Christian Education). GCY, 
1972, p. 72-73, 76. 
 
Recommendation 1: 
The Church Schools Committee recommends 
that Board status be given to the Committee 
in view of the following rationale: (1) There 
is a need for continuity on the committee. (2) 
If the mandate given to the Committee is to 

be taken seriously, it must include more than 
information and consultation. It must include 
implementation and action. (3) If the mandate 
given to the Committee is to be carried to its 
conclusion, there must be a reasonable 
predictability of personnel and resources. 
 
Recommendation 2: 
The Church Schools Committee recommends 
that the structure of the Board be as follows: 
Elected at General Conference Convention 
for 6-year terms: one Canadian 
representative; one United States 
Representative; one at-large representative. 
The executive officers of the Board would be 
chosen from these three. (For the first 
election, the Canadian representative would 
be elected for a three-year term to provide for 
staggered terms.) 
Appointed by Area Boards: executive 
secretary for Christian Education in U.S.A.; 
executive secretary for Christian Education in 
Canada; two representatives from Canadian 
Board of Christian Education; two 
representatives from U.S. Board of 
Evangelism and Christian Education. 
 
Recommendation 3: 
The Church Schools Committee recommends 
a budget of $5,000. All three 
recommendations were adopted. — Presented 
by Church Schools Committee (now Board 
of Christian Education). GCY, 1975, p. 58-
59. 
 
CONFESSION OF FAITH (See also 
Eschatology) 
 
1966 — Review and revision of our 
“Confession of Faith” 
 
We recommend the following directives and 
guidelines for use in the review and revision 
of our “Confession of Faith”, to be referred to 
the incoming Board of Reference and 
Counsel for implementation. 
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1. The Confession of Faith shall be 
prefaced by a statement describing the aims, 
purposes, and uses of such a document. 
The following is a suggested preface: 
The Mennonite Brethren Church has 
throughout its history emphasized biblical 
authority in all matters of faith and practice. 
This emphasis while exalting the centrality of 
Scripture also counsels caution in the use of 
any extra-biblical documents such as creedal 
statements and confessions. Such documents 
are to be regarded as descriptive more than 
normative. They are never to be given equal 
status with the Bible. 
A Confession such as this one is an echo of 
the brotherhood since it reflects the faith 
which such a fellowship believes and 
preaches. Its validity depends on its biblical 
character, its usefulness depends on its ability 
to communicate. 
The Mennonite Brethren Church accepts 
God’s revelation in its “inscripturated” form 
as final and considers the original documents 
to have been inerrant and reliable. It is now 
the task of the church to summarize the 
message of the Bible in a way which respects 
contemporary in speech while setting forth 
cardinal truth simply and clearly. 
A “Confession of Faith” represents a 
brotherhood in conversation. Here we can see 
how a group of believers respecting the Word 
speaks concerning those vital subjects which 
are the content of a biblical faith. A 
confession, however, cannot tell us how such 
a fellowship practices what it says. 
Since the evangelistic nature of the church 
calls for a concise statement which can speak 
for the brotherhood as it reaches out to those 
who are unchurched or who enquire, the 
Board of Reference and Counsel of the 
General Conference of Mennonite Brethren 
Churches thought it wise to rewrite the 
“Confession of Faith” in order to make it 
more readable in our day. May it serve as a 
guide and a messenger while exhorting the 
brethren to live the faith they proclaim. 

2. The format shall be in contemporary 
language, readable, attractive even to youth 
or the totally uninformed, and geared to a 
senior high school level. Words and word 
forms shall communicate intelligently, but 
simply, to the contemporary mind. 
3. The biblical passages serving as 
references within the “Confession of Faith” 
shall not be quoted but simply the reference 
given, allowing any version to be used by the 
individual. 
4. The number of Scripture references 
under each subject shall be reduced and 
duplications of certain references shall be 
eliminated. 
5. The length of the total “Confession of 
Faith” shall be shorter than the present 
document. 
6. The section on “footwashing” shall be 
revised, referring to this practice not as an 
ordinance but making its practice optional. 
7. The revision shall carry a clear statement 
of the date of publication, number of edition 
and other information that may be helpful for 
future reference. 
The above recommendation, at first without 
point 6 but later with point 6, was adopted. 
It was also moved and seconded that we 
instruct the Board of Reference and Counsel 
to study the article on lodge membership as 
found in our “Statement of Faith”. Carried. 
— Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 27-28.   
 
1927 --- Discussion of revised (sixth) 
“Confession of Faith” 
 
It was moved, seconded and carried that the 
sixth revised draft of the “Confession of 
Faith” be referred to the area conferences for 
further discussion and that only those 
questions raised by the area conferences be 
discussed at the next convention. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1972, p. 22. 
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1975 — Acceptance of the revised 
(seventh) “Confession of Faith” 
 
In the discussion of the “Confession of 
Faith”, the following changes were moved: 
Motion:  (i) The moderator of the Canadian 
Conference, in view of the action taken at the 
Regina Convention in July, 1975, where the 
role of the women had been discussed, 
moved (and it was seconded) “That the 
ordination to the pastoral ministry should be 
confined to brethren only.” 
This motion was defeated after a discussion 
in which both sides of the question were 
emphasized by various delegates. 
Motion:  (ii) re: Article XV. It was moved 
and seconded that the following be inserted 
in Article XV: 
“God desires that Christians never render evil 
for evil nor railing for railing, but always do 
good to every person. Christians must not, for 
example, prosecute others before the law, nor 
bear arms, nor assist others to use arms. 
This motion was defeated after some 
discussion. 
Motion: (iii) It was moved and seconded that 
the last clause in XIII be altered to read: 
“We discourage membership in secret 
societies” instead of “we do not permit active 
membership in such societies.” 
This motion carried and is reflected in the 
previously reported “Confession of Faith.” 
Motion: (iv) It was moved and seconded, to 
accept the amended seventh draft of the 
“Confession of Faith”. 
 
Amendment: It was moved and seconded to 
substitute and insert so as to have the last 
sentence of Article XV read: 
“We believe that it is not God’s will that 
Christians take up arms in military service 
but that, where possible, they perform 
alternative service to reduce strife, alleviate 
suffering, and bear witness to the love of 
Christ.” The amendment carried. 
The question was raised as to why the pre-

millennial position was not reflected in the 
“Confession of Faith”. It was pointed out that 
this position has never been stated in 
previous confessions of faith of the General 
Conference of Mennonite Brethren Churches. 
A further question was raised as to whether 
the Constitution as now worded encourages 
non-baptized believers to take communion 
with the congregation. No ruling was given. 
At this point the moderator called for a vote 
on the motion to accept the amended 
“Confession of Faith”. The motion carried. 
 
Recommendation regarding the printing 
of the “Confession of Faith” 
 
Motion: “That this revised ‘Confession of 
Faith’ be adopted by the Conference and be 
made available to congregations in pamphlet 
form.” Adopted. — Presented by Board of 
Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1975, p. 16-
17. 
 
CONSENSUS IN BROTHERHOOD 
 
1969 — Consensus and change in respect 
to ethical issues 
 
Resolution 1: 
The whole enterprise of seeking uniformity 
or consensus of position on ethical issues, or 
seeking consensus to change such agreements 
in these specified ways, is dependent upon 
the agreement of all concerned that such 
action is legitimate, valuable and desirable 
for the Christian group to undertake. Such 
person would also need to agree that it is 
conducive to the spiritual health and welfare 
of individuals and the group, and that 
members of that group covenant together to 
maintain a certain position on an issue 
concerning which the Bible has little or no 
specific instruction to give. 
 
1. Why seek consensus on ethical issues? 
a) The sum total of spiritual insight and 
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understanding of any Christian group exceeds 
the sum total of such understanding of any 
one person of that group. 
b. Individuals may develop certain “blind 
spots” in interpretation and understanding. 
These can arise out of their environment, 
their training or even out of personal desires. 
The group can provide a wholesome 
corrective for such distortions. 
c) Standing together with a group in the 
practice of a certain action gives 
encouragement and strength which the 
individual alone does not have. 
 
2. Why changes will and must occur. 
a) The church of Jesus Christ is a living 
church. This living church must grow in all 
essential aspects, one of which is 
understanding of the Word and Will of God. 
At no time in the history of the church has 
this understanding been total or complete (I 
Cor. 13:12). As the understanding of God’s 
Word and Will grows, the life and conduct of 
the church will have to be modified to reflect 
this growing understanding. 
b) The church must also experience a 
growing understanding of the world in which 
it lives and works and witnesses. This 
growing in understanding may also call for a 
change in relationship and conduct. Such 
changes must always be made in 
uncompromising obedience to the Word and 
Spirit of God. 
c) Situations and relationships in the world 
change. Some thing that at one time were 
good become corrupted; others come to be 
purified of their objectionable characteristics. 
As issues and situations change, we too must 
be prepared to change our relationship to 
them. 
d) Changes do occur because of the 
church’s concern for evangelism and carrying 
out of the church’s mission. 
 
3. Criteria of consensus and change. 
a) The Word of God constitutes the abiding 

and unchanging authority for the Christian in 
all matters of faith and conduct. 
b) While each individual Christian is to be 
involved in the process of interpretation and 
application to some extent, such action 
should occur within the context of the 
brotherhood and not in isolation from it. 
c) Any change in ethical position should be 
motivated by the desire to be more obedient, 
more loyal to the Will and Purpose of God as 
understood by His children. The result of the 
change will then be a more consistent 
expression of such Will and Purpose. 
 
4. Method of change. 
a) It would be necessary to recognize that 
the process of seeking consensus is more than 
the application of the principles of group 
dynamics. 
b) Changes in position will be sought in the 
following context: 
(i) There will be informed, sympathetic 
leadership which will assure that all available 
biblical teaching will be brought to bear on 
the issue to be decided. 
(ii) All members of the group will have 
opportunity to share in the discussion and 
freely express their insights. 
 (iii) The atmosphere in which this discussion 
is carried on will be one of prayerfulness, 
openness, and Christian responsibility and 
concern. 
 (iv) The group involved in such a process 
might be a local church, a regional, area, or 
general conference. 
 
5. The authority of consensus. 
Once consensus has been arrived at 
concerning an issue, such a decision is 
accepted in the spirit of love and voluntary 
submission as a guideline by all persons 
belonging to the consensus group. 
After lengthy discussion, it was moved, 
seconded and passed to amend point 2 by 
adding section (d) “Changes do occur 
because of the Church’s concern for 
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evangelism and carrying out of the church’s 
mission.” It was moved, seconded and passed 
by ballot (yes-226; no-196) that point S be 
amended so that the words    as a guideline” 
be inserted after “. . - a decision is accepted 
in the spirit of love and voluntary submission 
It was moved, seconded and passed to accept 
the recommendation as amended. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 11-12. 
 
CONSTITUTION, CONFERENCE. 
(For specific constitutional amendments, see 
under Boards to which such amendments 
apply). 
 
1975 — Updating of Conference 
Constitution. 
 
The secretary reported the need for up-dating 
the General Conference Constitution and 
then presented the resolution as prepared by 
the Board of Reference and Counsel as 
follows: 
“In order to publish an up-dated constitution, 
we appoint a committee of three — 
comprising H. H. Dueck, C. J. Rempel, and 
Harry Loewen — to study carefully the 
present constitution and subsequent changes 
and to present a new draft to the Board of 
Reference and Counsel for implementation.” 
This motion carried. — Presented by Board 
of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1975, p. 51. 
 
CONVENTIONS OF THE 
CONFERENCE 
 
1966 — Future conventions of the General 
Conference 
 
Recommendation 10 (as first proposed): 
1. That we designate the second Sunday of 
August as the standing date for General 
Conference conventions. 
2. That the area conference extend the 
invitation, but that the exact location of the 

convention be determined in consultation 
with the General Conference executive. 
It was moved, seconded and passed that 
recommendation 10 be referred to the Board 
of Reference and Counsel for further study in 
the light of certain concerns expressed by the 
delegation. A revised recommendation is to 
be presented by the Board at a future session 
of this conference. 
 
Recommendation 10 (as finally adopted): 
1. That we designate the Sunday nearest the 
second Sunday of August as the date for the 
convening of the next General Conference 
sessions, at which time the matter of time of 
meeting be reviewed. 
2. That the area conference extend the 
invitation, but that the exact location be 
determined in consultation with the General 
Conference executive. 
It was then moved and seconded that 
recommendation 10 be accepted as amended. 
The motion carried in a ballot vote (yes-340; 
no-105) - — Presented by Board of 
Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 34, 
38. 
 
DIVORCE 
 
1966 — Mennonite Brethren stance 
towards divorce and remarriage 
 
 Historically, the Mennonite Brethren 
Church has held the biblical position that the 
marriage relationship is intended by God to 
be indissoluble (what God bath joined). 
God’s original and divine will did not include 
divorce. It is because of sin that divorce and 
the all-too-frequent subsequent remarriage 
occurs. The Board of Reference and Counsel 
recommends that we reaffirm this position. 
While recognizing the sincere Christian 
motivation of our brethren in leadership in 
the past, we recognize that a great number of 
circumstances force us to re-evaluate our 
position on the manner in which we deal with 
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this problem. This increasingly prevalent 
social evil has become part of the acceptable 
way of life. Our renewed desire to witness to 
the world and live in the world while not 
becoming part of the world has brought us 
into face-to-face encounter with this problem. 
The trend toward urbanization, the 
fragmentation of family life by our 
vocational patterns, the rapidity and mobility 
of our population, and many other factors 
prevalent in our culture have made 
permanence in the marriage relationship 
more hazardous. 
It is simply naive to refuse to believe that our 
congregations are vitally affected by the 
problems of divorce and remarriage. There 
are those people, presently living in what we 
have seen as a sinful state, who are being 
saved through the witness and testimony of 
our parishioners and these converts desire 
membership in our congregations. There are 
also those who are presently members or 
worshippers in our congregations who suffer 
and feel bound because of our pattern of 
dealing with divorce and remarriage. The 
problem is also accentuated by the fact that 
believers from other denominations, living as 
divorced and/or remarried, apply for 
membership in our churches. 
Basic to our handling of the problem of 
divorce and remarriage is the scriptural 
teaching that all sin is forgivable when 
repentance is sincerely expressed and 
forgiveness appropriated by the offender. 
This forgiveness must also be available to the 
man or woman who has transgressed the law 
of God regarding the indissolubility of the 
marriage vow. 
The commandments of the Old Testament 
and the spirit of the New Testament make it 
clear that hating and stealing and murder and 
divorce are all sin. . . . Not one of the sins 
mentioned in the Ten Commandments is 
more difficult to be forgiven than others. The 
same Lord who taught us that divorce and 
remarriage are sin also taught us that hating a 

brother is to commit, in essence, the sin of 
murder. If that which destroys a life that 
cannot be retrieved can be forgiven, surely 
the violation of marriage vows can be 
forgiven as well. 
It therefore becomes clear that we must deal 
with the “sin” principle. When the Apostle 
said: “These things I write unto you that ye 
sin not”, he surely included the sin of 
violating the marriage vows. God’s standard 
for marriage is “until death do us part.” He 
does not want sin, and divorce and 
remarriage, a result of sin. This same biblical 
passage, however, follows with these words: 
“If any man sin, we have an advocate     The 
Bible makes it clear that the violation of 
God’s 
original and divine will can be forgiven. 
Consequently forgiveness must be available 
to those who have sinned by divorce and 
remarriage after divorce. 
We reaffirm our position that divorce and 
remarriage are sin and we encourage our 
ministers, teachers and congregations to 
preach and teach this, but we recommend to 
our Conference that we recognize the grace 
of God and His longsuffering to sinful men 
and women. We suggest that we remind 
ourselves often that all of us repeatedly stand 
in need of forgiveness and, like the accusers 
of the woman caught in adultery, actually 
commit in our heart the sins we have 
sometimes refused to forgive in others. 
In view of the command of our Lord to 
forgive both sins of the flesh and of the spirit, 
we propose that the following statements be 
accepted as working procedures in our 
congregations: 
(1) In cases where divorce and a subsequent 
remarriage have taken place in the 
unregenerate state of the individual, we 
recommend that we recognize his cleansing 
and forgiveness by virtue of his coming to 
Christ for salvation through faith. 
(2) In cases where two believers cannot live 
in harmony and love, and where separation 
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seems to be preferred to living in a constant 
state of turmoil, we recommend that they do 
not seek a divorce, even if they find 
separation expedient. Thus the path to 
reconciliation remains open. 
(3) In cases where divorce and subsequent 
remarriage have taken place in the lives of 
believers, and if and when such believers 
come to the point of true repentance, 
acknowledge and confess their sin, commit 
themselves to a life of discipleship that 
includes maintaining the marriage vows, we 
recommend that we forgive and loose such a 
person from his sin and accept him for 
membership in the church. This 
recommendation is offered because of the 
conviction that God has said: 
“If we confess our sins, He is faithful and just 
to forgive us our sin, and to cleanse us from 
all unrighteousness.” 
(4) Such members shall not be eligible for 
any office which requires ordination. 
A lengthy discussion followed. It was moved 
and seconded that we accept points (1) and 
(2) of the suggested working procedure for 
our churches and that points (3) and (4) be 
referred to the Board of Reference and 
Counsel for further study during the next 
conference triennium. The vote by ballot 
showed that the motion carried. (Yes-348; 
No-93). —Presented by Board of Reference 
and Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 26-27. 
 
1969 — Mennonite Brethren stance 
towards divorce and remarriage 
 
Resolution 3: 
As the Mennonite Brethren Conference, we 
are deeply convinced of the sanctity and 
permanence of the marriage relationship. We 
believe, on the authority of Scripture, that it 
is God’s design that husband and wife live 
together in love and harmony until they are 
separated by death.  But we also recognize 
that man, again and again, fails to live 
according to the will of God. It is with man 

who lives in disobedience to His will that 
God has called us to work. As bearers of His 
reconciling gospel, we are called to go 
fearlessly into this world of disharmony and 
corruption, believing that the gospel we bring 
is able to meet the needs of every kind of 
transgressor. We believe that it is then God’s 
will that such persons become members of 
some local church in which they can find the 
fellowship and the nurture which they need 
for spiritual growth. We believe that this is 
also true of persons who have been divorced, 
and also of those who, having been divorced, 
have subsequently remarried. Concerning 
such persons we believe: 
 
1. Wherever there is divorce, there has been 
a violation of God’s will for husband and 
wife. Every divorce action has its history and 
this history includes a series of transgressions 
and failures of man to conform to God’s 
command. The actual divorce is the last and 
culminating act of disobedience in the series. 
However, as with all other transgressions, 
when these have been repented of and 
confessed, they are forgiven by God and 
therefore should also be forgiven by man. 
 
2. We know that believers are not immune 
to the influence of the environment in which 
they live. As members of a society in which 
divorce and remarriage occur with increasing 
frequency, and in which many elements 
abound which loosen the mutual loyalties of 
husband and wife, some believers are caught 
up in this spirit, and finally terminate their 
marriage in divorce. Forgiveness and 
cleansing from such transgression come the 
same way as cleansing and forgiveness for 
any other transgression, through repentance 
and confession, even though this 
transgression occurred in the presence of a 
knowledge of God’s way. It may be 
necessary for the church to strengthen its 
efforts to lead the person or persons to a 
deeper commitment to the sanctity of 
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marriage. We believe that such persons 
should be received as members in a local 
church. 
 
3. We believe that when remarriage has 
taken place, either while the person was not a 
professing believer or while he was, that the 
church ought not to seek the dissolution of 
this union. It would contradict the church’s 
witness to the sanctity of marriage if it 
insisted that this marriage should be broken 
up. Such insistence would only add to the 
destructive factors in the lives of the persons 
concerned and restore nothing. It would make 
no amends, correct no wrongs. 
 
4. We believe that when a person has been 
received into the membership of the church 
as divorced, and then should wish to remarry, 
he should seek the counsel of the brethren 
concerning such action. The intensely 
personal nature of each case, and the great 
variety of factors involved, make one 
summary conclusion which would be equally 
applicable to all, impossible. 
 
5. We believe that where two believers live 
together in a state of constant turmoil and 
tension, it may be better for them to separate, 
without seeking divorce. In this time special 
efforts should be made to strengthen their 
Christian life and to work towards the 
possibility of an eventual reconciliation. 
 
6. The service such members can render in a 
church will largely be determined by what 
the membership is ready to receive from 
them. However, such persons would not be 
eligible to serve as ministers or deacons. 
 
7. We believe that true repentance concerning 
divorce and/or remarriage involves the full 
recognition that such acts have violated 
God’s will and purpose for man in the 
marriage relationship, together with a 
genuine sorrow about such a violation. 

Underlying this recognition, there would be 
the deep conviction of the sanctity of the 
marriage relationship, and the fact that it is 
binding for the duration of life. 
 
i. An amendment of No. 6 was moved and 
seconded to read as follows: “The services 
such members can render in a church will 
largely be determined by what the 
membership is ready to receive from them. 
However, we believe that a member who has 
been divorced, or divorced and remarried, 
should not be eligible to serve on the 
deaconate or in the ministry.” The 
amendment was passed. (yes-229; no-189). 
ii. It was moved, seconded and passed that 
No. 4a be voted on separately from the 
remainder of the third resolution. 
iii. It was moved, seconded and passed to 
delete No. 4a. 
iv. It was moved and seconded to delete No. 
4b. The motion was defeated. 
v. It was moved, seconded and passed to 
refer No. 4 back to the Board of Reference 
and Counsel for re-writing. 
The Board of Reference and Counsel 
recommended that the first two sentences of 
No. 4 be allowed to stand, the remainder be 
deleted. No. 4 would then read: “We believe 
that when a person has been received into the 
membership of the church as divorced, and 
then should wish to remarry, he should seek 
the counsel of the brethren concerning such 
action. The intensely personal nature of each 
case and the great variety of factors involved, 
make one summary conclusion which would 
be equally applicable to all, impossible.” 
A motion was made and seconded to accept 
the entire resolution as amended, including 
the recommendation of the Board of 
Reference and Counsel concerning No. 4. A 
motion was made, seconded and passed to 
amend the previous motion of deleting the 
phrase “For me it would be against the law of 
the land” in No. 3. A secret ballot was 
requested and the original motion was 
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accepted as amended (yes-319; no-57). —
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 14-16. 
 
ECUMENICAL RELATIONS WITH 
OTHER CHURCHES 
 
1966 — Church (organizational) merging 
with other Mennonite churches 
 
The following letter was sent to the 
Mennonite General Conference and Old 
Mennonite Conference by the Board of 
Reference and Counsel in response to 
enquiries about Mennonite church unity: 
The communications regarding church unity, 
received from both the General Conference 
of Mennonites and the Mennonite Church, 
have been seriously discussed at a recent 
meeting of the Board of Reference and 
Counsel of the General Conference of 
Mennonite Brethren Churches. This Board 
serves as the interim governing body of our 
denomination. 
We share with you an intense desire to 
recognize the voice of the Holy Spirit as He 
speaks to us in this day. We share as well the 
conviction that inadequate and broken 
expressions of Christian love must grieve our 
Lord. We are also aware that more often than 
we realize we as Mennonite Brethren have 
failed to express in Christ-like attitudes and 
actions our professed desires for love and 
unity. 
We would likewise wish to express our deep 
appreciation for the increasing opportunities 
in recent years to share in discussion and 
fellowship with Mennonite and other related 
bodies, as well as participation in inter-
Mennonite ministries such as M.C.C. and 
affiliated agencies. We can testify that we 
have always been received with utmost 
kindness and consideration. We value these 
opportunities to the extent that we would 
certainly not want to deny ourselves the 
possibilities for further fellowship and study, 

lest we miss the instruction, admonition, 
encouragement, and new insights so often 
experienced in these relationships. 
It is our studied opinion, however, that the 
consensus of our brotherhood at the present is 
not such that we could engage actively in 
meetings and discussions having to do with 
mergers or other bold steps to achieve church 
unity organically. We recognize that it is 
possible for us to be in error in judging both 
God’s will and that of our constituency. We 
will be happy to seek more concrete evidence 
of our brotherhood’s wishes at our 1966 
Convention and will also continue to pray for 
God’s guidance and His will. 
We are grateful for your interest and 
graciousness in sharing your convictions with 
us - We trust you can appreciate our response 
in the spirit in which it is given. 
In Christian love, … 
It was moved and seconded that the 
delegation approve the letter (as above) sent 
by the Board of Reference and Counsel. 
Carried. 
In response to certain questions raised by 
brethren of the delegation, it was pointed out 
that close working relations in a number of 
areas do exist, and that we welcome and 
cherish such opportunities of cooperation. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 33-34. 
 
1975 — Cooperation with, and aid to non-
Mennonite Brethren evangelical groups (in 
mission programs) 
 
Recommendation 1: Non-Mennonite 
Brethren evangelicals. 
Mennonite Brethren Missions/Services to 
date has concentrated on establishing 
Mennonite Brethren believers~ churches. 
One of the new mission opportunities calls 
for cooperation with non-Mennonite Brethren 
evangelical national churches (e.g. 
Indonesia). Other new mission opportunities 
will call for similar cooperation.  
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Recommendation: That we affirm personnel 
and financial aid to non-Mennonite Brethren 
evangelical groups where aid will help these 
churches in reaching their goals. 
Before a vote was taken, further information 
was given about the advisability of this 
motion, following which the delegates were 
asked to form small groups to discuss this 
resolution. 
Motion: “That this recommendation be 
accepted”. The motion carried. 
Recommendation 2: Non-Mennonite 
Brethren non-evangelicals. 
Thousands of independent churches have 
formed around the world. Some are very 
orthodox. Many are quite far from the truth 
of the Word. Some of these groups (e.g., 
African Independent Churches) are asking us 
for help, especially for Bible teaching. 
Similar requests for Bible teaching are also 
coming from Catholic circles. 
Recommendation: That we affirm personnel 
aid to non-Mennonite Brethren non-
evangelical groups where our personnel can 
help these groups find a more biblical 
foundation. 
A discussion took place, in the course of 
which a summary statement on the meaning 
and intent of this recommendation was given. 
Some reservations were expressed. 
Motion: “That this recommendation be 
accepted”. The motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Missions/Services. GCY, 1975, 
p. 111-113. 
 
ESCHATOLOGY 
 
1975 — Eschatology and the future of 
Israel 
A request was made that the Board of 
Reference and Counsel give further study to 
the subject of eschatology as it applies to the 
future of Israel. Request granted. — 
Presented by Conference delegation. GCY, 
197S, p. 46. 
 

ETHICAL ISSUES 
(See also Abortion; Alcohol; Divorce; Labor 
Unions; Tobacco; Political Involvement; 
Church and Crime; and Peace and 
Nonresistance) 
 
1969 — Consensus and change in respect 
to ethical issues 
 See under subject heading Consensus in 
Brotherhood for contents of this resolution. 
 
1975 — Mennonite Brethren Church 
guideline on life/death issues 
See under subject heading Abortion. 
 
1975 — Resolution on Israeli-Arab conflict 
See under Political Involvement 
 
EVANGELISM 
(See also Missions-Foreign and Missions-
Home) 
 
1972 — Resolution on evangelism and 
social action 
 
Resolution on Proclamation of the Gospel 
and Christian Social Responsibility: 
According to the Scriptures, fallen man can 
be saved from his desperate plight only 
through faith in Jesus Christ — a faith which 
comes by hearing the gospel (John 14, 
Romans 10). Believers are, therefore, called 
to proclaim the gospel by preaching, 
teaching, writing, testifying, confessing, etc. 
(Mt. 10, Mt. 28, Rom. 10). 
The effects of man’s sinful state are also to 
be observed in man’s misery, sickness, death, 
hunger, disaster and violence of many sorts. 
Our Lord’s compassion was poured out in 
ministering to these needs of men as 
untiringly He healed the lepers, the blind, the 
paralytic, and the crippled (the Gospels). The 
hope of redemption at the resurrection 
includes the body (Rom. 8). The significance 
of ministering to the needs of man in a social-
economic order of life finds eloquent 
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expression in our Lord’s parable of the final 
judgment (Mt. 25). Our saving faith is tested 
on the basis of our deeds of love to men (Gal. 
5:6). 
We therefore affirm: 
1) That we recognize Christ’s call to His 
followers to include both proclamation 
(evangelization) and social action (alleviating 
human suffering and misery in the world). 
2) That according to Scripture and the 
example of our Lord, we regard the 
proclamation of the gospel and social action 
to be inseparable tasks for the believing 
community in any location in the world. It is 
understood that sometimes proclamation, 
sometimes social action, takes chronological 
precedence. It is also understood that while 
both are required by our Lord, without 
proclamation men cannot be saved. 
3) That the statements of priority should be 
stated according to the scriptural pattern, 
“seek first His kingdom and His 
righteousness” (Mt. 6). This priority (seeking 
first God’s rule and His righteousness in our 
lives and in the world through Christ) 
comprises both proclamation and social 
action and, in the Scriptures, is placed over 
against man’s preoccupation with selfish 
concerns (what shall we eat? or what shall we 
drink? or what shall we wear?). 
It was moved, seconded and carried to accept 
the above resolution.— Presented by Board 
of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1972, p. 8-
9. 
 
1972 — Support of Key ‘73. 
 
II. The Board of Reference and Counsel 
recommends to this convention that we 
endorse Key ~73 and encourage churches to 
become involved as they find it possible. It 
was moved, seconded and carried to accept 
recommendation No. 2. — Presented by 
Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1972, p. 16. 
 

GENERAL WELFARE, RELIEF, 
PUBLIC RELATIONS 
 
1966 — Merger of Board of Missions and 
Board of Welfare and Public Relations 
 
I. Background. 
The Board of Missions and the Board of 
Welfare have found themselves working side 
by side in South America a number of years 
already. This brought about some 
overlapping of interest and activity. 
As early as 19S7 the Board of Welfare 
drafted a “Statement of Concern” which 
outlined the need for a closer working 
arrangement between the two boards. The 
matter was referred to the Board of Reference 
and Counsel for further action. A 
recommendation was brought to the General 
Conference of 1957 (Yearbook p. 118) which 
charged the Board of Reference and Counsel 
with the responsibility of suggestion 
procedures of reorganization. 
The two boards were asked to meet and 
discuss the issues of merger. These meetings 
and the discussion carried on by the Board of 
Reference and Counsel have prompted this 
statement. 
 
II. Statement of Principles. 
1. The Mennonite Brethren Church believes 
that the proclamation of the gospel is the 
primary task of the church. We reaffirm our 
understanding of the Great Commission as 
one of preaching Jesus Christ and teaching 
His disciples to do the things He has 
commanded. We are steadfast in the 
conviction that the gospel is intended to meet 
the total needs of man — spiritual, social, 
material, or other basic human needs — but 
that every ministry follows from the 
responsibility to give priority to man’s 
spiritual need, his alienation from God and 
his need for redemption through Jesus Christ. 
2. The merger of the two boards with their 
respective responsibilities delegated to them 
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by the brotherhood represents the conviction 
that proclamation and welfare ministries 
ought to be integrated since our Lord and the 
early Church were concerned with such a 
total ministry. Such integration makes relief 
and welfare concerns, however necessary, 
subsidiary to the major task of proclamation, 
that is, they are no less spiritual in quality but 
arise out of a basic mandate to proclaim the 
living Christ. Such integration would also 
call for equal standards in terms of spiritual 
commitment for all who participate in the 
program whether they be long-term or short-
term workers. 
 
III - Implementation. 
1. The Board of Reference and Counsel 
recommends that the new Board be called the 
Board of Missions and Services. 
2. This Board shall initially supervise the 
total program given by Conference mandate 
to the respective Boards. We see no 
possibility of an immediate relinquishing of 
some non-General Conference activities now 
carried on by either or both of the two 
Boards. We recommend, however, that 
during the next Conference interim every 
effort possible be made to shift such area, 
district or provincial programs to those 
conferences and agencies. Such delineation 
of programs to be transferred shall be carried 
out by the Board of Reference and Counsel in 
consultation with the newly-proposed Board 
of Missions and Services. 
3. The Board of Reference and Counsel 
recommends that the new board consist of 
fifteen members and that the administrative 
structure be patterned generally along lines 
suggested by the Overseas Advisory 
Commission. The supervision of the total 
work shall be subdivided into a number of 
commissions, with a number of secretaries 
responsible for areas such as: relief, radio and 
literature, personnel, finance, deputation and 
recruitment and policy. 
We recommend that no present members of 

either board remain or be declared ineligible 
for election to the new board. 
4. Because of the strategic importance of 
electing fifteen brethren who are capable, 
informed, and can adequately represent the 
various facets of the newly-combined 
ministry, the Board of Reference and Counsel 
asks the delegation for permission to act as a 
nomination committee for this, the first 
election. 
We move the merger of the Board of 
Missions and the Board of Welfare on the 
basis of the above report. Motion carried. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 22-23. 
 
HISTORICAL COMMISSION (See also 
ARCHIVES, CONFERENCE) 
 
1975 — Translation of P.M. Friesen’s “Die 
Alt-evangelische Mennonitische 
Bruderschaft in Russland”... into English 
That the General Conference register its 
endorsement of the decision of the Board of 
Christian Literature and the assignment of the 
Historical Commission to translate and print 
Alt-Evangelische Mennonitische 
Bruderschaft in Russland by P.M. Friesen 
into the English language to serve as source 
material for the understanding of our own 
historical background and mission, and that 
the Conference instruct the Board of Trustees 
to devise a plan for the printing of the book. 
Adopted. 
— Presented by Board of Christian 
Literature. GCY, 197S, p. 150. 
 
1975 — See under Archives, Conference 
for recommendations of Historical 
Commission which bear specifically on 
Conference records and archives 
 
1975 — Appointment of members to the 
Historical Commission 
4. (e) That the following be appointed to the 
Historical Commission: Peter Klassen 
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(Fresno), J. A. Toews (Clearbrook), Clarence 
Hiebert (Hillsboro), Helmut Huebert 
(Winnipeg), a fifth member be named by the 
Board of Christian Literature. The 
commission is planning to ask the archivists 
of our several historical libraries to serve as 
consultants. Adopted. — Presented by Board 
of Christian Literature. GCY, 197S, p. 160. 
 
HYMNAL, CHURCH 
 
1966 — Establishment of a Conference 
Hymnal Committee and production of an 
official hymnal 
 
Recommendations: 
1. That the current Hymnal Committee be 
accepted as the General Conference Hymnal 
Committee and be authorized to proceed with 
the publication of a new North American 
Mennonite Brethren Hymnal. 
2. That the price of the hymnal be kept as low 
as possible in order to make it widely 
available. 
3. That a first edition of 1S,000 copies be 
printed. 
4. That advanced orders be received for the 
hymnal from individuals, congregations and 
others, to be paid, if possible, in advance to 
furnish some capital for the preparation of the 
hymnal. 
5. That the Board of Trustees be authorized 
to advance the necessary funds for this 
General Conference undertaking. This is to 
be done on a loan basis with the prospect that 
money realized from the sale of the hymnals 
be used to pay these loans. 
6. That an annual budget of $1,000.00 be 
available to the Hymnal Committee. 
All six recommendations were accepted. — 
Presented by Hymnal Committee. GCY, 
1966, p. 128-129. 
 
1969 — Production and distribution of the 
new Conference hymnal 
We recommend that the executives of the 

Church Music Committees of the area 
conferences continue to serve in the work of 
the hymnal production and that the Board of 
Christian Literature assume the responsibility 
for the distribution of the new hymnal. 
The resolution was moved and seconded; the 
motion carried. —Presented by Board of 
Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 107. 
 
1969 — Mennonite Brethren Church 
stance towards participation in labor 
union activities 
 
The Christian and Labor Unions: 
More and more Christians, in a society which 
is becoming increasingly urbanized and 
industrialized, are facing the question of 
union membership and participation in union 
activities. Added to this is the fact that most 
professions and also many producer, retail 
and manufacturing groups form organizations 
which for all practical purposes are the 
equivalent of unions. To belong or not to 
belong becomes a pressing question. Or if 
one does belong to a union, to what extent 
can one, as a Christian, participate in its life 
and work? Concerning this issue we affirm: 
 
1. That for the Christian all work, unless in 
itself it is against God’s commandment or is 
destructive and negative in its effect, 
constitutes a service to God. According to the 
creation mandate (Gen. 1:38, 2: 15), work is 
a part of the creation order. 
 
2. That we ought not to forbid union 
membership, but we would counsel those 
who will be faced with the question of 
joining or those who are members: 
a) To join no union which demands primary 
allegiance from its members over all other 
commitments, even the commitment to God 
and his Word. 
b) To participate in no acts of violence or 
destruction, nor to join in any act of 
intimidation, whether officially requested by 
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the union or not. 
c) To seek to exert a Christian influence in all 
areas where such influence is possible. This 
would include opposing contemplated action 
or demands which are not just, even though 
the results of such activity might be 
considered a benefit for the members of the 
union. 
d) To be willing to sever membership and 
give up work where continued union 
membership and work makes loyalty to the 
Lord and to one’s faith impossible. 
 
3. That we as Conference and as churches 
support and encourage the work of any union 
which seeks to apply truly Christian 
principles in its relationship to the employer 
and that we encourage individual members to 
do the same wherever and whenever such 
opportunities occur at their places of work. 
A motion was made and seconded to accept 
the resolution. It was moved, seconded, and 
passed to amend No. 2 by deleting the word 
“all” and the phrase “nor should we judge or 
condemn those who are members of unions” 
from the first sentence. Also the word 
“exhort” was changed to “counsel”. 
The original motion as amended was passed. 
— Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 17-18. 
 
MENNONITE WORLD CONFERENCE 
 
1966 — Organizational structure of 
Mennonite World Conference 
 
See pages 19-2 1 of 1966 General 
Conference Yearbook for actual text 
describing this organizational structure. The 
recommendation concerning it appears under 
Organizational Structure, Conference, 
section. 
 
 
 
 

MENNONITISCHE RUNDSCHAU 
 
1975 — Resolution on Conference-
subsidized mailing of Mennonitische 
Rundschau issues to South America 
 
“That the General Conference subsidize the 
airmail cost of mailing the Mennonitische 
Rundschau to South America at the rate of 
$5.00 per subscription.” 
Motion: “That the resolution regarding the air 
mail cost for the Mennonitische Rundschau 
be accepted”. This motion failed. —
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1975, p. 50. 
 
MINISTERS AND THE MINISTRY (See 
also ORDINATION) 
 
1972 — Recruitment of men to the 
ministry 
 
There is today a shortage of ministers and 
pastors in our brotherhood. We now need 
more pastors for our churches than are 
becoming available. This shortage presses us 
to give this matter serious study and prayer. 
In addition to the shortage of ministers, a 
concern has arisen over the “one pastor” 
system in our churches. The roles both of the 
layman and of the minister are being re-
examined and hopefully adjusted so as to 
follow more perfectly the New Testament 
pattern. More and more, it is being 
recognized that lay people possess the gifts of 
the Spirit, and these thus become available to 
the ministry in the church. 
Historically, our churches selected ministers 
and pastors from their own midst. Some thus 
called went out for further education and 
returned to minister in their home 
congregation. Churches usually had a 
multiple ministry. 
Contrary to past practice, few churches today 
elect ministers from their own ranks. We 
depend upon our schools or look to other 
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sources from which to secure pastors when 
these are needed. Because most local 
congregations no longer elect ministers, the 
churches have also shown decreasing interest 
and involvement in the recruitment of 
ministers. There is too little encouragement 
(“shoulder-tapping”) and yet we recognize 
that (essentially) ministers must come from 
the local fellowships. 
In view of the situations above described, we 
affirm the following: 
1. That out churches heed our Lord’s 
directive for worker recruitment as given in 
Matthew 9:38, “Pray ye therefore the Lord of 
the harvest that he will send forth laborers 
into his harvest.” 
2. That local churches seek earnestly the gifts 
of ministry in their own ranks, encourage 
persons possessing the gifts and offer support 
and assistance in their further training and 
development. 
3. That our theological schools be supported 
actively and be encouraged to recruit 
ministers, pastors and church workers, as the 
Spirit directs. 
It was moved, seconded and carried to adopt 
the above resolution.—Presented by Board of 
Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1972, p. 13-
14. 
 
MISSIONS — FOREIGN 
 
1966 — Primary thrust of missions 
program of our Conference 
 
Recommendation 1: 
The Board of Missions recommends that the 
Conference adopt the following statement as 
a declaration on missions: 
 
Statement of Missions — Forward Thrust 
The General Conference of Mennonite 
Brethren Churches is deeply grateful to the 
Lord for His providential care in giving us 
open doors for missions and evangelism. We 
express our humble thanks for His abundant 

blessings upon the efforts of our missionary 
outreach, for the many people who have 
come into the saving experience of the 
salvation of God. We express our gratitude 
for the dedicated missionaries who have 
given of themselves to the primary thrust of 
the gospel. Acknowledgement is due, also, to 
the churches of our conference who have 
undergirded our missions program with 
prayer and supported it financially. Gratitude 
to God is expressed, likewise, for the many 
Christian parents who deem the dedication of 
their sons and daughters not too great a 
sacrifice for the cause of our Lord. And for 
the national church among whom we witness 
the evident guidance of the Holy Spirit, we 
give thanks to God. We would, therefore, call 
upon all our churches to rejoice with us in the 
victories God has granted in a day of the 
“Commission in Conflict”. 
Enlistment for Missions. Missionary recruits 
are becoming fewer these days. Why? 
Varying and divergent answers may be 
suggested. The fact, however, remains that 
missionary candidates come from our 
churches and Christian homes. It is here 
where we must look for missionary recruits. 
We believe that God is still extending His 
special call to young men and women for 
missions and evangelism and that our 
churches, schools and homes of our 
constituency remain the major force in 
nurturing the missionary call. Although we 
may ascribe the affluence of our society as 
compounding the problem of missionary 
recruitment —and we need to caution 
ourselves against being determined by a 
materialistic attitude and way of life, we 
believe that the youth of our churches, with 
the finest education and preparation they can 
secure today, will respond to the special call 
to missions and evangelism once they hear 
and recognize it. We would therefore call 
upon our churches to join in prayerful 
supplication to the ‘Lord of the harvest, that 
He will send forth laborers into His harvest” 
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(Matthew 9:38). 
Involvement in Missions. In our commitment 
to the mandate of missions entrusted to us as 
a brotherhood, we are fully aware of the 
strategic role of the local churches, schools 
and families of their membership. 
Traditionally, families have been viewed as 
“the object of the churches’ ministry .“It is 
true that the church must minister to the 
families, but in this respect it must be 
elevated to a place where they become an 
authentic nurturing agency of missions in the 
program of God. What can the Christian 
family do in the promotion and ongoing of 
the Lord’s work? This is the burden of the 
church and it places upon us all a greater 
involvement of missionary education in our 
churches and in our homes. 
Primacy of Missions. The World Congress on 
Evangelism held in Berlin just recently re-
emphasized once again the “urgency and 
relevancy of evangelism”, and our 
“faithfulness to God ... in the proclamation of 
the gospel.” Much confusion exists today as 
to what constitutes evangelism and missions, 
but as a Mennonite Brethren brotherhood we 
re-affirm our understanding of the missionary 
mandate as being a ministry to the whole 
man, with the primary purpose of preaching 
the gospel, to make disciples, to baptize 
them, to gather them into churches, and to 
lead them on in the knowledge of Christ. As 
a conference we conceive our missionary 
assignment also to include “to unite local 
churches of a given field into an organized 
Conference which constitutes the 
proclamation of the gospel, directs and 
regulates its own financial requirements” 
(Guiding Principles and Policies of 
Mennonite Brethren Church Missions). 
In keeping with the focal emphasis of the 
gospel, we recognize that specialized 
ministries such as education, medicine, 
agriculture, material aid, etc., must be 
integrated into the primary mission of 
evangelism and the building of local 

churches. Ministries of like specialization 
and of humanitarian concern must be related 
to the spiritual thrust of the gospel for the 
personal salvation of lost men and women. 
In view of the changing world of our time, 
missionary strategy of our brotherhood must 
take into account world-wide trends which 
necessitate serious consideration. The 
exploding world population places before us 
the gigantic task of utilizing men and means, 
in proper proportion, in the proclamation of 
the gospel, lest impersonal methods of 
evangelism become missions by proxy. 
The ecumenical movement, too, has far-
reaching influences on the total missionary 
outreach of our Brotherhood. We are grateful 
for every spiritual renewal by the Spirit of 
God; nevertheless, we must continue to 
support evangelical agencies for spiritual 
unity and evangelical concern. 
The establishment of local national churches 
under leadership possessing evangelistic zeal 
shall remain our primary thrust, with 
particular emphasis on a “partnership of 
equality and mutuality” with the national 
churches. All true missionary work shall 
continue to be directed to the establishing of 
strong national churches, who in turn become 
the agencies of evangelism and missions. 
There is no single formula for success in 
missionary work. It is for this reason that the 
Board of Missions calls upon the Conference 
of Mennonite Brethren Churches to give 
themselves to fervent prayer, “looking unto 
Jesus, the author and finisher of our faith” 
(Hebrews 12:2); to move forward by faith, 
trusting God to make good His promises; and 
to accept the opportunities, the “Open Door” 
in a day when the “Commission in Conflict” 
is assured of ultimate victory because of our 
great God and Saviour, Jesus Christ. 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to 
accept this recommendation — Presented by 
Board of Missions/Services. GCY, 1966, p. 
103-104. 
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1966 — Mission organization in relation to 
national conferences 

 
Recommendation 2: 
With the establishing of a national 
conference (having officially adopted a 
constitution and the “Confession of Faith” of 
the Conference of Mennonite Brethren 
Churches) the work of mission enters a new 
phase which alters not the purpose nor the 
personnel but the legislative and 
administrative relations of the Mission to the 
work. While legislation and administration of 
necessity have been unilateral heretofore, the 
principle of partnership, of equality and 
mutuality, should become operative. 
Legislation and administration thus become 
bilateral and require much negotiation and 
meditation. Only as mutual understanding 
and confidence prevail will there be a true 
brotherhood. 
1. Guiding Principles in a Partnership of 
Equality and Mutuality. 
a. The national conference is sovereign in the 
administration of its church ministries and 
church affairs, including its own budget. 
b. The mission is sovereign in the 
administration of mission ministries and 
mission affairs in areas geographically or 
ethnically unrelated to the Conference unless 
otherwise agreed upon by both partners. 
c. The Conference and the mission are 
partners in the mission outreach to the 
unevangelized areas and communities or in 
the opening of new areas in close geographic 
proximity of the Conference. 
d. The assignment of the missionary shall be 
by mutual agreement between the mission 
and the Conference and cannot be altered by 
unilateral action of either partner. 
2. Principles to Guide the Relationship and 

Assignment of the Missionary, the 
Missionary Fellowship, the Field Secretary, 
the Advisory Committee, and to Regulate the 
Budget, After the National Conference 
Becomes Established. (Note: This section is 
to be negotiated with the National 
Conference). 
a. The Missionary 
(1) All missionaries shall constitute an 
integral part of the national conference with 
all rights, privileges and responsibilities. 
(2) All missionaries are eligible to be elected 
by the national conference to serve in 
conference committees. 
Missionaries should avoid constituting a 
majority in a committee. In respect to his 
ministry a missionary should not accept 
responsibilities in too many committees or in 
a committee that could interfere with his 
assignment. 
(3) A certain number of missionaries will be 
needed to minister within the national 
conference in a Bible-teaching program, in 
pastoral assistance, and in professional 
services. These ministries by missionaries 
must not be denied to the national churches, 
and they will absorb a certain number of 
especially qualified missionary personnel for 
an indefinite period of time. 
(4) Principally, a missionary’s ministry must 
be one of “missions”. Thus only can he truly 
fulfill his missionary calling and do justice to 
the “sending churches”. The missionary’s 
main ministry is to the unevangelized world. 
This evangelism program, however, must be 
“church-based” and actively involve the 
national churches. Hence a missionary’s 
evangelistic ministry must be rendered 
through the church, but not primarily to the 
church, but with the church in an expansion 
program. 
(5) The administration of the ministries of 
missionaries functioning within the national 
conference is under the administrative body 
of the national conference in consultation 
with the secretary who administers the 

The Board of Missions recommends that the 
following statement be adopted as a guide in the 
organizational relationship of the Board of 
Missions and the national conferences: 
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expansion program, and who in turn is 
responsible in these matters to the Board of 
Missions. 
b. The Missionary Fellowship and MCC 
(1) MAC discontinues when a national 
conference has been properly organized (see 
Mission “Organization in Relation to the 
National Conference”, p. 15); the Mission 
Administrative Committee (MAC) as an 
administrative body is dissolved. From that 
point on any administration of missions or 
the expansion program is under the field 
secretary. 
(2) The Missionary Fellowship and Executive 
Committee. As long as there are several or 
more missionaries on the field, the 
missionary fellowship continues. The 
missionary fellowship elects three officers 
which constitute the executive committee of 
the fellowship. The duties of the executive 
committee of the fellowship are listed under 
d., page 11. The executive committee is also 
to assume the pastoral responsibility in 
relation to the missionaries as stated in e. (2), 
pages 12 and 13. The Board of Missions may 
delegate additional responsibilities to this 
committee as needed and deemed advisable. 
However, in matters of administration, as it 
relates to the missionary program of the 
Conference, the Board will communicate 
directly with the administrative body of the 
national conference through the field 
secretary. 
c. The Field Secretary 
(1) Appointment. When the national 
conference duly functions, the administration 
of missions or the expansion program shall 
be directed by a field secretary mutually 
agreed upon and responsible to the Board of 
Missions and the administrative body of the 
national conference. Such secretary should 
preferably live on the field to become 
involved in missions and in the national 
conference. 
(2) Eligibility. The field secretary may be 
chosen from the home constituency, or from 

the missionaries, or from the membership of 
the national church. The field secretary must 
be acceptable to the national church, to the 
missionaries on the field, and to the home 
Board. 
(3) Liaison ship. The field secretary is not a 
member of the home Administrative 
Secretariat, though he exercises liaison 
functions between the national conference 
and the home Board and Secretariat. If he is a 
member of the missionary fellowship, he 
should not involve himself extensively in its 
activity nor hold office in the executive 
committee. His responsibility, duties, and 
functions are to be negotiated with the home 
Board. 
d. Advisory Committee to the Field Secretary 
Three brethren elected by the governing body 
of the national church, and the three 
executive officers of the missionary 
fellowship shall constitute a consultative and 
advisory committee to the field secretary. 
e. Triennial meetings 
In order to cooperate efficiently and 
aggressively, it is expedient that the national 
conference, the field secretary, the Board 
representative, and the missionary fellowship 
meet triennially to review the work and draw 
up a three-year’s program of advancement to 
be presented to the national legislative body 
and the home Board for review and approval. 
f. Budget for church expansion 
The budget for the church expansion ministry 
is to be mutually agreed upon, preferably on 
a three-year basis and shared on a percentage 
basis between the national conference and the 
mission. It can be subject to annual review. 
A number of questions were asked and 
answered. It was moved and seconded that 
recommendation 2 be accepted to serve as a 
guide and basis for negotiation and that this 
guide be subject to revision as the interests of 
the work of missions should require. Carried. 
— Presented by Board of Missions/Services. 
GCY, 1966, p. 104-106. 
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1966 — Acceptance of Panama mission  

field by Conference 
 
Recommendation 3: 
The Conference carried on mission work 
among the Choco Indians in Colombia for a 
number of years. In 19S4 it became 
impossible to continue such work due to 
political restriction in areas of primitive 
peoples. Since the same people extended into 
the Darien, Panama, approaches were made 
from that Republic to minister to these same 
Indian tribes. 
The labors among this primitive people have 
been greatly blessed of God and a goodly 
number of believers have been organized into 
several indigenous churches. The 
Conference, however, has never adopted 
Panama as a regular mission field. The Board 
therefore recommends that the conference 
accept Panama as a mission field and thus 
authorize the Board of Missions to continue 
the ministry in that republic and to the Choco 
Indians in the Darien. 
It was moved, seconded and carried to accept 
recommendation 43. —Presented by Board 
of Missions/Services. GCY, 1966, p. 106-
107. 
 
1966 — Acceptance of budget and increase 
for expansion of missions program. 
 
a. that the Conference approve the sum of 
$1,046,836 for the fiscal year, 1966-67. 
b. that the Conference allow an annual five 
percent increase for expansion of the mission 
work and an increase sufficient to cover the 
inflation in the various fields. Adopted. — 
Presented by Board of Missions/Services. 
GCY, 1966, p. 107. 
 
1966 — Future organization and 

orientation of Board of Missions/ Services 
 
Resolution: 
Your newly-elected Board of Missions and 
Services met for organizational purposes and 
deliberation upon steps that needed to be 
initiated immediately. The Board presents the 
following resolution: 
1. Both programs will continue for the time 
being as heretofore. 
2. The office staff is requested to continue 
as agreed upon by the respective boards 
which called them into the service. 
3. The Board will meet in February to 
develop principles of operation and come to 
further agreement with the office staff, fully 
honoring former commitments. 
4. News releases in our conference 
periodicals will appear under the caption 
“Board of Missions and Services” in order to 
develop a sense of integration of the 
programs in our constituency. 
5. That churches continue to receive and 
designate funds for missions and welfare and 
remit them to the treasuries as heretofore 
until further notice will come to the churches. 
This information will appear in the 
Mennonite Brethren Herald and the Christian 
Leader. Resolution adopted. — Presented by 
Board of Trustees. GCY, 1966, p. 137. 
 
1969 — Acceptance of several budgets for 
1970-1972 
 
Recommendation: 
We recommend that the following budgets be 
accepted: 
 January 1, 1970—May3l, 1970 $ 440,480.00 
 1970-71 1,160,000.00 
 1971-72 1,205,000.00 
After discussion, it was moved, seconded and 
passed to accept the budget. — Presented by 
Board of Missions/Services. UCY, 1969, p. 
84. 
 
 

In faith in a living and omnipotent God and a 
faithful sacrificial brotherhood and in view of the 
need and possibilities of our day, the Board 
recommends: 
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1969 — Board member visits to mission 
fields 
 

The statement emphasized the fact that all 
churches be made aware of the need for, and 
the benefits of regular official visits to the 
mission fields by office secretaries and Board 
members. These visits should include 
spiritual and administrative ministries and 
should be made on a regular periodic basis, 
rather than depending upon invitations from 
the fields. 
It was moved, seconded and passed to accept 
the recommendation. — Presented by Board 
of Missions/Services. GCY, 1969, p. 84. 
 
1969 — Reduction of financial 
indebtedness of Board of Missions/ 
Services 
 
The Board chairman reported that in view of 
a deep concern over the indebtedness of the 
Board, a group of 60 missionaries gave 
$2,400. He suggested that the delegation as 
well as the churches be given the opportunity 
to do likewise. 
4. It was moved, seconded and passed to 
allow for voluntary pledges by delegates at 
the evening session to reduce the 
indebtedness and that the churches be given 
the same opportunity. — Presented by Board 
of Missions/Services. GCY, 1969, p. 84. 
 
1972 — Priorities for Conference missions 
program 
 
We recommend that the Conference approve 
the priorities as follows: 
a. Our first and foremost task is to 
evangelize and plant churches. 
b. We will recognize the autonomy of the 
national church and transfer responsibility as 
soon as possible. 

c. We will assist the national church, 
especially in areas of evangelism and training 
of leadership. Adopted. — Presented by 
Board of Missions/Services. GCY, 1972, p. 
38. 
 
1972 — Expansion of Conference missions 
program 
 
Recommendation 2: 
The indebtedness of the last years made it 
clear that our Mission should not spend 
according to budget but according to the 
monies at hand. 
We recommend that during the next three 
years the plans for expansion be 
communicated to our churches and that we 
expand our work as money becomes 
available by: 
a. Cooperating with the churches abroad 
through a new Thrust Evangelism program 
each year. Thrust Evangelism is an effort to 
use all means of evangelism and church 
planting for three years in a high potential 
area. 
b. Sending 20 new missionaries in 
evangelism and church planting. Our sister 
conferences in India and Colombia are asking 
us for more workers in new areas. Large 
populations in Japan and Brazil need the 
gospel. Zaire has a large population and 
neglected tribes needing to be evangelized. 
Radio work in Zaire is getting another look in 
an effort to reach more people. New 
countries such as Vietnam, Indonesia, Nepal, 
Bangladesh, and French-speaking West 
Africa appear to be open for our workers. 
c. Sending 60 Good News Corpsmen in 
evangelism and church planting. There is a 
new stirring among our under-30-people. 
There are young evangels among us who are 
willing to go with hardly more than coat and 
sandals to spend their whole time in 
evangelism and church planting. These 
people would be called by their churches, 
funded jointly by the Board and the church, 

A recommendation from the missionaries 
concerning Board members’ visits to the field 
was read. 
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and sent to serve under mature leadership at 
home and abroad. 
d. Sending as many self-supporting 
missionaries as possible. The early church 
was scattered by persecution. Today the 
church is being scattered by vocation. There 
are significant work opportunities abroad 
where our people can be placed in earning 
opportunities in order to evangelize and plant 
the church. Recommendation adopted. — 
Presented by Board of Missions/Services. 
GCY, 1972, p. 38-39. 
 
1975 — Basic priorities for Conference 
missions program 
 
We believe the Lord is calling us to advance 
in both existing and new fields. 
 
Recommendation 1: 
It was incumbent upon us during this 
Conference interim to carry through a major 
evaluation of our ministries in our fields. We 
made a fundamental review of our role as 
servants in countries abroad. Through study 
and prayer we agreed to be guided by three 
basic priorities which we believe to be in line 
with the Scriptures: 
We recommend that the Conference approve 
the priorities as follows: 
a. Our first and foremost task is to 
evangelize and plant churches. 
b. We will recognize the autonomy of the 
national church and transfer responsibility as 
soon as possible. 
c. We will assist the national church, 
especially in areas of evangelism and training 
of leadership. 
The majority of our workers are assigned to 
evangelism and church planting. The grants 
given to national churches are principally for 
the same purpose. A week of special training 
in evangelism and church planting has been 
added to the orientation for new workers. 
In most countries today, the North American 
workers serve under the direction of the 

national conferences. In several countries 
agreements have been written to form joint 
mission boards which will become models 
for our future work. Ten and one-half percent 
of our budget goes to the national church to 
help it achieve its objectives. A first World 
Mennonite Brethren Consultation on 
Evangelization will be held immediately after 
the General Conference. 
A Leadership Scholarship Fund for national 
leaders is operative. Grants for the operation 
of Bible schools and seminaries are given 
regularly to the national conferences. 
Recommendation adopted. —Presented by 
Board of Missions/Services. GCY, 197S, p. 
108-109. 
 
1975 — Expansion of Conference missions 
program 
 
Recommendation 2: 
The indebtedness of the last years made it 
clear that our Mission should not spend 
according to budget but according to the 
monies at hand. 
We recommend that during the next three 
years the plans for expansion be 
communicated to our churches and that we 
expand our work as money becomes 
available by: 
a. Cooperating with the churches abroad 
through a new Thrust Evangelism program 
each year. Thrust Evangelism is an effort to 
use all means of evangelism and church 
planting for three years in a high potential 
area. 
b. Sending twenty new missionaries in 
evangelism and church planting. Our sister 
conferences in India and Colombia are asking 
us for more workers in new areas. Large 
populations in Japan and Brazil need the 
gospel. Zaire has a large population and 
neglected tribes needing to be evangelized. 
Radio work in Zaire is getting another look in 
an effort to reach more people. New 
countries such as Vietnam, Indonesia, Nepal, 
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Bangladesh, and French-speaking West 
Africa appear to be open for our workers. 
c. Sending sixty Good News Corpsmen in 
evangelism and church planting. There is a 
new stirring among our under-30-people. 
There are young evangels among us who are 
willing to go with hardly more than coat and 
sandals to spend their whole time in 
evangelism and church planting. These 
people would be called by their churches, 
funded jointly by the board and the church 
and sent to serve under mature leadership at 
home and abroad. 
Our budget has expanded within income and 
reserves. There has been a surplus each of the 
past three years.  Income and expenditures 
have increased. These increases have been 
primarily caused by inflation. 
Thrust Evangelism programs were begun in 
cooperation with the Brazil Association 
(1972), Brazil Convention (1972), and the 
Paraguay Convention (1973). Our experience 
with these required that they be modified to 
integrate more fully with our church work. 
Seventeen new missionaries were sent out 
during the past three years. Sixteen veterans 
who had served previously were drawn back 
into the work. Attrition, however, offset the 
additions so that we have the same number of 
missionaries as in 1972. 
Thirty-three Good News Corpsmen have 
been sent out. There has been no consistent 
effort in sending out self-supporting 
missionaries. 
Conclusion: We know that God is still with 
his faithful churches and that with intense 
prayer and sacrifice He will honor us with 
this advance. 
It was moved, seconded and carried to adopt 
the second recommendation. 
 
Recommendation 3: Entry into New 
Countries 
Our churches, through Missions/Services, 
have been and/or will be able to enter into 
new countries. 

The Board of Missions/Services intends to 
continue to carry out the mandate of Christ 
on behalf of our brotherhood — to go into all 
the world to preach the gospel, to disciple the 
nations, and to build His church on earth until 
He comes for it — and to work within the 
mandate of the 1972 Conference and to 
expand this work as rapidly as the churches 
make personnel and money available for it. 
It is the understanding of the Board that the 
world’s rising spiritual and physical needs, 
paralleled by our brotherhood’s rising 
affluence, mandate the Board to challenge the 
churches in our brotherhood to more intense 
and sacrificial giving for Mennonite Brethren 
Missions/Services. 
Recommendation of Conference: That we 
affirm the decision of the Board of 
Missions/Services to remain committed to the 
present fields-of activities and to an 
expansion in these fields according to 
possibility and advisability and to expand 
work in Indonesia, Spain and Africa. 
Motion: “That this recommendation be 
accepted”. The motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Missions/Services. GCY, 1975, 
p. 109-110, p. 113-114. 
 
1975 — Cooperation with, and aid to non-
Mennonite Brethren evangelical groups 
 
Recommendation 1: Non-Mennonite 
Brethren evangelicals 
Mennonite Brethren Missions/Services to 
date has concentrated on establishing 
Mennonite Brethren believers’ churches. One 
of the new mission opportunities calls for 
cooperation with non-Mennonite Brethren 
evangelical national churches (e.g. Indonesia) 
- Other new mission opportunities will call 
for similar cooperation. 
Recommendation. That we affirm personnel 
and financial aid to non-Mennonite Brethren 
evangelical groups where aid will help these 
churches in reaching their goals. 
Before a vote was taken, further information 
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was given about the advisability of this 
motion, following which the delegates were 
asked to form small groups to discuss this 
resolution. 
Motion: “That this recommendation be 
accepted.” The motion carried. 
Recommendation 2: Non-Mennonite 
Brethren non-evangelicals 
Thousands of independent churches have 
formed around the world. Some are very 
orthodox. Many are quite far from the truth 
of the Word. Some of these groups (e.g. 
African Independent Churches) are asking us 
for help, especially for Bible teaching. 
Similar requests for Bible teaching are also 
coming from Catholic circles. 
Recommendation. That we affirm personnel 
aid to non-Mennonite Brethren non-
evangelical groups where our personnel can 
help these groups find a more biblical 
foundation. 
A discussion took place after the presentation 
of a brief summary as to the meaning and 
intent of the recommendation. Some 
reservations were expressed. 
Motion: “That this recommendation be 
accepted.” The motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Missions/Services. GCY, 1975, 
p. 
 
MISSIONS — HOME 
 
1966 — Home Missions removed from 
General Conference and attached to area 
and district/provincial conferences 
(a) The vice-chairman moved a constitutional 
amendment by which the work of home 
missions would be removed from General 
Conference regulation and supervision and 
become entirely the responsibility of the area, 
district, and/or provincial conferences. 
It was moved and seconded to accept this 
suggested amendment. Carried — Presented 
by vice-chairman of Conference. GCY, 1966, 
p. 129. 
 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 
EVANGELICALS 
 
1966 — Conference membership in 
National Association of Evangelicals 
We recommend that since Canada has 
organized an Evangelical Fellowship 
comparable to the National Association of 
Evangelicals, that at such time when the 
U.S.A. applies for membership as a 
conference, the General Conference 
membership be withdrawn. 
It was moved and seconded that the motion 
be accepted. The motion carried. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 22. 
 
ORDINATION 
 
1966 — Ordination of ministers from 
other denominations 
 
Our Conference has spoken to this issue at 
various times. In the General Conference 
Yearbook of 1948, page 106, No. 1, we read 
as follows: 
“The call and ordination of brethren to the 
teaching ministry of the church should be 
carried through in such a fashion and based 
on biblical principles that the church may 
preserve the deep consciousness that the 
Holy Spirit has called and appointed the 
minister into the position of service (Eph. 
4:11). 
“Such appointment must be carried out in 
complete keeping with the teaching of the 
pastoral epistles of Paul. Where individual 
brethren have appointed themselves as 
firstfruits to the ministry of the saints (I Cor. 
16:1S), their service is not permitted to lead 
to any divisions within the church (Rom. 
16:17). 
“It is further necessary to consider that we do 
not call teachers of the Word from the 
churches outside of our conference 
fellowship because they frequently hold 
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teachings which we as Mennonite Brethren 

conference cannot endorse. It is further to be 
re-emphasized that all ordinations of 
ministers be carried out in keeping with the 
Conference policies as outlined in the 
resolution of the General Conference of 
1933, which reads as follows: 
“‘The local church that wishes to ordain a 
brother should make its wish known to the 
representatives of the neighboring churches 
for their consideration and endorsement. 
Having received such endorsement, the 
church will call some experienced brethren 
who have the confidence of our Conference 
to officiate at the ordination.’ 
“According to a resolution passed by the 
General Conference in 1943, our Conference 
does not recognize ordinations of other 
denominations in our churches with the 
exception of those of the Krimmer Menno-
nite Brethren Church. It is, therefore, 
necessary that all brethren who, after an 
acceptance as workers in our Conference, 
even though they may have been ordained by 
other conferences, be ordained according to 
rules and regulations of our own 
denomination.” 
Your present Board of Reference and 
Counsel believes that the above quoted 
resolution should stand in principle and be 
followed as a guide in all normal situations. 

In recent years a number of ordained brethren 
of other churches and denominations have 
expressed a desire to join our brotherhood 
and serve the Lord in our churches as 
ministers and pastors. An alarming situation 
has developed in our Conference in that a 
number of our churches find themselves 
without a pastor and apparently we do not 
have enough ministers in our Conference to 
fill these pastorates. We should exhort one 
another as individuals and churches to pray 
more earnestly that the Lord of the harvest 
give us more laborers. 
Many of our Conference churches feel that in 
answer to their prayer for more laborers they 
are led to call pastors from other churches 
and denominations. 
In order to find a God-honoring way to 
protect the ministry of our Conference and 
not to ask ordained men to violate their 
consciences, the Board of Reference and 
Counsel recommends the following: 
The following procedure shall be observed 
for the “Ordination Recognition Service”. 
1. The minister brother concerned should be 
asked to fill out the regular “Statement of 
Faith” questionnaire required ordinarily for 
ordination to the satisfaction of the 
examining committee. 
2. At the “Ordination Recognition Service” 
the church shall charge the brother concerned 
to state openly before the congregation that 
he has accepted the Bible to be the inspired 
Word of God and the final authority in all 
matters pertaining to life and doctrine, that he 
has the inner assurance of being born again, 
that he has the conviction of being called of 
God to preach the gospel, that he pledges 
himself to work in harmony and in 
cooperation with the ministering brethren of 
our Conference, and to uphold, promote and 
support wholeheartedly the total program of 
the Conference of the Mennonite Brethren 
Churches. 
3. The church should be charged to 
recognize the brother to have been called of 

Some of these ministering brethren coming from 
other churches and denominations have no difficulty 
in submitting to re-ordination by our churches, 
while others feel that they would offend their 
consciences by so doing because they feel that 
thereby they would call into question or nullify their 
first ordination, which to them was a sacred act and 
a complete dedication to the work of the ministry. 

That when ordained ministering brethren come to us 
from other churches and denominations to serve in our 
conference churches and have conscientious 
reservations about submitting to reordination, the 
churches have for them an “Ordination Recognition 
Service” after which they are to be recognized as 
ordained ministers of our Conference. 
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God to be a minister of the gospel, to commit 
themselves to support him faithfully in 
prayer, to hear from him the Word of God 
willingly and attentively, and to support him 
satisfactorily with material needs. 
4. He shall be recognized and welcomed as 
an ordained brother in our conference. 
(g) Recommendation 11 was read to the 
Conference by the secretary. In the ensuing 
discussion it was pointed out by members of 
the delegation that it was primarily the first 
part of the recommendation to which the 
Conference should respond. It was therefore 
moved and seconded that this 
recommendation be amended by deleting the 
last paragraph (3). Carried. 
It was moved, seconded and carried that 
recommendation 9 as amended be adopted. 
— Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 34-36. 
 
1972 — Ordination of ministers in the 
church 
 
Resolution on ordination: 
Ordination, visibly expressed through the 
laying on of hands, is being questioned as a 
valid practice for today. From Scripture 
references such as Acts 6:1-6 (appointment 
of deacons), Acts 13:2-3 (appointment of 
missionaries), I Timothy 4:14 and 5:22 
(appointment of elders), it is apparent that the 
early church had adopted the procedure of 
laying on of hands. For the sake of order and 
unity, the practice of laying on of hands 
should be continued as a meaningful act by 
the church under the guidance of the Spirit. 
Concerning ordination, we affirm that: 
1. In the New Testament the laying on of 
hands is particularly associated with the 
teaching ministry in the church. The laying-
on of hands is the recognition of a gift 
bestowed by the Lord. It is the act by which 
the church identifies itself with the gifts and 
the tasks of the person, and consequently sets 
him apart with the authority to exercise the 

gifts within the congregation. 
2. Since prayer is central in the laying on of 
hands, it signifies the asking of God’s 
blessing upon the person who is to serve as a 
recognized leader or teacher. 
3. The act of laying on of hands is also a 
token of fellowship and group solidarity. 
4. The laying on of hands presupposes the 
inner call (ordination) by the Holy Spirit in 
terms of gifts given to qualify the man for the 
ministry. 
5. The local congregation has both the right 
to select from its members the one to be 
ordained and the ones who are to ordain, but 
to maintain and express the unity of the 
brotherhood and because the ministry of 
proclamation goes beyond the individual 
church, a local church should involve a wider 
constituency in the laying-on of hands. 
6. Biblical evidence does not answer the 
question about length or duration of the 
ordination. Ordination, while symbolizing 
authorization for the specific task, is an 
induction into service, not status. 
Note: We recognize, however, that laying on 
of hands may be practiced in contexts other 
than ordination. 
By consensus, the two words “and express” 
were inserted after the word “maintain” on 
point S (the above resolution is corrected 
according to this action). 
It was moved, seconded and carried to revise 
the second sentence of point 1 to read “The 
laying on of hands is the recognition of a gift 
bestowed by the Lord”, and to delete the third 
sentence from the same point (the above 
resolution is corrected according to this 
motion). 
It was moved, seconded, and failed to revise 
point number 2 by deleting the last six words 
of the sentence. 
It was moved, seconded and carried to adopt 
the resolution as revised. — Presented by 
Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1972, p. 14. 
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ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE, 
CONFERENCE 
 
1966 — Structure of World Conference, 
General Conference, and other Conference 
organizations 
 
It is not the purpose of this report to spell out 
the obvious need for or the nature of national, 
provincial or district conference, or local 
church organization. However, in seeking to 
evaluate the need for a World and a General 
Conference, certain observations concerning 
such further organizations seem to emerge. 
For instance, local church problems and 
ethical problems which may be unique to a 
particular area are best dealt with by persons 
in the general area in which that problem 
exists rather than on a General Conference or 
a World Conference level. Furthermore, 
home missions and evangelism appear to be 
most effective when related as directly as 
possible to the local churches associated in a 
provincial or district conference. Again, the 
closer one comes organizationally to the local 

church, the easier it becomes to place the 
emphasis on persons rather than on functions. 
Boards and organizations of youth, men’s 
groups, women’s groups, choir festivals, and 
so forth seem to function best in 
geographically smaller associations. 
It must always be remembered that primary 
responsibility to spread the gospel lies in the 
local church and with individual believers in 
that local church. The more that we can do on 
this level the more effective will be the 
witness of the World Conference of 
Mennonite Brethren Churches. 
Recommendation No. 2: We recommend 
that the above pattern of organization be 
accepted by this Convention as a basis for 
further study and negotiation and that a 
recommendation concerning implementation 
be brought to the 1969 Convention. 
After several brethren had expressed their 
appreciation of the intention of the motion, it 
was moved and seconded that it be accepted 
as presented. The motion carried. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 21. 
 
1972 — Organization of Program 
Committee of Conference 
 
III. The Board of Reference and Counsel 
recommends that the Program Committee of 
the General Conference in the future be 
constituted as follows: 
(a) The executive of the General Conference. 
(b) The executive of the District or Province 
where the Conference is to convene. 
(c) A representative of the host church(es). 
(Constitution needs to be amended. By-laws 
may be amended: Section 2, amending Part 
III. 
(a) Amending the By-laws. Motion to amend 
Part III, the By-laws, may be voted on by the 
delegates at the same convention at which 
they are offered. A two-thirds majority is 
required to carry such motions.) 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to 

There needs, however, to be a provision for 
the occasional election or appointment of 
temporary boards and committees on inter-
regional or international levels. For 
instance, music committees function well in 
smaller associations of churches because 
they deal primarily with people in our choirs 
and in the worship of our local 
congregations. However, the publication of 
a hymnal cannot be reasonably 
accomplished by a small association of local 
churches and a temporary national or 
international committee may need to be 
appointed for such a purpose. As we move 
organizationally farther away from the local 
church, there will be less and less need for 
permanent boards and committees. 
Temporary committees may be appointed to 
function in a specific way for a temporary 
period. 
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accept the recommendation. — Presented by 
Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1972, p. 16. 
 
 
PEACE AND NONRESISTANCE (See 
also Political Involvement) 
 
1969 — Resolution on the further study of 
the subject of war and nonresistance 
 
As a Conference we wish to acknowledge the 
legitimate concerns of those among us who 
are sensitive to the absence of a statement at 
this Convention regarding our position on 
war and associated evils. We wish to call to 
the delegates’ attention a Conference 
resolution passed at the 19S4 Convention, a 
portion of which reads as follows: 
“The Mennonite Brethren Church believes in 
nonresistance because… Nonresistance is a 
biblical principle clearly exemplified by 
Jesus Christ... participation in any form of 
war becomes impossible… War is evil, 
brutal, and inhuman. It glorifies might, greed, 
and selfishness. The nature of war remains 
incompatible with the new nature of a 
regenerated Christian.” 
We are persuaded, however, that a more 
recent statement on the above named subject 
is needed. We recommend that a study-in-
depth be carried on during the next triennium 
on the subject of involvement in war, and that 
a resolution be presented at the 1972 
Convention. 
While we recognize that such action may 
thus come later than desired, we present this 
resolution for the following reasons: 
1. The proposed resolution came through 
channels that have not ordinarily been 
followed. Consequently we have had no 
opportunity to study the matter as we would 
like. 
2. Resolutions relating to our stance on 
issues having such deep implications have 
generally been preceded by papers, study 

conferences, and other means of 
investigation. 
3. There is some question whether or not a 
convention held in Canada, with Canadian 
delegates in the majority, should legislate a 
resolution that primarily concerns the United 
States. 
a. A motion to accept the resolution was 
seconded; the motion carried. 
b. A motion to delete the third section of the 
resolution was moved and seconded. The 
motion was defeated. 
c. It was moved and seconded that the Board 
of Reference and Counsel present a statement 
reflecting the stance of the General 
Conference on war and violence, a stance 
which might be based on the General 
Conference statement of 19S4; the statement 
was to be presented to the 1969 Convention 
or at a later time in the name of the 
Conference. The motion carried. 
d. It was moved and seconded that the 
resolution read from the floor at the fourth 
session be included in the 1969 Yearbook. An 
amendment that the resolution be included in 
the Yearbook, but not in the minutes, was 
seconded; the amendment was defeated. The 
main motion was defeated. 
e. A motion that the resolution read from the 
floor at the fourth session be duplicated for 
distribution among delegates at the next 
session was seconded. The motion carried. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 85, 87-88. 
 
1969 — Actual resolution on war and 
violence 
 
The fifty-first General Conference of 
Mennonite Brethren Churches in session at 
Vancouver, B.C., August 23-26, 1969, 
reaffirms its historic position on peace and 
nonresistance and against war in keeping 
with its “Confession of Faith” and its 
understanding of scriptural teaching. 
We believe that the Christian’s new life in 
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Christ makes it inconsistent for him to 
participate in war or the destruction of life. 
The believer accepts Christ as his pattern (I 
John 2:6; I Peter 2:21) and his life is to be 
controlled by redemptive love. (Rom. 5:5; 
Matt. 5:44). 
We believe that war and violence are 
incompatible with the nature and calling of 
the church. The church is called to a ministry 
of reconciliation and restoration of man’s 
broken relationships to God and his 
fellowmen. War disrupts these relationships 
and destroys moral and spiritual values by its 
greed, selfishness and cruelty. In the present 
world of unrest we recognize our Christian 
responsibility personally to live consistently 
with the principles of love and peace, as well 
as to promote peace and good will in inter-
personal, inter-group, and international 
relations. The same principles shall apply in 
racial and industrial conflicts. 
We believe that Christians must be “subject 
to the powers that be” (Horn. 13:1). 
However, this subjection is limited by the 
believer’s primary loyalty to Christ, his 
Savior and Lord. In any conflict between the 
demands of the state and the commands of 
Christ, the Christian “ought to obey God 
rather than man” (Acts 5:29). 
We believe that the church has a prophetic 
role in relation to the state. Whenever the 
government fails in its divinely ordained 
function of administering justice and 
promoting peace, it is the Christian’s 
responsibility to express his concern, and to 
witness against the abuses of power and the 
miscarriage of justice. 
We believe that as Christians we should serve 
our government only in such ways as are in 
keeping with our faith and redemptive 
mission. We appeal, therefore, to all our 
members to accept some form of civilian 
service when they are called to serve their 
country. 
As a Brotherhood we pledge ourselves to 
seek prayerfully a fuller understanding and a 

more adequate expression of our Christian 
responsibility in a world of unrest. 
A motion to accept the resolution was 
seconded. 
a. A motion to replace “impossible” with 
“inconsistent” or some similar phraseology 
by the Board of Reference and Counsel was 
seconded. The motion carried. 
b. A motion that the resolution be referred to 
the Board of Reference and Counsel and that 
the Board of Reference and Counsel at its 
next meeting publish a fuller statement 
through our periodicals in the name of the 
Board, was seconded. 
c. An amendment to delete the last portion of 
the statement regarding implementation of 
the resolution was moved and seconded. The 
amendment was defeated. 
d. The motion to refer carried. — Presented 
by Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1969, p. 113-114. 
 
1975 — Clause on nonresistance in the 
revised (seventh) “Confession of Faith.” 
 
Amendment: It was moved and seconded to 
substitute and insert so as to have the last 
sentence of Article XV read: 
“We believe that it is not God’s will that 
Christians take up arms in military service 
but that, where possible, they perform 
alternative service to reduce strife, alleviate 
suffering and bear witness to the love of 
Christ”. The amendment carried. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 197S, p. 17. 
 
POLITICAL INVOLVEMENT (See also 
Social Action) 
 
1966 — Mennonite Brethren Stance 
towards political involvement 
 
Recommendation No. 3: Regarding 
Political Involvement 
I. Our Historical Attitude Toward Political 
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Involvement 
Historically, Mennonite Brethren have 
refrained from involvement and participation 
in political activities. At first, even voting at 
the polls was forbidden (1878). The last 
resolution, passed in 1890 by the General 
Conference with reference to political 
activity, reads, “That members of the church 
refrain from participation and involvement in 
the contentions of political parties, but are 
permitted to vote quietly at elections, and 
may also vote for prohibition.” Discussions 
and resolutions of our Conference reflect a 
strongly conservative position on the subject 
of political involvement. In addition to the 
warnings against political participation, the 
M .B. Church has also spoken against 
military conscription and service, urging men 
to choose alternative service in lieu of 
military service (1945). 
However, throughout her history, the M .B. 
Church has issued repeated statements in 
support of the government and has urged 
members to be obedient and law-abiding 
citizens. On the subject of patriotism, the 
Conference adopted a resolution in 1943 
which reads in part as follows: “…We 
confirm our undivided loyalty to our country 
and to our government which has graciously 
provided ways and means affording our 
young men a chance to serve their country 
without being compelled to become a part of 
the military power....” Elsewhere the M .B. 
Church says, “It is our conviction and belief 
that the honest application of the principles of 
righteousness, peace and charity, in an effort 
to establish national and international 
goodwill, will serve our country best and at 
the same time further what is best for all 
mankind.” 
The growing complexity of our social and 
political society, however, lays upon the M 
.B. Church the burden to define more clearly 
and more specifically its position on political 
involvements. Further statements follow, 
which may serve as guidelines for new 

encounters between the Christian and the 
state. 
II. Basic Principles for Christian Political 
Involvement 
Our concept of the nature of the church as 
well as our concept of the nature of the state 
will determine to a large extent the nature 
and the degree of our political involvement. 
If we conceive of the church as the “Called-
out assembly” (ecclesia) and as the 
“Company of the Committed”, which is then 
ultimately identified as a “Cross-bearing 
Community”, then it follows that 
involvement in the political activities of the 
state — which we might define as an agency 
ordained of God for the administration of 
justice in an evil society, and which is 
ultimately identified as a “sword-bearing 
authority” — must be severely restricted. 
Between the “Cross-bearing Community” 
and the “sword-bearing authority”, however, 
there is a “middle ground” which offers great 
opportunities for Christian involvement. The 
following guidelines should be observed in 
any involvement in the common life of 
society and state. 
1. Christian political involvement must be 
selective 
The Christian’s new nature, as well as his 
missionary vocation, will of necessity limit 
his social and political involvement. The 
principle of nonconformity to the world 
(Rom. 12:1-2; II Cor. 6:14-18) must be 
consistently applied to all inter-personal and 
inter-group relationships. At no time or place 
can the Christian suspend the exercise of his 
Christian ethical principles. This means that 
the believer must be highly selective in his 
political involvement in order to avoid any 
compromise of his faith and any restriction of 
his Christian witness. 
2. Christian political involvement must be 
redemptive 
Every activity of the Christian must be 
related to the redemptive ministry of the 
church. Political involvement has a tendency 
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to deflect Christians from their primary 
calling. The areas in which Christians can 
most effectively serve both their church and 
their country are the areas within the “middle 
ground” which formerly were considered the 
exclusive territory of the church: public 
education, public health, public welfare, etc. 
Although the institutions in these areas are 
now operated by the state, Christians may, in 
most instances, serve in them without 
compromising their biblical convictions. 
Such redemptive influence can also be 
exerted when Christians become members of 
school boards, of city councils, or of other 
civic organizations. 
3. Christian political involvement must be 
prophetic 
The Christian, as a member of the church and 
of the kingdom, must evaluate and judge all 
social institutions and political structures in 
the light of Christ’s teaching. He must 
witness against evil in all areas of life -- in 
the business world, in the professional world, 
in the entertainment world. The prophetic 
voice of the church will be a vote of protest 
against racial discrimination, social injustice, 
economic exploitation, and political 
corruption. It will also be a voice of 
proclamation of the truth, love, and 
righteousness that are to govern all human 
relationships. Above all it will be a voice that 
will call men to repentance, faith, and 
Christian commitment. 
III. We recommend the following practical 
guidelines regarding a political involvement: 
1. We believe that we should pray for those 
holding political authority that we may live in 
peace and quietness (I Tim. 2:1-2). 
2. We believe that the chief concern of all 
Christians should be the extension of the 
Kingdom of Christ. Political involvement can 
easily become an “entanglement” which 
defeats this purpose (Matt. 6:33, II Tim. 2:4; 
Matt. 28:18-20). 
3. We believe that government is of God, but 
that the church should not attempt to ally 

itself with any specific political ideology or 
political party, since none is intrinsically 
Christian (Romans 13:1-7). 
4. We believe that the defense of the political 
order in general or of a specific political 
system is not the responsibility or duty of the 
Christian church (John 18:36). 
5. We believe that the church and its 
members individually should be 
constructively critical of the political order, 
always seeking to promote justice, respect for 
human dignity, and conditions of peace 
(James 5:1-6; I Peter 3:13-17). 
6. We believe that “super-patriotism” and 
“militant nationalism” are unbecoming to a 
Christian. We believe that as Christians we 
are called to a higher calling and that our 
primary allegiance is to a heavenly kingdom. 
Christians ought not to give undivided 
loyalty to any political unit (Philippians 3:20; 
Colossians 1:13). 
7. We believe that it is proper for Christians 
to vote, to exert influence on governmental 
officials (provided that neither means nor 
ends are unchristian), and also under special 
conditions to stand for political office if 
neither the attempt to gain the position or the 
exercise of its functions requires a 
compromise of Christian ethics (Colossians 
3:17). 
It was moved, seconded, and accepted that 
the statement of specific recommendations 
(Item III above) include a recommendation 
encouraging believers to pray for the 
government. It was further moved, seconded, 
and accepted that the seven specific 
recommendations (Item LII above) stand as 
guidelines for the members of our churches. 
A motion was made and seconded to the 
effect that the Conference accept the 
preamble to the specific recommendations as 
it was read to and amended by the 
Conference. Carried — Presented by Board 
of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 1966, p. 23-
25. 
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1975 — Resolution on Israeli-Arab conflict 
 
The brethren of the Board of Reference and 
Counsel are deeply concerned about the 
polarization that is surfacing in our 
Brotherhood with regard to the Arab-Israeli 
conflict. We would, therefore, express a word 
of caution against the violation of our peace-

position by an endorsement of either Israeli 
or Arab militarism or terrorism. 
We recognize that the Israel of the Old 
Covenant has given us the Old Testament 
books in which the New Testament church 
finds its historical and theological roots, and 
that the church will always feel deeply 
indebted to Israel. Also, we deplore the 
atrocities which the Jewish people have 
suffered at the hand of gentiles in the 
centuries past. And while as a Brotherhood 
we may not have any political solutions of 
the Israeli-Arab conflict to offer, we feel that 
the pro-Israeli and pro-Arab positions, 
espoused by many in our Brotherhood, easily 
leads to an identification with Israeli or Arab 
militarism, which is contrary to the way of 
love as taught by our Lord. 
We should, therefore, remind ourselves that 
the New Testament writers are concerned, 
not with the nationhood of any people, but 
with the salvation of all mankind. ‘For there 
is no distinction between Jew and Greek; the 
same Lord is Lord of all and bestows his 
riches upon all who call upon him” (Rom. 
10:12). While we do not know all that God 
may have in store for the Jews and the Arabs, 
we know that there is no salvation for any 
person, except in the name of Jesus (Acts 
4:12). 
Whereas we must allow for different methods 
of interpreting prophecies concerning Israel, 
as a Brotherhood we should agree: (a) to pray 
for both Jew and Arab according to the 
Scripture: I Tim. 2:1-5. (b) to bring “the 
Gospel of peace” to all nations; (c) to 
minister to the needs of suffering peoples, be 

they Jew or Arab; (d) to oppose violence and 
atrocities when these are committed by any 
nation. 
Motion: (i) “That the several suggested 
changes in the recommendation be 
incorporated.” 
This motion carried and the corrections were 
made. 
Motion: (ii) “That the corrected resolution be 
accepted.” This motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1975, p. 
45-46. 
 
1975 — Letter of Gratitude to Canadian 
and U.S. governments 
 
Motion: “That the Resolutions Committee 
draw up a resolution thanking the U.S.A. and 
Canadian Governments for the freedom we 
enjoy and the assistance we received by way 
of material aid for our world-wide relief 
program.” 
Amendment to the motion: “That John 
Redekop prepare this resolution.” This 
motion of amendment carried. 
Motion: “That the recommendation with the 
amendment be accepted.” The motion 
carried. The drafted resolution is as follows: 
 
The Right Honourable P. E. Trudeau 
Prime Minister of Canada 
Dear Prime Minister: 
 
Mr. Gerald Ford 
President of the United States of America 
Washington, D.C. 
 
Dear President Ford: 
 
The 527 delegates representing 240 
Mennonite Brethren congregations in North 
America, assembled for their fifty-third 
General Conference in Winnipeg, Manitoba, 
August 9-12, 1975, herewith express their 
sincere appreciation to you and your 
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Government for the extensive material aid 
and other assistance provided through the 
(for Canada— Canadian International 
Development Agency) (for U.S.A. — 
Agency for International Development) as 
well as other agencies during the past years. 
Our desire to be faithful in expressing 
Christian love through personal involvement 
and providing Christian material assistance in 
many parts of the world has been greatly 
facilitated by your Government’s important 
contribution. We look forward to continued 
close cooperation between your Government 
and its relevant agencies and our Board of 
Missions and Services as well as the 
Mennonite Central Committee. 
We pray that God will direct you and your 
associates as you face many difficult 
decisions during this time of grave problems 
but also of great opportunities. — Presented 
by Resolutions Committee. GCY, 1975, p. 
179-180. 
 
RADIO AND TELEVISION (See also 
Board of Mass Media) 
 
1966 — Establishment of a Radio and 
Television Committee at the General 
Conference level 
 
It is therefore recommended by the above 
body: “That definite steps be taken to 
establish a General Conference Radio and 
Television Commission to study the 
possibilities of future expansion in these 
areas for an effective outreach and fulfillment 
of our task to evangelize the world.” 
The recommendation in the report, to 
establish a Radio and Television 
Commission, was raised to a motion. It was 
seconded and carried. — Presented by a 
Temporary Committee of Mennonite 
Brethren Radio Broadcasting Group. GCY, 
1966, p. 148. 
 
1969 — Implementation of above proposal 

A motion to charge the Board of Reference 
and Counsel with implementation of the 
suggestion of the Radio/1’elevision 
Commission, and to go on record that the 
Convention views with favor further work in 
this area, was seconded; the motion carried. 
— Presented by Conference Delegation. 
GCY, 1969, p. 116. 
 
1972 — Establishment of the Board of 
Mass Media 
 
See under Board of Mass Media. 
 
SECRET SOCIETIES 
 
1975 — Mennonite Brethren Church 
stance on membership in secret societies 
 
Motion: It was moved and seconded that the 
last clause in Article XIII (of our “Confession 
of Faith”) be altered to read: 
“We discourage membership in secret 
societies” instead of “we do not permit active 
membership in such societies”. 
This motion carried and is reflected in the 
previously reported “Confession of Faith”. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1975, p. 17. 
 
1969 — Recommendations of the U.S. 
Conference in respect to a joint Seminary 
 
About one year ago, the Board of Reference 
and Counsel of the General Conference of the 
Mennonite Brethren Churches presented a 
recommendation to the U.S. Conference and 
the Canadian Conference that we establish a 
joint Seminary in the greater Vancouver area, 
a Seminary that would represent all the 
churches of the General Conference of the 
Mennonite Brethren Churches. 
Since a U.S. Conference Seminary is 
operational at this time, and is a work we feel 
the Lord is and has been blessing, this 
becomes a matter of special interest to our 
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Conference. The question was presented to 
the U.S. Conference in August and after 
discussion it was decided that the 
Coordinating Board should study the matter, 
find an acceptable solution and present the 
same to the churches for their approval. 
We would like to present several resolutions 
for approval by your church. If approved, 
these will be presented to the General 
Conference of Mennonite Brethren Churches 
at their regular session in British Columbia 
on August 23-27, 1969. 
i. We express thanks to God for the Seminary 
he has given us in Fresno, and pledge 
ourselves to continued prayerful support, 
praying that God will allow the school to 
grow and expand under the anointed 
leadership of men of God who seek to know 
the mind of Christ. 
ii. Resolved that we, the churches of the U.S. 
Conference, declare ourselves willing to 
unify our graduate theological training in a 
Seminary which would represent the total 
membership of the General Conference of 
Mennonite Brethren Churches. Such a 
unified Seminary seems reasonable in the 
light of: 
A. The close fellowship experienced between 
the churches as well as the natural exchange 
of pastors and workers. 
B. The increased effectiveness which could 
result from the combining of such resources 
as faculty, administrators, libraries, and 
finances. 
C. The unity to be gained through such a 
training program for ministers, missionaries, 
and other workers would allow us to witness 
with a clear, unified voice to the world. 
iii. Resolved that the U.S. Conference ask 
that the General Conference, in session in 
August, 1969, vote favorably on the matter of 
establishing a joint Seminary, and that a 
Seminary Board be elected by the General 
Conference. 
iv. Resolved that if the General Conference 
of Mennonite Brethren Churches is favorable 

toward a unified program of graduate 
theological training, the following be 
suggested as to the implementation of such a 
program: 
A. To assure a continuous program of 
training, the Fresno campus resources be 
offered for interim use by the unified 
program. These resources are: 
1. The present program of instruction. 
2. The faculty. 
3. The campus, buildings, library, and other 
physical equipment. 
B. The General Conference Seminary Board 
work with the Committees of Reference and 
Counsel of both Conferences (Canadian and 
U.S.) on recommendations to be considered 
by the General Conference of Mennonite 
Brethren Churches at their 1972 sessions.  
Among the details to be arranged would be 
such items as: 
1. Details of the transition to be arranged 
with the present U.S. Seminary Board. 
2. Establishment of a time schedule, by 
mutual agreement, for the gradual transfer of 
the operation of the Seminary to the new 
Board. 
3. Consideration of permanent location. 
 4. Provision for the proper recognition of the 
U.S. Conference financial equity in the 
present program of theological training and 
in campus facilities. 
The above resolutions should be considered 
by your church. Unless we hear a negative 
vote from you by June 1, 1969, the 
Committee will assume that your church is in 
favor of these resolutions and stands ready to 
support them and to act upon them. 
Churches having questions about this matter 
should be free to call, write or contact one of 
the U.S. Conference officers. 
The above, then represents the official 
response of the U.S. Conference to the 
request from the General Conference Board 
of Reference and Counsel. 
It is our sincere hope and prayer that God 
will give grace and direction to us as we 



232 

consider this so vital question. Our prayer is 
also for you brethren of the Board of 
Reference and Counsel as you prepare this 
matter for presentation on the Conference 
floor. 
Sincerely yours in Christ, U.S. Conference of 
the Mennonite Brethren Churches. 
— Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 34-35. 
 
1969 — Response of Canadian Conference 
to proposal re joint Seminary 
 
To the M .B. Churches of the Canadian 
Conference. 
Dear Brethren, Greetings in our Lord’s 
Name! 
You will recall that last July the following 
resolution was brought to the Canadian 
Conference by the Moderator of our General 
Conference: 
“We recommend to both the United States 
and Canadian Area Conferences that we 
initiate plans at the 1969 General Conference 
Session to establish a unified Seminary in the 
Vancouver area.” (See pages 37-39 of the 
1968 Canadian Conference Yearbook for 
details). 
In order to study the implications of this 
recommendation, a Study Commission of 
eight brethren was appointed, representing 
our Conference Boards as well as all the 
provinces. (See pages 77-78 of 1968 
Yearbook). 
This Study Commission… reported its 
findings to the Council of Boards which met 
in Calgary on January 17th and 18th. 
The Commission had investigated the 
following: 
— the cost of building such an institution and 
campus and of operating such a Seminary. 
— the effect such an institution might have 
on our Bible Institutes and the Bible College. 
— the value of such a school for our 
churches. 
— the resources available in our Brotherhood 

in terms of students as well as faculty. 
The Report of the Commission ran into many 
pages. The following, hence, constitutes but a 
summary of the conclusions to which the 
brethren came: 
— The cost of building a campus and the 
operation of such a schoo1, even if costs 
were shared with the U.S. Area Conference 
churches, appeared to be prohibitive. 
— Such a school would have a definite effect 
on our existing schools, especially on the 
Bible College. Not only would financial 
support be diverted from the College to the 
Seminary, but students as well, and possibly 
some faculty members. The brethren thus felt 
that the College would be adversely affected 
even if a unified Seminary were established 
at any other location. 
— There would be benefits in having a 
united Seminary program. Even if fewer 
students would attend a seminary than now 
attend our other theological schools, we 
would possibly have better trained workers. 
— Such a school would serve as a unifying 
center for our entire brotherhood. If, 
however, this would mean the 
discontinuation of our theology program at 
our Bible College, the gains might not be as 
great. 
— In order to serve our Brotherhood most 
effectively, a united Seminary would have to 
enjoy the confidence and whole-hearted 
support of our total Brotherhood. This whole-
hearted support may be rather difficult to 
obtain at this stage. 
After the Study Commission had presented 
its report to the Council of Boards and after 
considerable discussion, the Commission was 
asked by the Council of Boards to draw up a 
resolution to be presented to the churches. 
The Study Commission subsequently 
submitted the following, which was accepted 
by the Council of Boards: 
 In keeping with the decision of the 
Canadian Conference in Clearbrook, July, 
1968, the Commission appointed to study the 
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brief presented by the moderator of our 
General Conference concerning the 
establishment of a joint Seminary with the 
United States Area Conference at Vancouver, 
reported its findings to the Council of 
Boards, which met in Calgary on January 
17th and 18th, 1969. 
The report of the Commission reflected the 
feeling that our Canadian Brotherhood is not 
prepared at this time, because of the great 
cost and because of the effect that it would 
have on our present existing institutions, to 
establish a joint Seminary. 
Be it resolved, therefore: 
1. That we are not prepared at present to 
establish a joint Seminary with the United 
States Area Conference. 
2. That we encourage our College faculty to 
pursue efforts at establishing a working 
relationship with the Mennonite Brethren 
Seminary in Fresno, by such means as 
Summer Schools (alternating in Fresno and 
in Winnipeg), faculty exchanges, a joint 
publication, etc. 
3. That we encourage our brethren in the 
Board of Higher Education to put forth every 
effort to develop our program of theological 
training to the best of our resources in funds, 
faculty, and students. 
4. That the constituency encourage our youth 
to seek theological training. 
Thus this brief and the resolution is being 
submitted to you at this time with the request 
that this information be shared with all the 
members of your church and they be given an 
opportunity to express their views on this 
matter. Particularly delegates meeting at the 
provincial conferences will need to be 
informed, since the provincial conferences 
will deal with this issue at their 1969 
conventions. 
In this way we hope to obtain a consensus of 
opinion of our Canadian Brotherhood when 
the matter is to be discussed at our Canadian 
Conference when it meets on July 5-8 in 
Winnipeg this summer. — Presented by 

Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1969, p. 35-37. 
 
1969 — Response of churches of 
Conference to proposal re joint Seminary 
 
At the 59th annual Convention of the 
Canadian Conference of Mennonite Brethren 
Churches the delegates considered the 
resolution which had been presented to the 
Area Conference during the summer of 1968. 
As directed, this matter has been studied by 
both the Council of Boards and the individual 
churches of the Conference. 
In response to the resolution which reads, 
“We recommend to both the United States 
and Canadian Area Conferences that we 
initiate plans at the 1969 General Conference 
Session to establish a unified Seminary in the 
Vancouver area,” the majority of the 
delegates rejected its intent. 
— Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 1969, p. 37-38. 
 
1972 — Appointment of a Joint Seminary 
Commission 
 
The issue of the General Conference 
Seminary is not a new issue. To review the 
history of discussions would be too lengthy at 
this occasion. However, a survey of the more 
recent developments might be helpful. 
1. In August 1971, at Denver, the U.S. Area 
Conference accepted a proposal of a structure 
for a joint Seminary operated by the two 
Area Conferences. They outlined the 
proposed structure of a joint board. 
2. The Canadian Conference in July, 1971, 
appointed a commission to study the future of 
graduate theological training in Canada. The 
Commission, after studying various 
possibilities, prepared a recommendation to 
move towards the establishment of a General 
Conference Seminary in three phases 
including the following action and proposed 
actions: 
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a. Phasing out the Bachelor of Divinity 
program at M.B. Bible College — (1971 
Conference decision). 
b. Subsidy to Canadian full-time students at 
M.B. Biblical Seminary of $500 per person 
per year (approved — 1972). 
c. Subsidy to Seminary of $500 per Canadian 
fulltime student per year (approved — 1972). 
d. Invitation to Seminary to recruit students 
in Canada. 
e. Area Conferences to consider issue of 
Seminary at their next session. 
f. If both concur, Seminary Board could be 
elected in 1975. 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to 
accept the report regarding the Seminary 
question. 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to 
charge the Board of Reference and Counsel, 
in the event that both Area Conferences 
concur, to appoint a commission to establish 
guidelines in preparation for the actions to be 
taken at the 1975 Convention. — Presented 
by Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1972, p. 22-23. 
 
1975 — Acceptance of the joint (unified) 
Seminary program 
 
Recommendations: 
Believing that God has been leading us in the 
move to a unified seminary program, and that 
the necessary legal and practical preparations 
have been made, the Board of Reference and 
Counsel recommends: 
1. That the General Conference of 
Mennonite Brethren Churches assume the 
ownership and operation of the Mennonite 
Brethren Biblical Seminary as of August 9, 
197S. 
2. That the revised By-Laws be approved by 
the delegation meeting in Winnipeg for the 
triennial Convention of the General 
Conference of Mennonite Brethren Churches. 
3. That the terms of office or employment for 
the present faculty and administration 

continue until June 30, 1976. 
4. That the General Conference assume 
financial responsibility for the operation of 
the $160,000.00 for the first school year, 
together with the increases in the next two 
years equal to inflation costs and program 
expansion approved by the board. 
5. That the General Conference elect a 
Seminary Board according to the stipulations 
of the revised By-Laws and that the Board of 
Reference and Counsel provide a slate of 
nominees (as suggested by the Seminary 
Study Commission). Other nominations may 
be made from the Convention floor. 
The Board of Reference and Counsel and the 
Board of Trustees of the General Conference 
will provide a more specific formula for 
financing the Seminary at the August, 1975, 
Convention. 
The Moderator read the report entitled 
“General Conference Seminary Subsidy”. 
The following is a suggestion as to how the 
joint Seminary proposal be financed. The 
financial plan herein described has the 
support and goodwill of the Education 
Committee of the U.S. Conference and the 
Interim Seminary Board. It has also been 
discussed with some of the members of 
BOAC who have voiced their support. We 
therefore submit this formula to the delegates 
for consideration and information. 
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First Interim 1975-1978   
Subsidy request estimated $160,000 per year  
10% annual increase 
 
1. 50% of subsidy  
 from USA  $40,000 
 from Canada  $40,000 

 $80,000 
 
2. Board of Missions and Services  
 15%  $24,000 
 
3. Per Student Ratio *—only fulltime (not 
FTE or total students)  
Ex: 37 fulltime M.B. students 
 
a) 24 fromU.S.A. $36,400 
b) 13 from Canada $19,600 
   $56,000 
             $160,000 
 
U.S.A. — Total Cost  $76,400 
Canada — Total Cost $59,600 
BOMAS — Total Cost  $24,000 
            $160,000 
 
*Only fulltime M .B - students are taken into 
account on the student ratio formula. 
 
 
SECOND INTERIM 1978-1981 
 
Full support for the Seminary to become 
responsibility of the General Conference. 
1. A $600,000.00 endowment fund for the 
Seminary shall be raised. $300,00000 from 
Canada, $300,000.00 from U.S.A. Earnings 
to go to the Seminary Subsidy. 
2. BOMAS and the Board of Trustees will 
work out a system to provide 15% of the 
annual subsidy. 
3. The balance is to be provided by the 
General Conference by a 5O/5O subsidy 
from Canada and the U.S.A. 
4. The total subsidy is to be raised and 
administered through the Board of Trustees 

of the General Conference. 
Motion: “That the recommendations as listed 
in the report under numbers 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, be 
accepted.” The motion carried. — Presented 
by Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
197S, p. 27-28. 
 
1975 — Acceptance of revised by-laws in 
respect to the administration of the 
Mennonite Brethren Biblical Seminary 
Corporation 
 
Motion:  “That Article III, Section 2, E 
be replaced by the following clause: ‘The 
Board of Directors shall also include as non-
voting members thereof the following: 
1. The President of the Seminary 
2. One member of the faculty of the 
Seminary 
3. One member of the student body 
4. One member of the Alumni Association 
Such appointments shall be made in keeping 
with the representatives selected by the 
respective groups represented. These non-
voting members may be excluded from all or 
any part of any meeting of the Board by 
majority decision of the elected members of 
the Board’ “(This clause is incorporated in 
the “Revised By-Laws”). 
Motion of Amendment: “That the words 
‘non-voting’ be replaced by the words ‘ex 
officio’.” This motion was lost. 
Motion: “That the Revised By-Laws with the 
suggested change for Article III, Section 2, E, 
be accepted.” This motion carried. — 
Presented by Board of Reference and 
Counsel. GCY, 197S, p. 34. 
 
1975 — Appointment of member-at-large 
to the Seminary Board 
 
The vice-chairman of the newly-appointed 
Seminary Board read a recommendation and 
rationale for the same recommendation. 
Recommendation to General Conference 
from Seminary Board of Directors, that the 
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Conference elect Peter A. Enns, Dinuba, 
California, as a member-at-large to the Board 
for a three-year term under the provision of 
the “Revised By-Laws,” Article III, (D). 
Rationale: The new Board of Directors has 
met to organize and to review some of the 
priority items that need attention. We note 
with some concern that the present Board 
does not have any representation in the 
immediate area of the Seminary. We are also 
aware that changes will be necessary in the 
transfer of the Seminary to the General 
Conference. It would be of great assistance to 
the Board to have a member on the Board 
during this period of transition, who has been 
with the Seminary from the time of its 
inception 20 years ago. 
This recommendation has the unanimous 
support of all Board members present at the 
Conference. It must also be understood that 
Peter Enns is prepared to serve if elected by 
the Conference, at the request of the 
Seminary Board. 
Motion: ‘That Peter A. Enns be 
appointed to the Seminary Board as a 
member-at-large.” This motion carried. — 
Presented by Seminary Board of Directors. 
GCY, 197S, p. 176. 
 
SOCIAL ACTION (See also Political 
Involvement)  
 
1972 — Resolution on evangelism and 
social action 
 
Resolution on proclamation of the gospel 
and Christian social responsibility. 
According to the Scriptures, fallen man can 
be saved from his desperate plight only 
through faith in Jesus Christ — a faith which 
comes by hearing the gospel (Jn. 14, Rom. 
10). Believers are, therefore, called to 
proclaim the gospel by preaching, teaching, 
writing, testifying, confessing, etc. (Mt. 10, 
Mt. 28, Rom. 10). 
The effects of man’s sinful state are also to 

be observed in man’s misery-sickness, death, 
hunger, disaster, and violence of many sorts. 
Our Lord’s compassion was poured out in 
ministering to these needs of men, as 
untiringly He healed the lepers, the blind, the 
paralytic, and the crippled (the Gospels). The 
hope of redemption at the resurrection 
includes the body (Rom. 8). The significance 
of ministering to the needs of man in a social-
economic order of life finds eloquent 
expression in our Lord’s parable of the final 
judgment (Mt. 25). Our saving faith is tested 
on the basis of our deeds of love to men (Gal. 
5:6). 
We therefore affirm: 
1. That we recognize Christ’s call to His 
followers to include both proclamation 
(evangelization) and social action (alleviating 
human suffering and misery in the world). 
2. That according to the Scriptures and the 
example of our Lord, we regard the 
proclamation of the gospel and social action 
to be inseparable tasks for the believing 
community in any location in the world. It is 
understood that sometimes proclamation, 
sometimes social action, takes chronological 
precedence. It is also understood that while 
both are required by our Lord, without 
proclamation men cannot be saved. 
3. That the statements of priority should be 
stated according to the scriptural pattern, 
“seek first His kingdom and His 
righteousness” (Mt.6). This priority (seeking 
first God’s rule and His righteousness in our 
lives and in the world through Christ) 
comprises both proclamation and social 
action and, in the Scriptures, is placed over 
against man’s preoccupation with selfish 
concerns (what shall we eat? or what shall we 
drink? or what shall we wear?). 
It was moved, seconded, and carried, to 
accept the above resolution. — Presented by 
Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1972, p. 8-9. 
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STATISTICIAN, CONFERENCE 
 
1966 — Conference status of statistician 
 
Constitutional amendment. 
(b) It was also moved and seconded that the 
work of the statistician be considered a 
separate function. Carried. — Presented by 
Conference Delegation. GCY, 1966, p. 129. 
 
1975 — Conference status of statistician 
 
Recommendation: 
If the Conference endorses the work of the 
Statistician as being significant, my 
recommendation is to make this office a full 
or part-time position on the General 
Conference level. The problems, as outlined 
in the written report, make the reported 
figures unreliable and not worthy of serious 
consideration. 
It is further recommended that the person be 
familiar with reporting procedures and the 
meaning of statistical indicators to offer 
beneficial aid to the Conference and its 
personnel. No indication is given in the 
Yearbook whether recommendation was 
adopted or not. —Presented by Conference 
Statistician. GCY, 197S, p. 172. 
 
STUDY CONFERENCES 
 
1966 — Study conferences for the study of 
theological trends 
 
We recommend that three study conferences 
be held during the next Conference interim. 
Careful planning should precede the meeting 
and the delegation should also include 
leading brethren who are not ordained. 
Several steps might be observed in the 
planning of these meetings. 
1. Reference and Counsel might decide on 
the issues to be discussed. Care should be 
taken to avoid overloading a program so that 
insignificant time is left for discussion. There 

should be discussion in depth. 
2. Brethren should be invited to write 
introductory papers, two papers on each 
subject. 
3. Two brethren who have read these 
introductory papers in advance should write a 
short response as a basis for discussion. 
 4. Study group participants should break 
up into small units for preliminary 
discussions, but final conclusions should 
come from the entire group. 
5. One brother should summarize and from 
this should come a communiqué to the 
churches for study. Unless we also initiate 
discussion at the local level, we would again 
produce the effect of a handed down 
pronouncement. 
6. At the next General Conference some of 
the statements could be accepted as speaking 
the mind of the Brotherhood. 
The strength and usefulness of this approach 
will depend largely on our openness to each 
other and to the leadership of the Spirit of 
God. We also feel that we have not deviated 
from one another to the extent that we could 
not find some common solution. What we 
need are love, humility, honesty, and insight. 
We have in our brotherhood the potential for 
all four of these ingredients. 
Recommendation was adopted. — Presented 
by Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1966, p. 36. 
 
TEACHINGS; FALSE DOCTRINES 
 
1966 — Discussion of theological thinking 
within our Brotherhood 
(See under subject heading Study 
Conferences for content of this resolution.) 
 
TOBACCO 
(See also Ethical Issues and Worldly 
Amusements and Vices in earlier compilation 
for 1878-1963). 
 
 



238 

1969 — Mennonite Brethren Church 
stance on use of tobacco 
 
Resolution 5: Use of Tobacco 
The medical profession, both in the United 
States and Canada, is persuaded that the link 
between smoking and the incidence of certain 
diseases and premature death is established 
beyond doubt. This view they hold in spite of 
consistent attempts on the part of the tobacco 
industry to invalidate the evidence which has 
been gathered. The following is a brief 
resume of the facts which underlie the 
judgment of the medical profession. These 
figures apply to the United States but would 
also apply proportionately to Canada. 
I. Risks in Terms of Quantity of Life 
Lung Cancer — Every year 50,000 people 
die of lung cancer in the United States. The 
risks of death from this cause have been 
shown to be fifteen times as great for 
smokers as for non-smokers. The earlier one 
smokes, the more one smokes, the more one 
inhales, the greater the death risk. 
Chronic Bronchitis and Emphysema — 
80,000 people die annually of these diseases. 
Non-smokers are also afflicted with these 
diseases but here again the incidence of these 
among smokers is 15 times as great as among 
non-smokers. In recent years the increase in 
these diseases has paralleled the increase in 
the number of cigarette smokers. Between 
19S9-1964, the deaths from chronic 
bronchitis increased 90% while death from 
emphysema, during the same period, 
increased 104%. It was estimated that in 
1964, three million people were afflicted with 
chronic bronchitis. 
Heart Disease — Heart disease is responsible 
for more than one million deaths each year in 
the United States. This figure represents more 
than SO% of the total number of deaths 
annually. Cigarette smoking increases the 
risk of dying of heart ailment by 70%. If the 
smoker has hypertension, the risk of such 
death rises to 200%. The pooled findings of 

all the research centers in the eastern United 
States show very clearly that the more 
cigarettes one smokes, the greater the hazard 
of sudden death from “heart attacks”. 
Cancer of Mouth and Throat — In addition 
to the physical irritation of the pipe, for 
instance, the death risk from neo-plastic 
processes occurring in the mouth and throat, 
is five times greater in smokers than in non-
smokers. 
Bladder Cancer — Although bladder cancer 
is, fortunately, an uncommon form of 
malignancy, it is interesting to note that only 
5 % of all bladder cancers are found in 
people who do not smoke. Quite recently it 
has been demonstrated that in cigarette 
smokers, an acid is produced which is 
excreted in the urinary tract and accumulated 
in the bladder wall, where it produces its 
carcinogenic effect. 
Premature Births — Current findings reveal 
that there are a greater number of low birth 
weight babies and premature babies born to 
those women who smoke during pregnancy. 
Fire Hazard — Cigarette smoking is 
responsible for one third of all property fires 
in the United States and ranks second to 
lightning as a cause of forest fires. 
It is probably not an overstatement to say that 
one million people die every four years 
because of smoking. This is a continuing 
loss; a loss which is not likely to change in 
the foreseeable future. To this loss most 
people seem apathetic. 
II. Risks in Terms of Quality of Life 
Not only does the cigarette smoker die 
considerably sooner, but his shorter life is 
complicated by a great deal of disability and 
illness. Typical of the loss in “quality” of life 
is the following list taken from Modern 
Medicine of Canada (July, 1968 issues, citing 
US figures): 
1. There are 11 million extra cases of chronic 
illness each year. 
2. There are 77 million extra days lost from 
work each year. 



239 

3. There are 88 million extra days spent in 
bed. 
4. There are 306 million extra days of 
restricted activity. 
5. There are one million extra cases of 
bronchitis and emphysema. 
6. There are one million extra cases of peptic 
ulcer. 
7. There are two million extra cases of 
sinusitis. 
8. Cigarette smokers face a one-third increase 
in loss of time from gainful employment. 
9. Annual salary losses amount to three 
billion dollars. 
10. Women share these economic losses, 
since female smokers spend 17% more days 
in bed than their non-smoking counterparts. 
III. The Christian is to be a faithful steward 
of his material possessions. Because tobacco 
meets no basic need of the body, spending 
money for it can be considered a violation of 
the stewardship principle. 
IV. Risks of Enslavement 
That people continue to use tobacco in spite 
of all the evidence available concerning its 
harmful effects, is indicative of the power 
nicotine has to enslave both mind and body. 
The Scriptures refer to the Christian’s body 
as a temple of the Holy Spirit (I Cor. 6:19), 
and call on him to live to the glory of God in 
all his involvements (Col. 3:17). Using 
tobacco to destroy the gift that God has given 
him to serve, worship, and glorify God is a 
direct violation of God’s will. 
Conclusion. Adults are responding quite 
appreciably to the appeal for giving up the 
cigarette habit, and while it is estimated that 
one million adults have quit smoking each 
year for the last several years, the fact 
remains that more than this number of young 
people start the habit each year. 
The medical profession has urged that 
governments control the manufacture of 
cigarettes so that tar and nicotine contents 
would be well below the danger levels. 
Moreover, they have suggested that 100 

millimeter cigarettes be outlawed, dangers to 
cigarette smokers be placed plainly and 
honestly on packaging, that the advertising 
program of the tobacco industry be moderate 
and truthful in regard to the effectiveness of 
filters, and that adults assume an exemplary 
role for their children by refraining from this 
habit. 
Recommendations: 
1. In view of what the above information has 
revealed about the effects of smoking on the 
human body, and bearing in mind the biblical 
teaching that our bodies are temples of the 
Holy Spirit and that smoking is a 
contradiction of the Christian’s life and 
calling (and is therefore detrimental to his 
service to God and his witness to man), we as 
members of the Mennonite Brethren Church 
covenant together not to use tobacco. 
2. We further pledge ourselves to support 
all legitimate efforts to curtail or eliminate 
the practice of smoking and to promote the 
prevalence of clean and free lives. 
It was moved, seconded and passed that the 
secretary be asked to draft an additional 
paragraph on the stewardship issue involved. 
It was moved, seconded, and passed, to 
accept the above resolution. —Presented by 
Board of Reference and Counsel. GCY, 
1969, p. 18-20. 
 
 


