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The question remains: What did the Synod of 1924 actually decide in regard to the issue of 

common grace? 

First of all, one significant decision was made by adopting the now well-known “Three Points 

of Common Grace.” They express the following: 

1. Regarding the first point, touching the favorable attitude of 

God toward mankind in general, and not only toward the elect, 

synod declares that according to Scripture and the Confession it is 

established, that besides the saving grace of God shown only to the 

elect unto eternal life, there is also a certain favor or grace of God 

which He shows to His creatures in general. This is evident from 

the Scripture passages that were quoted and from the Canons of 

Dordt, II, 5 and III, IV 8, 9, where the general offer of the gospel is 

set forth, while it also is evident from the citations made from 

Reformed writers belonging to the most flourishing period of 

Reformed theology that our fathers from of old maintained this 

view. 

2. Regarding the second point, touching the restraint of sin in 

the life of the individual man and of society in general, synod 

declares that according to Scripture and the Confession there is 

such a restraint of sin. This is evident from the Scripture passages 

that were quoted and from the Netherlands Confession, Art. 13 and 

36, which teach that God by a general operation of His Spirit, 

without renewing the heart, restrains the unbridled manifestation of 

sin, so that life in human society remains possible; while the 

citations from Reformed authors of the most flourishing period of 

Reformed theology prove, moreover, that our fathers from of old 

maintained this view. 

3. Regarding the third point, touching the performance of so-

called civic righteousness by the unregenerate, synod declares that 

according to Scripture and the Confession, the unregenerate, though 

incapable of doing any spiritual good (Canons of Dordt, III, IV, 3) 

are able to perform such civic good. This is evident from the 

Scripture passages that were quoted and from the Canons of Dordt, 

Art. 36, which teach that God, without renewing the heart, exercise 

such an influence upon man that he is enabled to do civic good; 

while it is, moreover, evident from the citations made from 

Reformed writers of the most flourishing period of Reformed 

theology that our fathers from of old maintained this view. 

 

The synod also passed judgment on the views of the two ministers, declaring: 

Synod expresses that several statements in the writings of the 

Revs. H. Danhof and H. Hoeksema cannot very well be 

harmonized with what Scripture and the Confession teach us 



regarding the above mentioned three points. Synod also judges that 

the pastors referred to, in their writings use some strong 

expressions, from which it is evident that in their presentation of 

the truth they do not sufficiently adhere to the way in which our 

Confessions express themselves, especially Point 1 of the Utrecht 

Conclusions. 
 

On the other hand, synod declares that these ministers in their 

writings, according to their own repeated declarations, do not 

intend or purpose anything else than to teach and maintain our 

Reformed doctrine, the doctrine of the Scripture and the 

Confessions; and it cannot be denied that they are Reformed in 

respect to the fundamental truths as they are formulated in the 

Confessions, even though it be with an inclination to one-

sidedness. 

 

The contradiction here is quite apparent. If it was true that “several statements in the writings of 

the Revs. H. Danhof and H. Hoeksema cannot very well be harmonized with what the Scriptures and 

the Confessions teach us regarding the above mentioned points,” then these men certainly could not be 

considered to be “Reformed in respect to the fundamental truths as they are formulated in the 

Confessions,” even though it be with an inclination toward one-sidedness. It is also apparent that the 

synod had no intention of disciplining Rev. Danhof and Rev. Hoeksema. Though the committee of pre-

advice recommended that these ministers first, be seriously admonished, second, that they be instructed 

to refrain from making propaganda, and third, that the matter be made pending with the consistories if 

the decision of the synod was not adhered to, the motion to this effect was defeated. 

Synod also must have realized that the theory of common grace is in conflict with the truth of 

the antithesis. This assembly virtually spoke a word of prophecy when it issued the following warning 

to the churches of the danger of worldly mindedness. 

 

Now that synod expressed itself on the three points that were at 

stake in the denial of Common Grace and thereby condemned the 

entire disregard for this doctrine, she feels constrained at the same 

time to warn our churches and especially our leaders earnestly 

against all one-sided emphasis on and misuse of the doctrine of 

Common Grace. It cannot be denied that there exists a real danger 

in this respect. When Dr. Kuyper wrote his monumental work on 

this subject he revealed that he was not unconscious of the danger 

that some would be seduced by it to lose themselves in the world. 

And even now history shows that this danger is more than 

imaginary. And also Dr. Bavinck reminded us of this danger in his 

Dogmatics. 

“When we consider the direction in which the spirit of the time 

develops round about us, it cannot be denied that our present 

danger lies more in the direction of worldly mindedness than in 

false seclusion. Liberal theology of the present time really 

obliterates the distinction between the Church and the world. It is 

more and more emphasized by many that the great significance of 

the Church lies in her influence upon social life. The 

consciousness of a spiritual-ethical antithesis becomes increasingly 



vague in the minds of many, to make room for an indefinite notion 

of a general brotherhood. The preaching of the Word concerns 

itself largely with the periphery of life and does not penetrate into 

its spiritual center. The doctrine of particular grace in Christ is 

more and more pushed to the background. There is a strong 

tendency to bring theology into harmony with a science that stands 

in the service of infidelity. Through the agency of the press and 

various inventions and discoveries, which as such are, 

undoubtedly, to be regarded as good gifts of God, the sinful world 

is to a great extent carried into our Christian homes.” Because of 

all these and similar influences exerted upon us from every side, it 

is pre-emptorily necessary that the church keep watch over the 

fundamentals; and that, though she also maintains the above 

mentioned three points, she vindicates the spiritual-ethical 

antithesis tooth and nail. May she never permit her preaching to 

degenerate into mere social treatises or literary productions. Let 

her be vigilant that Christ and He crucified and risen always 

remain the heart of the preaching. Constantly she must maintain 

the principle that the people of God are a peculiar people, living 

from their proper root, the root of faith. With holy zeal she must 

constantly send forth the call to our people, especially to our 

youth: “And be not conformed to this world, but be ye transformed 

by the renewing of your mind, that ye may prove what is that good 

and acceptable and perfect will of God.” With the blessing of the 

Lord this will keep our churches from worldly mindedness, that 

extinguishes the flame of spiritual ardor and deprives the church of 

her power and beauty. 

 

A grim prognosis indeed, for the generation following. ❖ 
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