
Dear CERC,

We have been put under discipline by Session. They have barred us from the Lord's Supper
and put us under the first step of discipline. Session has charged us with the breaking of the 5th
commandment against them and an additional charge of breaking the 9th commandment was
laid upon our brother Mr Lim. What brought about this charge is the Bible Study of which we are
organizers, and our refusal to stop or to pause. This is a public defence, not of our own honour,
but of why we are neither able nor willing to submit to Session's demands. We hope that you will
see how important this study is and also to not fear it but welcome it for the benefit of your soul.
We hope that you will also see how the charges that Session has made against us are false and
unwarranted. We hope that you will not partake in the unjust and unchristian discipline by the
Session.

Timeline
Before we get to the reasons, let us start with a brief timeline of the events that transpired.

1. Saturday, 4th December 2021: First Bible Study.
2. Friday, 10th December 2021: Session requested to meet Mr Lim regarding the Bible

Study. Session asked the BS meeting to cease immediately.
3. Saturday, 11th December 2021: We met with Session, along with Mr Chan and Mrs

Chan. Session presented their case on why we should stop / pause. We disagreed with
their reasons (explained later). We proceeded with the second Bible Study.

4. Sunday, 12th December 2021: Session made an announcement warning the
congregation about the Bible Study.

5. Wednesday, 15th December 2021: We emailed Session asking for clarification on their
announcement.

6. Saturday, 18th December 2021: Third Bible Study, Session replied the email that was
sent on the 15th.

7. Sunday, 19th December 2021: Elders met with Mr Lim and Mrs Lim. A letter was sent to
Ms See. Charges of sin from the Session were made against them.

8. Tuesday, 21st December 2021: Elders met with Mr Woon. Charges of sin from Session
were made against him.

9. Wednesday, 22nd December 2021: Fourth Bible Study (On Wednesday because
Saturday was Christmas).

10. Sunday, 26th December 2021: Mr Lim and Mrs Lim, Ms See protested Session's charge.
11. Tuesday, 28th December 2021: Mr Woon protested Session's charge.
12. Wednesday, 29th December 2021: Fifth Bible Study (On Wednesday because Saturday

was New Year's Day).
13. Saturday, 1st January 2022: Mr Lim and Mrs Lim, Ms See, and Mr Woon were informed

of being put under silent censure.
14. Sunday, 2nd January 2022: A second announcement was made warning the

congregation about our BS Group.
15. Saturday, 8th January 2022: Sixth Bible Study.



16. Friday, 14th January 2022: Mr Lim and Mrs Lim, Ms See, and Mr Woon were informed of
being put under the first step of discipline and that an announcement would be made
about our “sins”.

17. Saturday, 15th January 2022: Seventh Bible Study.
18. Sunday, 16th January 2022: An announcement was made that we are put under the first

step of discipline.

1. Importance
We are not able to stop. We are not able to stop because of the importance of the issue. The
very topic that we are studying is a doctrinal controversy of the PRCA. If it were any other kind
of controversy, it would not matter as much but it is a doctrinal controversy. In which, the gospel
of Jesus Christ was compromised, and the perfect work of Christ was displaced. In which, the
doctrines of the unconditional covenant (fellowship with God) and justification by faith alone
were compromised. In which, righteous preachers who condemned the lie were disciplined,
suspended, and deposed, while teachers of the lie were declared "orthodox" and remained in
good standing. Our conviction is that these problems remain after 2018 and continue till this day.
They were never repented of. This is where we disagree with Session's decision to condemn
Rev Lanning as justifiably and legally deposed by the PRCA and to conclude there are no more
false doctrines preached by PRCA. (Why we disagree? You can watch the BS recordings to
hear our explanation. Reading materials are also provided for you to study and come to your
own conclusions.)

As such, CERC is also in a compromised position. We remain sisters with an unrepentant
church. False teachers are able to teach freely, and one day mount our pulpits also. There is
free circulation and promotion of their reading materials as right and true. The lie will weave in
with the truth and before we know it, we become so accustomed with the lie that we can no
longer tell the difference. All the while they exclaim, "We have not adopted false doctrine". By
remaining as sisters, we say, there is no doctrinal difference between us—strengthening their
hand and giving approval to their deeds (Jer. 23:14).

Secondly, we bear their guilt in corporate responsibility. Bearing that guilt, the Lord will find
trouble with us. Why should we not also apostatise when we give approval to those who cast
out righteous preachers who rebuke them for their errors and maintain false teachers as
"orthodox"?

Maybe you disagree with our assessment. Is yours an informed decision? Here we give an
opportunity to hear us out and reading materials for you to come to your own assessment of the
issue.

So important is the issue that we are willing to bear the unhappiness of Session and many
besides. So important is the issue that even the very real threat of being placed under discipline
is counted as part of the cost.



Then there is urgency. In the PRCA, the controversy is already over. Most of those who would
fight against the false teachers are no longer there—they are quick to be disciplined publicly or
privately (many of which you do not hear about unless you have friends in the PRCA). The
wolves are coming. Yet, for the past six years there was nary an instruction on the controversy
in CERC. Having not been instructed, would we know what to look out for?

2. Submission to Authority
Having been charged with sin against the 5th Commandment, we answer that charge in the
negative. No, we have not sinned against the 5th commandment against our Session. That
charge is unwarranted and unjust. In the first place, we love and highly honour our office
bearers and in all things lawful we submit to their wise counsel and instruction—but that is not
the issue here.

The issue is, are there bounds to their authority? To be clear, the office bearers have real
authority from Christ Himself in the Church institute, not in our private lives (unless sin or false
doctrine can be proven). Our BS is purely private: Attendees are free to attend, free to listen,
free to assess, free to disagree. They might even not be members of CERC. They might at their
own discretion attend, and at their own discretion stop attending. We have neither usurped the
pulpit nor any other organ of the church institute to promote our agenda. Within the realm of the
church institute, we have submitted and honoured our office bearers. We have done nothing
disorderly within the instituted church.

Because this is a purely private initiative, we maintain that Session has no jurisdiction over our
Bible Study. Therefore, when they demanded that we stopped, we did not protest nor appeal
either. It was just never within their boundaries. Furthermore, they have neither proven sin nor
false doctrine in our Bible Studies. Of which, if they had, we would have willingly submitted to
their correction. This is consistent with the vows that we had made in our Adult Baptism and
Confession of Faith where we vowed to "adhere to this [3 Forms of Unity] doctrine; to reject all
heresies repugnant thereto and to lead a new, godly life". In the case of "will you submit to
church government", church government refers to the government of the church institute.
Likewise the church order is about order within the church institute.

The true church does not exercise absolute and sovereign rule over God’s people. In the true
church, “all things are managed according to the pure Word of God, all things contrary thereto
rejected, and Jesus Christ acknowledged as the only Head of the Church” (BC Art. 29). The
false church, on the other hand, exercises absolute and sovereign rule by ascribing “more
power and authority to herself and her ordinances than to the Word of God, and will not submit
herself to the yoke of Christ”; relies “more upon men than upon Christ,” and “persecutes those
who live holily according to the Word of God, and rebuke her for her errors” (BC Art. 29). Only
where the true church is “governed by that spiritual policy which our Lord hath taught us in his
Word…everything will be carried on in the Church with good order and decency” (BC Art. 30).

If you agree with Session that they have the right to ask us to stop, we ask now, if they had
demanded of you what clothes to wear at home or what furniture to have in your house, would



you agree? If they should tell you that you may not read Spurgeon (a Baptist!) or Wesley (an
Arminian!) (even though you are well grounded in the Reformed faith) would you agree? If you
agree, you support tyranny and the lording over the flock. Now if you say that they will never
make such demands, the question is not "will they" but "can they"? For if you agree with them
on stopping our BS, you agree to the principle, and anything can thus be demanded of you in
your private lives, even though there is no proof of sin or false doctrine taught.

We therefore maintain that this study is "free" the way the RFPA (Standard Bearer) or the
Reformed Believers Publishing (Sword and Shield) is "free" as it stands in relation to the
instituted church. We quote:
"It is also with this distinction before our consciousness that we say that the Standard
Bearer is free, and that the society that sponsors it calls itself the Reformed Free
Publishing Association. The freedom we thus denote is not akin to doctrinal
licentiousness. We do not intend to separate ourselves from the institute of the Church.
The very fact that we adopted the name Reformed Free Publishing Association, and
that, therefore, we place ourselves on the basis of the Reformed Confessions, indicates
the very opposite. But free we are in the same sense in which our Christian Schools are
free schools. The Standard Bearer is not an official church organ. It is not sponsored by
the church as institute. And this freedom implies that we are not hampered by purely
institutional bonds, and are not motivated by mere, formal, institutional considerations or
prepossessions. In 1923 the institute of the Christian Reformed Church meant to
Silence our testimony. They closed the official organs to us. They tried to put the yoke of
the Three Points upon us. They cast us out of their fellowship. Much of this action was
motivated by personal opposition, and the desire to maintain so-called “rest” in the
churches, the rest of corruption and death. But the Standard Bearer remained free. No
institution controlled it. Its voice could not be silenced. And free it should remain.
Unhampered by considerations that are foreign to the love of Reformed truth, our
publication purposes to continue to maintain and develop the truth as our God delivered
it to us!" - Vol 22 Issue 06 12/15/1945, THE STANDARD BEARER AS A WITNESS

3. Obligation
We are unable to stop as the Lord has given us this knowledge of the controversy and our
obligation is to confess the truth uprightly. Here we quote select texts which seem to us
self-explanatory:
“likewise, that in judgment and all other dealings I love the truth, speak it uprightly, and confess
it” - The Heidelberg Catechism, LD 43
“I believed, therefore have I spoken:” - Psalm 116:10
“For we cannot but speak the things which we have seen and heard.” - Acts 4: 20
“But his word was in mine heart as a burning fire shut up in my bones, and I was weary with
forbearing, and I could not stay.” - Jeremiah 9:20



Further, it is also the obligation of everyone to study, to prove if a matter is true. That is
commendable according to the Word of God. Meeting as a Bible Study Group allows us to do
that with others. Reading materials are provided for you to study and to prove what was
presented. The Bereans were more noble not because they simply “go with the flow” but
because they  searched the scriptures daily, whether those things were so (Acts 17:11).

4. Reformation
This is what reformation is like—that there be an alternative voice, whether it be office bearers in
the minority or ordinary members, that speaks the truth over against those in power. If those in
power were right where it comes to a doctrinal matter, then there would not need to be a
reformation. A reformation, therefore, necessarily means that the leaders are wrong and are
unrepentant of that error. The question is not, who has authority, but who is right and who has
the truth? The truth is above all (BC Art. 7). Therefore, convicted of our position, we must speak
even if those in power are unhappy with us.

Remember Jesus when he spoke against the Jewish leaders.
Remember Luther when he spoke against the Pope and the clergy.
Remember Hoeksema, Danhof and Ophoff when they spoke against the CRC.
Remember how in the Divorce and Remarriage Controversy you got to hear both sides before
you made a judgment.

We are the children of reformation(s), aren’t we?

5. "Potential to Cause Divisions / Implication to Church Membership"
We now answer a few concerns and a few assumptions, of which some are really slander.
We agree—only because it is an important issue. Anything that is important enough will have
the potential to cause divisions and has an implication to church membership. You studying the
book of Romans might cause you to join or resign from the church. If there is no danger, it is
only because the church teaches the truth. If our BS is of no danger, it is only because the
church's position is aligned with the truth. When the church stands with the truth, it need not fear
that God's people will be misled. On the contrary, if it's position is not correct, it has much to
fear, and silencing anyone trying to teach a position contrary to theirs is a very appealing option.

But are there means to stop falsehoods and wrong teaching (assuming that we are teaching
falsehoods)? Yes there are. It is listed in article 55 of the Church Order. Silencing, however, is
not one of them.
"To ward off false doctrines and errors that multiply exceedingly through heretical writings, the
ministers and elders shall use the means of teaching, of refutation or warning, and of
admonition, as well in the ministry of the Word as in Christian teaching and family-visiting.",
emphasis ours.
We ask now, for six years they have neglected to teach, refute, warn, and admonish us in the
lessons of the controversy, and now they would want to silence us as "protecting the flock"?
Would it not be the right thing to do if they had refuted and admonished us regarding the
contents of our teachings that they think are false?



6. "Trying to get as many people to leave"
No, our point is not to get as many people to leave. That is a denial of the sovereignty of God. If
that were the case, we would persuade you with smooth words and likable personalities instead,
but we have not. Many of those who join our position will not be true anyway if that were our
intention.

In the first place, much better would it be if Session were to change their position. In that case,
there would be no reason for this BS or to even consider leaving.

Rather, we lay out the facts and our assessment based on those facts as we are convicted, we
urge you to study for yourself and see if you come to the same assessment.

7. We are "biased"
We have a stand, and we freely admit that we are "biased". Likewise we say that anyone who
has studied this issue and has taken a stand will be "biased". Session also has a stand. If
anyone were to say that they are "unbiased" or "objective", can you really believe him?
Everyone has a stand—some have the stand of indifference, personal comforts, or personal
relationships. That too affects their interpretation of the facts. What we all can do, however, is to
listen to as many sides as we can, study the data that is available and come to a conclusion on
it. If we stop our BS, that is one less perspective that is available for you.

8. Sins against the 9th Commandment
The Session charged Mr Lim with the sin against the 9th commandment as was announced on
16 January 2022. Here is our rebuttal of their indefensible and baseless grounds:

“he intends to leave CERC”
So what? What bearing does that have on the content of the BS? Does a lesson become more
true if one has the intention to stay and more false if one has the intention to leave? To judge
thus is to judge rashly and unheard when one judges based on merely intention and not
content. If a man’s words become more true or false because he wants to leave, then the
reasons for leaving are made up. However, if the reasons are the grounds for his leaving, the
reasons remain the same whether he intends to leave or not. Session is making the mistake of
judging that his intention to leave is the root and our position on the controversy is just an
excuse. But no, it is Session’s wrong position on the controversy that is the reason for leaving
and the facts and our interpretation of those facts remain the same whether we intend to leave
or not. If you want to know if we are indeed lying or not, judge the BS based on the content, not
on our intentions of leaving or not which has no bearing on the truth of the content.

“wants to teach as many church members as possible his position on the controversy
before he leaves”
Yes. We want everyone who is willing to attend to attend and “before he leaves” has no bearing
on this desire. Why would you not? If you have the truth and there is a matter important enough
so that you would start a Bible Study, why would you not want as many church members as



possible to attend and learn?

“To the attendees of the class, he did not reveal this intention behind having the class
but gave the impression that he has not reached a conclusion of the controversy's
implications on his membership.”
The intention of the class was never about his (personal) membership. Whether saying it or not
is irrelevant and moot. It has always been the intention to teach about the controversy and to lay
out the facts and our interpretation based on those facts so that you can decide what to do with
your membership. Session contradicts itself here as from their first announcement (12
December 2021) to warn the congregation about our BS, they are already aware and declared
that one of our purposes is “to encourage members to consider the implications of the
controversy on their membership in CERC”. This, we have always made known to the attendees
right from the first lesson that one of the goals was to “Study the controversy’s implications on
our church membership” (1st BS ppt, slide 2, point 3) and why was it planned to have that as a
goal unless there already was something to say about it?

“Impression”

“To the attendees of the class, he did not reveal this intention behind having the class but gave
the impression that he has not reached a conclusion of the controversy's implications on his
membership.”

“...This dishonesty with regards to one of the goals of the class, quote, to study the
controversies' implication on our church membership is also deceptive and gave the wrong
impression to attendees that he is neutral and merely wanted to present the facts of the
controversy to help people make their own decision.”
— announcement on 16 January 2022, emphasis ours

We single this word out to point out that many of their claims are based merely on Session’s
impression of 2 to 3 of the lessons. They may have whatever impression they may have, just as
you may have yours, as is your right. But to charge us for sin based on “impressions”, we call
out the unjustness and wickedness of their charge as their “impression” is not sufficient
evidence of deceit or sinful speech. Such miscarriage of justice in their rash and willy-nilly
judging makes a mockery of their God ordained office to judge righteously and properly.

“merely… to help people make their own decision”
Yes, because that is all we can ever do. We wish that everyone would agree with us (why would
you not?) but we do not force you to agree—how could we? That is to take upon ourselves the
office of the Holy Spirit who alone convinces and who alone turns the heart. We present the
facts, we give you our interpretation on those facts as we are convicted, we even tell you what
we think you should do based on our convictions—but to agree or disagree has always been
yours to decide.

Contrast that with Session who says to the effect that we must not disagree with their position or



else keep quiet and do nothing more than protest and appeal or else they will charge you with
sin and discipline you.

“The sin of slander: one said in the presence of other members of the group that Christ
has left CERC. This slander was spoken without first bringing that judgement privately to
the Session. It is a most severe judgement that any member of the church ought not to
be rashly, much less say in public, without discussing the matter at length with the
Session.”
Firstly, they judge it to be slander without even listening to the explanation of Mr Lim. And if they
had listened to the explanation but disagree, does that constitute slander? We make our case
over 6 Bible Studies to prove that that is indeed the case—and even if you disagree, is that
slander? Every believer has the right and duty to constantly discern if Christ is in this church or
not.

Secondly, it was spoken during the meeting of the group with 3 session members, and not to the
Bible Study attendees. But even if it was spoken during the BS, and even to the entire church, is
that the sin of slander? Where in the Scriptures, Confessions and Church Order say that you
can only discuss “at length with the Session” in private or else it is slander? Whether you think
that it is unwise or not, is it sin? Here again, they make a charge out of their own imagination
which only shows that their charges are unjust. The prophets cry out against apostatizing Israel,
Jesus spoke openly and publicly against Israel’s apostasy. The late Rev. Hoeksema spoke out
against the CRC. We have yet to go that far but we follow but a little in their footsteps. Session,
however, follows in the footsteps of the wicked Jewish councils who beat up the apostles and
murdered many of the prophets.

“As for the false Church, she ascribes more power and authority to herself and her ordinances
than to the Word of God, and will not submit herself to the yoke of Christ. Neither does she
administer the sacraments as appointed by Christ in his Word, but adds to and takes from them,
as she thinks proper; she relieth more upon men than upon Christ; and persecutes those, who
live holily according to the Word of God, and rebuke her for her errors, covetousness, and
idolatry.” - Belgic Confession Article 29

“Christ has left CERC”
We do not make baseless accusations but build the case up over 6 Bible studies, examining it in
light of Belgic Confession 29, the Confessions, and the Scriptures. It is a serious charge. It
ought to provoke a response from all who hear it, granted. But in no wise is this the sin of
slander as they are wrongfully charging us.

It is a serious accusation—what will you do about it? Will you go, “it is slander!” and cover your
ears and not hear if it is true? Or will you at least listen to the explanation and consider what you
ought to do in light of the explanation. It concerns the glory of God and your soul. Will you not at
least listen?



Who is bearing false witness?
We have not lied to you. Has Session been lying to you about us (and the PRCA controversy)?
Since they accuse us of lying and we have not, it stands to reason two possibilities: either
Session is severely mistaken, or is flat out lying about us with the intention of making you
unwilling to even listen to our position on the controversy that is of such importance to all of us.

9. What about “protest and appeal”?
Firstly, Mr Lim has protested against Session's decision. We align ourselves to that protest. The
principle is this: it is not about the number of protests but about the "rightness" of that protest. If
they reject but one protest, in principle they must reject another 1000 of the same protests.

But can Mr Lim or any of us speak while we are protesting? Yes, we must when the truth is at
stake (remember that this controversy is about truth). In the first place, the church order article
31 states the believer has the right to protest and it does not say that you must keep quiet in
your private life. While others may quote the professors' interpretation on this article, the plain
reading of the article does not support that notion, neither does the commentary (Dellen and
Monsma) makes any mention about speaking about the issue in our private lives.

Further, we quote from Belgic Confession Article 7, "Neither do we consider of equal value any
writing of men, [...], as of equal value with the truth of God, for the truth is above all; for all men
are of themselves liars, and more vain than vanity itself".

Besides, seeing this is such an important issue, it is not merely Session that must know about it,
we must know about it too! (Remember that all of Session's handling of protests are private).

But can we not have this study in a more "church orderly way"? As mentioned, we are not
having this study in the institute of the church. Further, Session has demanded for us to stop
this BS, i.e, it is reasonable to infer that they would not give us a "church orderly" platform to
speak (other than protests and appeal which is totally private and you would never know
anything about it).

10. “Working with Us”
Till today we still do not know what that means other than this: Session wants to discipline you if
you do not comply. Maybe there was misspeaking. Maybe it means “working on us”.

On Wednesday, 15th December 2021, which was after the 12th December Announcement, we
emailed Session on what they mean by “Pause” our meetings, what they mean by “work with
us”, and that Mr Lim was willing to give them a presentation of the material for the next BS on
Saturday, 18th December 2021.

On the 18th December 2021, they replied that they do not need the presentation by Mr Lim. All
they meant by work with us was investigation and that we should stop until their investigation is
complete. But since we had met them on the 11th December, they had interviewed all of us.
They had also viewed the recordings of the first BS. No doctrinal errors were raised by them. All



that was left was “further deliberation by Session”. Further, they said that they would be meeting
us individually—which was then that they charged us. Which part of that sounds like working
with us? What content could we have improved on? What topics would they like us to cover?
We do not know.

11. Lightning Speed at Discipline but What About False Doctrine?
From the timeline above, we see that Session is extremely able to move at lightning speed—if
they should so desire. We see the startling resemblance between the Session and our sister. It
does not take long to be charged with “Antinomianism”, “Schism”, “Insubordination”, “Slander”
but when it comes to false doctrine and false teachers, the real threat to both PRCA and CERC,
they must be really “  swift to hear, slow to speak, slow to wrath”. What can we do otherwise? We
are sisters. We must act like her.

12. True Unity
It is apparent, from the announcements and letters to us, that Session's first priority is unity and
peace, not the truth. Our priority is the truth—because in the truth you get true unity. We want
unity in CERC too! But not at the expense of the truth. What is true unity then? "We confess the
same truth. And we condemn the same lie together"—Shepherds to Feed You, Rev. Lanning. It
is the truth that will gather us, not the silencing thereof. (Remember that this controversy is
about truth, about doctrine). As for peace, what we do not want is "the rest of corruption and
death".

13. Romans 16:17
Now I beseech you, brethren, mark them which cause divisions and offences contrary to the
doctrine which ye have learned; and avoid them.

In Session’s announcement on Sunday, 2nd January 2022, Romans 16:17 was quoted as
biblical proof that you should avoid and mark us, for we cause divisions and offences contrary to
the doctrine.

Here they elevate Session’s decision to be on the same level as doctrine. Here the decisions of
man are placed on the same level as the word of God. Here they bind their decisions to our
conscience and demand that if we do not (at least externally) agree, we are causing divisions
and offences because we are against true doctrine—which is Session’s decision.

“As for the false Church, she ascribes more power and authority to herself and her ordinances
than to the Word of God, and will not submit herself to the yoke of Christ. Neither does she
administer the sacraments as appointed by Christ in his Word, but adds to and takes from them,
as she thinks proper; she relieth more upon men than upon Christ; and persecutes those, who
live holily according to the Word of God, and rebuke her for her errors, covetousness, and
idolatry.” - Belgic Confession Article 29

As to doctrine, the study on the controversy is the study of the issues surrounding the doctrine
of the unconditional covenant and justification by faith alone. The BS teaches the rejection of



the heresies repugnant thereto, especially those that displaced the perfect work of Christ. Once
again, this BS seeks the unity of CERC in the truth.

But who does this verse really apply to? Not us—we do not teach a contrary doctrine. Apply this
verse, why don’t you, to the false teachers in the PRCA who obstinately teach false doctrine,
who with half-baked apologies hoodwink the masses that they have repented, meanwhile
continuing their errors and prolonging the controversy with their smokescreens and red herrings
(Lesson 5 of the BS covers this extensively). Mark them, mark them well which cause divisions!
Attend our BS so that you too might evaluate and mark them, being faithful to Romans 16:17.

14. Implications
What is the implication if Session's demands were legitimate? As explained, they would be able
to use the same principle to lord over your Christian Liberty which you have in Christ.

More importantly, the important conversations which must be had would be silenced. You can
only ever speak in agreement and never in disagreement (in the name of unity!). If this weren't
such an important issue, we would not want to speak in disagreement either. The cost is simply
too high for a trivial matter. We would rather have peace and quiet otherwise, wouldn't we? Also,
there will never be reformation where we need it the most.

As to Session’s unwarranted and unjust charges, and the wicked unchristian discipline, Session
has made CERC corrupt the third mark of the true church and taken upon herself the mark of
the false church. In this she learns well from her sister—the PRCA. We ask that you do not
partake of that lest the guilt of the unrighteous discipline of us be also upon your head.

15. Before we end
Finally, if you are not already attending, we would like to invite you to listen and discuss, even if
you are prejudiced against our stand.

The next BS, lesson 8, will be on Saturday, 22 January 2022, 8 pm, DV. (Of course, it wouldn't
be a complete picture unless you have also watched the previous recordings.) The link:
https://gvsu-edu.zoom.us/j/96072793153?pwd=cTZZOVFBcHowUnJySVBMbzlnQjFmZz09

If you are interested to attend (you are free to disagree with the content as is your right), and / or
would like the recordings of the previous BS meetings, feel free to contact any of us.

Mr Lim
Mr Woon
Ms See
Mrs Lim

https://gvsu-edu.zoom.us/j/96072793153?pwd=cTZZOVFBcHowUnJySVBMbzlnQjFmZz09

