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Dear Rev. Laning 
Here is my question, hopefully you can answer it. 

In examination of the movie the “Passion of Christ” and the Protestant Reformed stand 

against it, how, in light of the second commandment, do you view the crosses that we have in 

several of our churches? Are they a symbol that have a meaning? If so, wouldn’t it be like books 

to the laity as it says in Lord’s Day 35 Q&A 98? Or if they are just a piece of wood with no 

meaning, why do we have them in the churches? 

Thanks for your time and effort in considering my question. 

Yours in Christ, 

Timothy Kleyn 

 

Dear Timothy 
You ask an interesting question that happens to be one that we as churches considered at 

the Protestant Reformed Churches Synod of 1990. Therefore, I think it would be good for the 

readers of Beacon Lights to know what our official position is on this matter. 

In 1990, our Synod took the position that the erection of a cross on the wall of a church 

sanctuary is not a violation of the Second Commandment, and that it is not in conflict with 

Lord’s Day 35 of the Heidelberg Catechism, which states what we refer to as the regulative 

principle of worship. The regulative principle, which is referred to in one of the quotations 

below, states that we must worship God only in the way that He has commanded in His Word. 

Let me briefly summarize what was decided. It can be found in Articles 43 and 57 of the 

1990 Acts of Synod. I will include a couple of quotations, so that you can see the very wording 

of Synod. 

First, the Synod said that the erection of such a cross does not violate the Second 

Commandment. To explain why, the following distinction was made: 

1) The Second Commandment forbids the use of images. An image is a 

physical representation of God, or anything made for the purpose of 

worshipping God or with the intention of teaching men, or anything that 

becomes a means of worshipping God or teaching men (Lord’s Day 35). 

2) The Second Commandment does not forbid symbols. A symbol is a sign 

of some spiritual reality that identifies a group. For example, the symbol 

of the fish in the meeting places of the early church. 

Secondly, Synod said that the placement of a symbol on a church does not make that 

symbol an element of the congregation’s worship. The following reasons were given to support 

this statement. 

1) There is freedom in the Protestant Reformed Churches’ application of 

the regulative principle in those incidental details connected with the 

church’s worship and government. 

2) The Second Commandment regulates the worship of the Church but 

does not prescribe the incidental details connected with the worship 

services. For example: the use of musical accompaniment in singing the 



Psalters, standing or kneeling during prayer, pictures of a Bible or a plain 

cross on a church wall. 

3) The elements of the church’s worship are prescribed in Scripture as 

explained in Lord’s Day 38 of the Heidelberg Catechism. 

Synod, therefore, determined that a symbol, such as a cross, may be placed on a wall of a 

church, when it is being used not for the purpose of teaching, but merely as a means to identify a 

group. 

There is, of course, the danger of desiring to set up more and more symbols in the 

churches, and to use them to assure us of God’s presence in our midst. When churches decline 

and turn away from Christ as set forth in the preached Word, they often desire to have more and 

more symbols to assure them that God is really present in their midst, even though they are 

rejecting His Word. This danger is very real; it happens all around us. We must always be on our 

guard, lest the same thing happen to us. 

I thank you again for your question. 

Fraternally in Christ, 

Rev. Laning 
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