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 It was the morning after Christmas.  All during the night the snow had fallen, so that a 

deep, warm blanket of white covered the earth.  The roads were blocked and no traffic was 

noticeable on the highway running into the small town where the village minister dwelt in the 

comfortable manse beside the church.  On this particular morning there was not the usual 

hustling of the children to be on time at school.  There was the lull in the atmosphere which is 

present after the tension of busy activities. 

 Around the breakfast table, which had been covered with hot, steaming corn-muffins, sat 

the pastor with his family.  The conversation turned toward the happenings of the evening 

before.  Joyce, the eldest of the children had taken part in the “play”, one of the numbers on the 

program.  Arlene, who followed her in age, had sung in the trio, and Junior’s part had been to 

carry a large letter “C” in the exercise. 

 “Well, daddy”, inquired Joyce, “what did you think of our program? Wasn’t it grand? 

Miss Jones, our teacher, said we all had performed our part so well,” she continued. 

 Not wishing to disappoint the child, the pastor said: “I cannot answer all your questions at 

once and in the same manner.  I can say in a general way that the program was worked out well, 

the music was fine and the singing fitted well with it.  But I do have a question in mind as to the 

appropriateness of the “play” in which you took a part, Joyce.  Was it appropriate for the 

occasion? You must know children, that when I was a child, we also had Christmas programs, 

but that there was no “plays” in them.  Our programs were comprised of recitations of poems 

speaking of the birth of Christ, the reciting of Scripture passages, and singing of songs fit for the 

occasion.  Not only did I find your play inappropriate, but I have a rather deep aversion to all 

“plays”.   

 “It may be”, volunteered Arlene, “that you are just old fashioned in your ideas, daddy.  

Isn’t it true that we must live in our times? But then I couldn’t exactly see either what the play 

‘Golden Gifts’ had to do with Christmas.  Joyce told us in the “play” about a certain legend 

connected with “Golden Gifts”.  Three gifts had to be given to the king each Christmas season.  

And the moral was that we should give gifts to those who are in need and then we give them to 

the King.  If I understand correctly, she quoted a Scripture passage from the Bible found in Matt. 

25:34-36.  I’ll get my Bible and read this passage,” continued Arlene.  She took the Bible from 

its place on the shelf and read as follows.  “Then shall the King say to them on his right hand, 

Com eye blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the 

world.  For I was an hungered and ye gave me meat; I was thirsty and ye gave me drink; I was a 

stranger and yet took me in…” “Now this has nothing directly to do with the celebration at 

Christmas” said Arlene, “Is that your objection”? 

 Before the minister could reply, Junior blurted out, “I liked that play! We kids all got a 

big kick out of it! Joyce sure can act her part! I know that a lot of people thought she did just 

fine! Some of those recitations are so “dry”!  And what’s wrong with a “play” anyway? In 

Sunday School I learnt that it was wrong to swear, and that we may not steal and be disobedient 

to our parents and teachers and the police-man on the street-corner, but it doesn’t say in the Bible 

that we aren’t allowed to have a “play”, does it? I didn’t hear Joyce say any bad words. She 

didn’t say ‘O, Gee’, or anything like that, did she?” 



 At this point the minister’s wife, who all the while had listened quietly, spoke and said: 

“But father, didn’t you some time ago have a sermon, (I believe it was on Prayer-day) on I 

Timothy 4:4, 5 somewhere we read: “Every creature of God is good and nothing to be refused if 

it be received with thanksgiving.  For it is sanctified by the Word of God and prayer.” I don’t 

remember your whole sermon, but it seems to me that the point you stressed was that whatever 

God made, whatever His handiwork is “good”.  That indeed the sinner does not sanctify these 

gifts in prayer, but that is all the more reason for us to use them in God’s service.  That we must 

have a positive service of God was also emphasized.  

 “Now is it not the logical thing” she continued, “also to ask whether “plays” belong to the 

“good creature” that God has made and must be sanctified? To be sure, I also remember the time 

that our programs were characterized by more simplicity: pageants, plays, drills were unheard of 

on the Christmas programs.  But does this say that it is wrong to have them now? There also was 

a time when congregational singing was not accompanied by an organ.  The organ is used in the 

theater too, but that doesn’t prevent us from using it. And so there are many other things such as 

the radio and automobile.  Evil is not in the things, but in the sinful heart of man.  And so if 

“plays” can serve a good purpose in being used to bring home the great truths of life and of the 

Bible, should they not be used and do we not neglect to use some of the facilities of God in the 

propagation of the Word, by not employing them more than we do?” 

 “It seems”, said the minister, “that I’m standing all by myself in this question.  And I 

notice that there are plenty of arguments that can be brought in support of the “play” in the 

programs. 

 “I notice that Joyce is not speaking much.  She is wise for she is involved in the question.  

But I would like to say something in answer to the remarks of all the others. 

 “Arlene suggested that possibly my aversion to “plays” was due to my being old 

fashioned in my ideas and tastes.  I would like to know what you mean with old fashioned.  How 

would one determine which is “old” and which is “new”? And even if this is shown does that 

answer the question of the right and wrong of the matter? If people have different ideas today 

than they had years ago, how are we to determine which is right? What would you say, Arlene? 

 Without waiting for her to answer the minister continued, “Junior spoke of the programs 

as being dry without “plays”.  Is this really true? It may be that there is not much humor and 

entertainment in the more simple programs, but is it therefore dry? Would all people agree with 

you Junior that this is the case, or do those who long for entertainment and fun speak after this 

manner? To have a good time is it necessary to have silly comedy? 

 “As to your second remark, Junior, that we don’t read in the Bible that we may not have 

“plays”, but that you do read that we may not swear and steal, as your Sunday School teacher 

taught you, I would say that you should always remember that there are many questions in life 

that cannot be answered by merely quoting the Bible. And thus it is also with this question.” 

 “Well, that is exactly my point” said the mother. “I therefore asked the questions whether 

every creature of God is good, and is nothing to be refused when used with thanksgiving.  Do 

plays also fall in the class of the “good creature”? 

 “To be perfectly frank, mother” the minister answered “I must concede that you have a 

point in your argument which is worthy of serious consideration.  But we should not jump at 

conclusions.  The question you ask is quite a bit more involved than what is commonly 

supposed.  This is also quite apparent from the discussion of this question in the various church-

papers.  And I fear that if we would go into the question a great many difficult questions will 



arise, and this discussion may prove too involved for you children to understand. But for your 

sake, mother, I’ll attempt to answer this question somewhat. 

 “First of all, we should remember there is a difference between the creature, such as food, 

marriage, musical instruments and those things which are the product of man’s imagination—

sometimes called “creative-thinking”.  The question is not as simple as we have in the following 

reasoning.  1.  Every creature of God is good. 2.  “Plays” are creature.  3. Hence: Plays are good.  

And that seems to be your reasoning, mother. 

 “Further, it should not be forgotten that the Truth of God is conveyed by the Word even 

in the play.  At best a play can suggest to the mind and possibly illustrate a certain situation, but 

the Truth is spiritual and can only be conveyed by the symbols of the Word.  Thought can be 

apprehended only by the spiritual mind.  Imitation of the scene at Bethlehem is not the scene.  

And think of the very little that the Bible tells us of the actual persons present.  It in no way 

describes their appearances.  It merely tells us the news of what God has done, and describes the 

inner state of the joy and faith of recipients of this revelation.  This scene can never again be 

reenacted.  Time does not allow this.  And every attempt must fail.  It can never be more than 

imitation.  In keeping with this deep truth and the simplicity of the Scripture narrative, our 

fathers have insisted on simplicity of form and accuracy of the spoken word in our Christmas 

programs.  

 “Granted in the abstract that the “play” is a means of conveying truth (which I doubt very 

much) it is an exceedingly difficult form of teaching to control.  This is possibly the reason why 

“plays” have so very little to do with the actual birth of Christ, as was also the case with the play 

“Golden Gifts” in which you took a part, Joyce.  I may not have answered every question in your 

mind, but at least I’ve given you the reason for my aversion to plays on the Christmas Program.” 

 After having read the record in Luke 2 of the birth of Christ and giving thanks to God for 

the great Gift of His Son, each left the table for their favorite pursuits of the day. 
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