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A daughter of the church sends me the following question: 

“I have been asked by Sgt. N. N., of our N. church to forward you the following 

question: ‘Is it right for a Prot. Ref. serviceman to partake of communion outside 

of the True church, such as Army Chapels? If not, why not?’ 

“Would it be too much to ask if this question be answered in our next Beacon 

Lights edition? 

“Thank you. Very truly yours, 

N. N.” 

I would have been very pleased to answer this question for the April issue of our Beacon 

Lights, but, in the first place, the question came too late, and, secondly, I had taken already four 

times as much space as was originally allotted to me in the Schuiler column. You will remember 

that I answered four questions the last time. 

And so I will answer now. 

No, it is not right for a serviceman to partake of the Lord’s Supper outside of the True 

church, and that for the reason that such a serviceman would fail to sit at the table with the Lord 

Jesus Christ. Our Lord spreads His table only within the bounds of the True church. 

You will remember that the commission to baptize and to set the table of communion was 

given to the true church only. See: Matt. 28:19; and I Cor. 11:23-29. There are many other texts I 

could enumerate but these two show sufficiently that the commission to administer the Holy 

Sacraments was given to the church. 

And Army Chapels, Salvation Army gatherings, and numerous other groups and sects are 

certainly not the True Church. 

However, if the serviceman finds himself in camp near to a church which, although not 

Protestant Reformed, still bears the marks of the True Church, such as the Christian Reformed, 

Reformed, Presbyterian, etc., I would advise him to go there and mot only listen to their sermons 

and worship with them, but also partake of the Lord’s Supper if they would allow him to do so. 

I firmly believe that our Protestant Reformed Churches are the purest manifestation of the 

True Church, that is, the Body of Christ, and it is our solemn duty to join and abide with the 

purest manifestation of that Body, but this does not mean that every other church is the false 

church. Although they do mot manifest the true marks of the church as purely as we do, it is my 

conviction that Christ Jesus the Lord still dwells in their midst, speaks His Word to them, gathers 

with them at His table and has His little ones baptized in the Triune Name. 

Our Covenant Jehovah sent His servant Jonah to Israel. Neither was that prophet the only 

one. 

But if our servicemen find themselves far from any manifestation of the true church of 

Christ, they need not worry about the question: How about my duty to proclaim the death of my 

Lord in the Holy Supper? And for the simple reason that Jesus Christ, the real King of this world 

has himself placed you in that position, and He will gather with you alone, He will come in unto 

you and sup with you, and you with him. 

Sincerely, 

SCHUILER. 

* * * * * 



 I received the following letter from a brother minister in our churches: 

Dear brother Schuiler: 

“Being interested in the C.L.A., and a regular reader of the Christian Labor 

Herald, I was much interested in your reply to the question whether we should 

belong to that organization. Now I admire the pluck of these Christian brethren 

who endure many sufferings and much reproach because they want to live 

according to their principles, also in the labor relationships. While many of their 

pastors wink at the C.I.O. & A.P.L., and their consistories tolerate (encourage?) 

membership in a worldly organization, these brethren have the courage to stand 

for their convictions, and that in the name of Christ. You do not care to call their 

organization unchristian, for the most part their institution is sound. 

“I wholly agree with you that the strike clause is a blotch upon their organization. 

The fact is, however, I’m quite sure, that the C.L.A. has never yet called a strike. 

(You may check on that if you please.) Their practice is better than their theory in 

this respect. But even so, the strike clause is rebellion, and certainly not a 

Christian method of bargaining. 

“But a few questions: 

I would answer as follows: ad. 1. No, a Prot. Ref. man could certainly not do as you 

suggest in your first question. And I will try and prove to you and others why not. When a man 

becomes a member of the C.L.A. he expresses with his membership ipso facto that he agrees 

with the whole constitution. It makes no difference whether he signs the constitution or not. His 

knock at the door of any organization, and his admittance and reception to membership, includes 

that he subscribes to the constitution as is. Neither does it make any difference when he makes a 

mental, silent reservation. That last consideration would amount to hypocrisy. Moreover, the 

principle expressed under question 1 smacks of Jesuitism. You know their maxim: “The end 

justifies the means”. See: Schaff-Herzog’s Rel. Enc., page 1167, col. 1, where this maxim is 

discussed. It 

is easy to fall into this error and although our people gladly subscribe to a condemnation of this 

maxim in abstracto, it is not so easy to escape practical application of the same. 

Suppose a Prot. Ref. man would say in his heart: I love the C.L.A. They are my brethren 

and they wage a righteous war of faith against the wicked employers. But that strike clause is an  

ad 2. Principally, yes. And although I think that many would laugh at this idea, I still 

would think that such endeavor would have God’s approval. We are bidden to keep our apparel 

unspotted from the world. And you know and I know that the strike with all it implies is of the 

world worldly, and therefore contraband for the Christian. 

ad 3. Until we have a Prot. Ref. Union or until the C.L.A. cancels the strike clause, we 

can do nothing but abide alone and wage our fight for righteousness in the industrial world alone. 

But I would not say that there is no need for labor to organize (I mean, of course, Christian 

labor). I think it a fine idea that the hosts of Jehovah go into battle together against the wicked, 

and tell them to repent of their evils. That is also Scriptural. Remember the hosts of God under 

David, and the martial language of many of Paul’s admonitions. 

And, thank you for your interesting questions. 

Sincerely, 

SCHUILER. 

* * * * * 

Dear “Curious”: 



I received your letter and question, but I understand that it is contrary to the accepted 

rules of the powers that be to accept questions that are anonymous. Evidently, it is all that we can 

swallow when one end of the matter is in the dark (SCHUILER); and to allow a question mark at 

both ends would make the entire reading public of Beacon Lights dizzy. 

 If you are a smart man or woman, boy or girl, I know what you are thinking right now. It 

is this: Well, my dear SCHUILER, if you can hide your face, why can’t I? 

If you did think that, I would kindly refer you to my boss. I assure you that it is not my 

doing. But that’s the way it is. 

So, my dear “Curious”, whoever you may be, let me know your name, and I will answer 

your question. It is such a nice question too. I will let you in on a secret: I almost answered it, 

and was going to hide under that much abused “exception”. 

Hoping to hear from you, I am 

Yours sincerely, 

SCHUILER. 
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