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Dear Mr. Editor: 

This is in response to your editorial —An Urgent Need—published in the December 

issue of Beacon Lights. 

There are several things which are to be appreciated in your editorial. First of all, the 

spirit of stamina and progressiveness which it breathes is something with which we all should be 

filled. All about us we see the march of progress in every field and endeavor. But it is 

misdirected by corrupt men who care not for God. We believe that their goals are puny, earthy, 

perishable. Yet how they work to bring about every development! 

There is no cause like our own. It is God’s Cause! He privileges, He commands, He calls 

us in His grace to be the representatives of His great and glorious Cause in the world. We are not 

only the vine of His planting, but also the light of the world, to display God’s truth and 

righteousness before all men. 

Mr. Webster states that progression is the act of moving forward; a proceeding in a 

course; a motion onward. We must move onward in faith. Does anyone who has read Philippians 

think that we can do without progression—either as individuals or churches—and live? 

I like that note. We all have to be ashamed of our passivity, inertia, stagnation. 

In the second place, you appeal to the youth for their interest in this matter. Young people 

are energetic and we ought to persuade them to use their energies in a God-glorifying direction. 

They must take an active interest in the various labors and endeavors of God’s people for the 

Kingdom. I hope that all our young people may be interested and take greater interest in all the 

things related to our Christian calling: our Theological School, our Missions, our Christian Day 

Schools, our church publications, the Christian Labor Association, our radio programs, and so 

forth. If only our parents take an active interest, in our points of advancement, that will help 

little. Youth must also be strong in these things. (Even financially the young people in our day, 

many of whom work and earn wages as high as family-supporting men, can be big boosters of 

these various causes. Their contributions to church, etc., should be more than the so-called tithe.) 

However, we should not expect youth to do what the church as a whole should do! 

Building a Theological School Building for our Protestant Reformed Churches is not a project of 

the young people but of all our churches, of old and young alike in all our churches. 

O, I am sure that if our young people in all our churches were granted permission to have 

a campaign to raise funds for a Theological School Building, they could probably collect enough 

money for such a purpose in one campaign. I am convinced of that. However, such an 

undertaking is the task of our churches in her representative bodies, more especially of Synod 

which has considered the matter and has taken steps toward building facilities for our Seminary. 

The Acts of Synod of 1949 reveals on page 111 that $8,235.10 have been gathered by 

assessments for the Theological School Building Fund. 

But I know your objection. You have read Article 106 in the same Acts: “Motion is made 

and supported to suspend the assessment for the Theological School Building Fund for one 

year.” The matter was temporarily stalemated by this decision of last Synod: You object to that. 

You state, therefore: “We wish to point out that there is an urgent need among the Protestant 

Reformed Churches which is not being met”. This statement is a reflection upon the decision of 

Synod which I quote above. 



I grant you the right to your opinion. I grant the right of individuals or groups to use their 

influence in bringing about certain actions or reforms or advancements. 

However, at the same time we cannot encourage the youth to do the things which Synod 

failed in your estimation to do. (This certainly is the impression you leave.) You evidently reason 

that since Synod suspended the assessment for a single year, they fail in a task, and so young 

people, let us show Synod that it can be done. Moreover, we should consider that Synod used 

discretion in coming to a decision on this matter. Synod did not feel the need to be so urgent that 

it needed immediate attention. Synod felt that there were other needs more important at the 

present time. Synod felt that the most important progress to be made in our School set-up is the 

procurement of another professor (for which two unsuccessful attempts were made) and the 

broadening of our study courses. The need to expand our Library (for which a small assessment 

was made) was thought more urgent. 

Up to this time I personally have seen no pressing need for such a building. Our student-

body has numbered three or four persons the last half dozen years or more. Sixteen to twenty 

hours a week spent in the large basement room of Fuller Ave.’s church present a lesser health 

hazard than the forty-eight hours many of our people spend the year round in our factories. The 

space is adequate to house our library. The size of our School at present does not require or 

warrant a separate building. I have felt that it is yet a child which can live at home with its 

parents for a while. 

(As far as a building also for living quarters for the students who come from out of town 

is considered, I think that it could be at best a weak argument for a building. I doubt whether 

anyone has ever been hindered from attending our Seminary because of such a lack. I have too 

much confidence in the kindness and willingness of our Grand Rapids people to quickly cope 

with such a known emergency.) 

However, there has been of late another angle to consider. It is the matter of a normal 

training school for the instruction of teachers to teach in our expanding Protestant Reformed 

School system. We feel that such a school is a necessity, and is of such a nature that it could be 

intimately connected with our Seminary. Every one of the teachers ought to have an extensive 

course in theology. They must be trained to apply our Reformed conceptions to every phase of 

life. We know that next to nothing has been done in this field as yet, as leaders in the National 

Union of Christian Schools will also admit. We must make advances in that direction. For that 

reason I feel that the Normal Training School (of some form) and the Seminary may be closely 

related, and placed under one roof. 

Then, too, a more urgent need is for students. More students are necessary both to fill the 

vacant churches and for broader missionary expansion, including labors, for example, amongst 

the unchurched in our land and amongst the Jews. We should appeal to young men to consider 

seriously whether they are called to this work. Christ guarantees a place for those whom He calls 

to this task. The farms and factories are crowded. . . .THE FIELDS ARE WHITE ALREADY 

TO HARVEST! 

We appeal to young men and women to take up teaching in our own schools, lower and 

higher. In this way, present to them the challenge of instructing our children in the sound 

principles of the Word of God. 

Our young men must see visions and our young women must see dreams. . . . visions 

of the fields while to harvest. . . . of children who must he instructed in Biblical principles. 

When we have such visions and dreams, then we are ready for a Theological School 

building. Then all hands will rise to the task before us. Onward! Forward! 



Your friend as ever, Rev. James Van Weelden. 

P.S.—We hope for a lively discussion of this important subject in an open and friendly spirit. 

 

Reply to Rev. J. Van Weelden: 

We wish to thank Rev. Van Weelden for his interest in Beacon Lights as indicated by his 

letter. My first reaction on reading his letter was one of chagrin. However, thoughtful reading of 

his letter leads me to believe that we are agreed on many points. 

The major area of disagreement can be found in the ninth and eleventh paragraphs of his letter. I 

must point out that the remarks of Rev. Van Weelden in this section of his letter are based only 

on conjecture. He attempts to read something into our editorial which is simply not found there. 

We did not advocate that the young people of the Protestant Reformed Churches should do 

things that the Synod of our churches cannot or will not do. At the time of the writing of our 

editorial we had in mind the appalling apathy and general indifference toward the idea of 

institutionalizing our seminary. I advocate that the Synod of our churches receive more active 

and real tangible support from the young people both as individuals and through their societies 

and federation organization. 

We also must point out that Synod in the past has taken steps in the direction we think we 

should go. First of all, Synod has levied assessments against the funds for a seminary building. 

Secondly, according to the Acts of Synod of 1949, Article 31, I, we read that the faculty of the 

seminary has inquired of the theological school committee as to action on the purchase of a 

building site. Evidently the faculty also has a dim view of present arrangements. 

In response to the inquiry of the faculty, the theological school committee stated that it 

had done all in its power to obtain a building site but no site was obtained. The reason for not 

purchasing a site can be explained very simply. Sufficient funds were not available. 

It is to this matter that our young people can and should lend a hand. No, I do not 

advocate lawless usurpation, of the delegated powers of Synod, but orderly and positive action of 

our young people by supporting the Synod to the limit with both our prayers, our energy, our 

talents, and our pocket-books. 

We hope, finally, that our readers will not get the impression that your editor and Rev. 

Van Weelden are in real conflict with each other. 

Homer G Kuiper. 
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