
Hypocrisy? 
Schuiler 

 

 

Dear . . ? . . 

Our churches are against dramatizing, the play in particular, we say this is hypocrisy. 

Hypocrisy is a pretending to be what one is not, this is always under an assumed name. 

In your column in Beacon Lights, ‘‘Schuiler writes” you are assuming the name of 

another. Is not this also hypocrisy? 

Also, you say that you will not answer letters that are unsigned. You do not sign your 

name to your articles, hut nevertheless they are supposed to be read by Protestant Reformed 

young people. 

Don’t you think it would be more satisfactory if you would sign your real name rather 

than an assumed name? 

Yours respectfully, 

R. V. L. 

 

What shall we say about this letter? It almost sounds as though the youthful writer is a bit 

indignant. And that just about puts “Schuiler” in the class with the hypocrites. 

Well, my dear friend, let me assure you: I take this with a smile, no hard feelings whatever, 

and if I should happen to see you some time I may introduce myself to you as: “Schuiler the 

hypocrite”. 

However, a little word of explanation may not be out of place, all the more so because I 

have heard that there are more who do not like it that I write under an assumed name. Some have 

claimed it is unfair that the writer can remain unknown but that those who send in questions are 

expected to sign their letters (even though their full name is usually not mentioned in Beacon 

Lights, but they can remain incognito as far as the reading public is concerned). 

I have heard say: “If we may not know “Schuiler's” real name everybody else should also 

have the privilege of sending in letters either unsigned or under an assumed name. To the latter I 

would be absolutely opposed. You never have a comeback on people you don’t know. It is fair, it 

is ethical to sign a letter. Anonymous letters are always out of place. A writer should be honest 

and stand back of his writing. But doesn’t that put the mysterious “Schuiler” in an awful 

position? Not at all. There is a lot of difference between “Schuiler” and those that write 

anonymous letters to this column. The Staff of Beacon Lights knows who “Schuiler” is, hence, 

they always have a comeback, but an anonymous writer is lost in the sea of humanity. He can 

write anything and everything, call you all kinds of names, slander you as much as he pleases, 

but you can never call him on the carpet. 

No, there is nothing wrong to write under an assumed name as long as the writer is 

known to those who are responsible for the paper. And it is done very, very much in all kinds of 

papers, magazines, etc. 

And now let me tell you whose ‘fault’ it is that I am writing under an assumed name, and 

why. When the Staff of Beacon Lights asked me to write they said that I should write under an 

assumed name. The reason? The main reason was they thought that prospective contributors 

would feel more free to write in and ask questions if it was unknown who the person was who 

answered the various questions. They evidently thought that prospective contributors would have 

enough confidence in the Staff that the latter would select a person for this work whom they 



believed was entirely trustworthy enough to deal confidentially with the material sent to this 

column. In that way nobody would be put on the spot and everybody could feel free to ask any 

reasonable question, including matters of a confidential nature, and also bring up various 

problems with which we as young people are confronted. Personally I had no objection to such a 

procedure. And practically it has worked out quite well. I believe the objections raised against 

this procedure are mostly due to misunderstanding. 

But there you have the whole truth. Hence, my dear friend, don’t blame me, but blame 

the Staff of Beacon Lights. They made this arrangement with me, and that with the very best of 

intentions for everybody concerned. (Just think of it—I am not even allowed to sign my own 

name). 

Should the Staff decide differently now and ask me to sign my real name, I might oblige. 

In that case of course you would find out who that ‘hypocrite’ “Schuiler” has been for the last 

couple of years. And in that case you will smile with me. But regardless of what is to happen in 

the future, I certainly hope that my answer to your letter may at least have the effect that you will 

immediately remove my name from the blacklist of the hypocrites and place it in the category of 

decent people. 

In the meantime I’ll obey orders from headquarters and will sign off now with the highest 

regard for you, my friend R. Thanks for your contribution which gave me the opportunity to 

explain a few things to you and all other interested parties. 

Yours respectfully, “Schuiler”. 
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