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 While we await the court decision of the Superior Court in Grand Rapids concerning the 

disposition of the name, archives, fund, plant, building and equipment of the First Protestant 

Reformed Church of Grand Rapids, it is well that we draw back the reins of our rushing life, to 

make several observations in retrospect. This we do, not only as we await the court’s decision, 

but also as we read some of the material that has been recently printed concerning this case, pro 

and con. Further, it will be evident that it is beneficial to us to review the facts of the history that 

has been made in the past several years concerning this controversy and disruption in our 

churches. It will help us to keep our eyes on the main issue. Without further ado, let us turn to 

the following observations. 

 First and foremost, the main issue centers in the two heretical statements of the Reverend 

De Wolf preached in two of his sermons in the First Protestant Reformed Church. One statement 

was made in a sermon preached April 15, 1951, and the second statement was made in a sermon 

preached September 14, 1952. These two statements, made in the course of preaching his 

sermons on those dates, have now become well-known. The first statement, of the first of the two 

controversial sermons, is this: “God promises every one of you that, if you believe, you shall be 

saved.” The second preached in the second sermon, is: “Our act of conversion is a prerequisite to 

enter into the kingdom of God.” These two statements are not isolated thoughts, taken at random 

from the sermons, but are expressions of the preacher that form the thread of his discourses, and 

are vitally connected with the whole sermon. From these two statements the preacher’s theology, 

and the frame of reference of his thinking, is evident. On the basis of these two statements, plus 

others taken from the controversial sermons, it is clear that the statements do not harmonize with 

the Reformed doctrine of the absolute, divine predestination of God whereby God sovereignly 

elects the elect unto eternal life, and sovereignly reprobates the wicked and the ungodly unto 

eternal desolation in hell, in the way of their sins. 

 That the second sermon stands condemned is evident from the minutes of the consistory. 

Even after the Rev. De Wolf was examined by his consistory, the minutes of September 24, 1952 

read: “The Consistory maintains the sermon of Rev. De Wolf delivered September 14, 1952 is 

partly heretical and not Reformed as expressed in the grounds presented in the protest of the 

Reverend H. Hoeksema, and this Consistory condemns the sermon as such.” (Article 8) This 

motion was not rescinded. Therefore, the sermon of September 14, 1952 stands condemned. 

Now, the point of our observation is this: It is the theology wrapped up in the statements of the 

Rev. De Wolf that stands condemned. These statements have content, and are not harmless and 

empty. In this way, we arrive at the main issue of the controversy and disruption: the Promise of 

God on condition of faith, and conversion as a prerequisite to entering the Kingdom of God. This 

is the heart of the issue. Let no one of our readers lose sight of this fact. 

 Not only have our spiritual leaders and pastors and elders emphasized this point, but so 

has Classis East, assembled in May 1953. The Classis condemned the statements regardless of 

what Rev. De Wolf meant by them and the Classis advised his consistory to demand a public 

apology of him, and a public apology from his supporting elders. This demand, which the 

consistory subsequently made at a legal consistory meeting after Classis met, and in the presence 

of a delegation of three ministers and two elders appointed by the Classis for this purpose, was 

never met, neither by the Rev. De Wolf nor by his supporting elders, to this day. Not only was 



the controversy over false doctrine a constant grief to the faithful pastors and elders and people, 

but the stubborn refusal to apologize and retract, has been cause for deep sorrow of heart in all 

who have been witnesses of this sad history. 

 These are the hard, cold, brutal facts of the history of the De Wolf case in our churches, 

which any thinking young person may examine, and on the basis of these facts, plus others, he 

may easily decide which is the cause of Right. 

 The heart of the whole issue is doctrinal. It is a question of what is Protestant, and 

Reformed, and Scriptural concerning the Promise of God. On the basis of the theology of De 

Wolf’s two statements, the Promise is both general and conditional, and the sinner’s act of 

conversion is a prerequisite for entering the Kingdom of God. The Protestant Reformed view of 

the Promise of God is that it is particular and unconditional, and for the elect alone; and that God 

translates His people – thus the elect – unconditionally, into His Kingdom. This view of the 

Promise is historically the Protestant Reformed view as it has been preserved, developed, and 

maintained in our literature. One piece of writing will suffice to serve as proof: “The Believers 

and Their Seed,” written by the Rev. H. Hoeksema in the early 1930’s. It may be added, by way 

of observation, that if God’s counsel depended on a condition or a prerequisite which could not 

be performed, then God could never say (as He does): “My counsel shall stand, and I will do all 

my pleasure.” (Isaiah 46:10) 

 Secondly, to maintain this righteous cause concerning the heart of the Protestant 

Reformed truth, and to protest what is rightfully the property of the faithful Protestant Reformed 

people, the consistory was compelled to take legal action in a court of law against the Rev. De 

Wolf and his elders. The decision to take the action sorely grieved the consistory who remained 

faithful to the doctrine, discipline, worship, and life of the Protestant Reformed churches; but the 

consistory could do nothing else, in the light of the facts of the case, as it had developed. So, into 

court went the consistory, in performance of their duty, as faithful stewards, even as they are 

directed to do according to the Church Order, Article 28. In court, under oath, they promised to 

speak the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. This promise, when testifying on the 

witness stand, they have kept. For that matter, other witnesses who have been called to the stand 

in order to testify that the legal First Protestant Reformed Church was the one whose pastors 

were the Revs. Hoeksema and Hanko, and whose clerk was Mr. G. H. Stadt, have spoken and 

testified to the truth. The articles which have been written in the “Standard Bearer,” testify to this 

fact. These articles, bearing on the court case, which are quoted from the court records to prove 

their points, indicate their reliability and trustworthiness. 

 Therefore, our readers may place their full confidence in the integrity of our faithful 

leaders, pastors and elders of the true and legal entity called the First Protestant Reformed 

Church, who have vowed to speak the truth at any cost, expose the lie, and maintain the cause of 

the Right, because it is God’s cause and His Right. This is their Christian duty; nothing less may 

they ever do. 
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