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This is not to be a discussion of the movies as they are shown in the present day theaters 

and shows.  It shouldn’t be necessary, even though it probably is, it shouldn’t be necessary to 

discuss that evil among us.  And that a discussion of that shouldn’t be necessary is evident from 

the pamphlet written by the Rev. R. Veldman on his topic; which, by the way, we would urge all 

our young people and parents to procure and read.  But we will limit ourselves to movies and 

more particularly, to movies at our Conventions. 

Even though this too, has been discussed in our paper recently, we are returning to it for 

especially two reasons.  In the first place, we had also remarked on the subject in our first 

editorial commenting on the last Convention.  This reflection never appeared, yet it stands.  It 

seems that our managing editor needed a bit of space and hence “cut” a few lines from that 

article, which contained our reaction to these movies.  If our memory serves correctly, we wrote 

somewhat as follows: that we felt that the moving pictures might have been eliminated without 

detracting from the otherwise splendid program which closed our meetings.  Further, we stated, 

that they soon become habit-forming and for that reason are dangerous and to be avoided.  So, 

we are not exactly injecting ourselves into someone else’s debate when we return, but simply 

maintaining and defending a position which we also took.  In the second place, we feel that the 

matter has been left rather “hanging-in-the-air”.  That which was to be one of the most potent 

arguments against them was subsequently overthrown and there the matter has come to rest.  We 

feel that something more definite should be concluded. 

Well, what shall we say?  It would, of course, be foolish to attempt to prove that moving 

pictures are wrong.  They are not.  Perhaps it would be too “narrow-minded” to point out that 

even in the unobjectionable films that were shown that night there were objectionable features.  

We were offended, for example, when the narrator of one of the pictures injected the theory of 

evolution in explaining the wonders of God’s creation.  Other instances might also be cited.  But 

that’s becoming pretty “narrow”, isn’t it?  Then, too, that touches such small, fine points that we 

ought to overlook and be reasonable about. Nor do we suppose it would avail much to argue the 

point that they are habit-forming.  We, carnal creatures that we are, are strong enough to be 

discreet and discerning in our attitude and use of movies.  Even the contrast from the sacred to 

the secular probably doesn’t bear much weight.  The change was striking, for example, when 

immediately after a message from the Word of God the movies were announced, the room 

darkened, etc., in preparation for their showing.  All that movies connote couldn’t help but rise in 

the mind.  It was all in rather glaring contrast to what we had enjoyed.  Do not mistake us.  It is 

not the pictures shown, for they were relatively good—perhaps, of the best that can be procured, 

but the connotation of the thing.  But even that is rather negative and the imagination of our own 

evil mind. 

Let’s approach it from a positive point of view then and ask, was this the best possible 

entertainment for the occasion and the most excellent we have to offer our Young people?  What 

we mean can best be brought out by referring to the speech which immediately preceded the 

pictures.  The speaker said that the gathering was potentially an audience of the most beautiful 

people on earth.  He said that we occupied the very center position in the brush line of God’s 

grace: where all the hues are brightest and most clear.  That this beauty is to be revealed in being 

transformed after the fashion and model of Christ: God’s Most Beautiful Son.  The question then 



is, do movies and all that they connote, express the heart of our beauty or are they a symptom of 

conformation according to the fashion and pattern set by this world?  Is it the most beneficial and 

most beautiful material we have to offer “the most beautiful audience”?  They certainly deserve 

only the best… If we were always moved by this consideration, doubtlessly, many of our 

activities would be re-formed.  What do you think? 
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