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In our last article we concluded the history of the controversy of 1924 and the role which 

Rev. Ophoff played in it. At the time of this history Rev. Ophoff was minister in what is now the 

Hope Protestant Reformed Church. After the formation of the Protestant Reformed Churches, 

Rev. Ophoff continued his work in Hope for a while, but then took a call to the Protestant 

Reformed Church in Byron Center, Michigan. These years form the subject of the present article. 

In order to put these years in their proper perspective, it is important first of all to 

understand somewhat the situation which existed in the Protestant Reformed Churches, and in 

the labors of Rev. Ophoff particularly. 

Rev. Ophoff was not only the pastor of a congregation during these years, but he was also 

professor in the Seminary. At the very outset of the history of our Churches, the Seminary was 

established. Those whom God used to begin our own denomination felt very strongly that if the 

denomination was to continue in the truth of God’s Word, it was imperative that the Churches 

train their own ministers. So the Seminary was established and Revs. Hoeksema, Danhof and 

Ophoff were appointed as teachers in the Seminary. The enrollment was rather large at the outset 

and the work was difficult. This was true for various reasons. In the first place, all three teachers 

had pastorates of their own requiring their time and attention. In the second place, the Seminary 

trained ministers not only in the subjects normally taught in a Seminary curriculum, but also 

gave to the students a large number of college courses. The average stay in the Seminary for the 

students was five years. The number of subjects that had to be taught was great. In the third 

place, within but a few years after the Seminary was begun, Rev. Danhof left the Protestant 

Reformed Churches, and the entire teaching load fell upon the shoulders of Revs. Hoeksema and 

Ophoff. (For further information on the controversy which led to the departure of Rev. Danhof, 

our readers can consult ‘‘The History of the Protestant Reformed Churches.” The subject would 

carry us too far afield if treated here.) In the fourth place, none of these men had taught in 

Seminary before, and the work that had to be done to provide a good Seminary training was 

enormous. It must not be forgotten in this connection that not only did the professors have to 

prepare all the courses which they were instructed to teach, but they had to prepare, in many 

instances, their own material. They were determined to give instruction which was thoroughly 

Reformed and Biblical: they were determined to do more than repeat in parrot-like fashion what 

others had said before them; they were determined to carry forward the Reformed faith. And so 

they prepared much of their own material in syllabus form for the use of the students. 

This latter is worth a bit more discussion. We must remember that the men who worked 

in our Seminary were, in their own way, intellectual giants. God had given them unusual gifts for 

the cause of the Church of Jesus Christ. They knew and loved the Reformed faith as it had been 

maintained by the Church in the past. But they were also deeply conscious of their calling to 

develop the Reformed faith yet more as they searched the Scriptures to learn the depths of the 

truth of God's Word. And so, building on the past, they blazed new trails in the work of the 

development of the truth. These syllabi, prepared for use in these early years, have become the 

foundation for all the instruction which was and is given in the Seminary until the present; and 

the work of these men laid the foundation for the truth as maintained in our Churches throughout 

our history. 

I sometimes think that we do not adequately appreciate this. Not only do we have, as 



Churches, a deep commitment to the Reformed faith, but we have a clearly articulated 

theological position which is based squarely on Scripture. We live in times of doctrinal 

confusion, of departure from the truth, of theological innovation. As a result, there are few 

denominations (if any) which have the clearly defined theological position which we have. We 

know what we believe, and we stand together united in this truth. Others from outside our 

Churches have often remarked concerning this to me. We have our God to thank for this, and the 

work which God performed through those who have set this truth forth in clear and systematic 

form. 

In these early years in the Seminary, Rev. Hoeksema began the work which was later to 

become his published "Reformed Dogmatics" — a work which was the fruit of a lifetime of 

teaching theology in the Seminary. The early work done in the Seminary also became the basis 

for the later published “Chapel Talks" on various books of the New Testament which have been 

of such help over the years. And these are but two instances of the heritage which Rev. 

Hoeksema has left us. But this was no less true of Rev. Ophoff. While his work has not been 

published anyone who is at all acquainted with the bound volumes of The Standard Bearer 

knows the rich mine of material which can be found there and which came from Rev. Ophoffs 

pen. This is especially true of his writings on Church Polity and Old Testament History. Over the 

years, ministers, Sunday School teachers, and those people of God interested in the truth have 

found in these articles not only extremely delightful reading, but a wealth of material which 

formed the basis for the Reformed Church Polity as maintained in our Churches and for the 

understanding of the Old Testament which is so important for the knowledge of the revelation of 

God. 

But the point which needs to be made here is that these men were, in these early years, 

almost unbelievably busy. Add to all this work the responsibility of writing for The Standard 

Bearer, the responsibility of getting a fledging denomination off the ground and going in the 

right direction, the responsibility of working on Combined Consistory Meetings (the Churches, 

until 1940, held combined Consistory meetings instead of Classes and Synods), the responsibility 

of helping to solve innumerable problems which arose in the Churches in common and in the 

congregations in particular, and the mind staggers at the work demanded of these men. 

It is no wonder that the midnight oil burned almost every night, that there were many 

nights when they got no sleep at all, that their families did not always get the attention that they 

would have received under normal circumstances, that the work in the congregations sometimes 

suffered. 

Although the congregation of Hope was reduced in 1924 to nine families. Rev. Ophoff 

continued to labor fruitfully with that flock. The congregation had lost the parsonage as well as 

the Church in 1924, and so Rev. Ophoff also had to move his family to another location. The 

first residence was on 1925 Watson St. just off Butterworth Dr. in the vicinity of John Ball Park. 

The second residence, during his years of ministry in Hope was on 1100 Jackson St. In 1930, at 

the age of 39, Rev. Ophoff moved his family to Byron Center after accepting a call to that 

congregation. 

During these years Rev. Ophoff’s family was also born. The oldest son, Fred, now 

deceased, was born just before the split in 1924 on July 27, 1922. George was born on August 

23, 1925. Herm was born on July 26, 1927, and Ed, the youngest, was born the year of the move 

to Byron Center, September 20, 1930. 

The greater part of the responsibility of bringing up these boys fell upon Mrs. Ophoff. 

She was however, eminently suited for the task not only of caring for her growing sons, but also 



for the work of giving them spiritual instruction. She wanted them to know why their father did 

not have the time for them that most other fathers had; and she wanted them to have a deep 

appreciation for his work, for his place in the Church, and for the importance of the movement of 

which he was one of the leaders. She was able to make the history of the controversy live for her 

boys, and she impressed them with the seriousness of the issues and with the role that their father 

had played in the work of Church reformation. One of her most prized possessions was the news-

paper clipping from the Grand Rapids Press which had correctly described Rev. Ophoff’s stand 

on Classis Grand Rapids West with the words: (OPHOFF PREFERS DEATH.) 
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