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One of the most widely attacked of all institutions today is that of denominationalism. 

This attack comes from two sides especially. On the one hand there are those who maintain that 

the church must be one and would sacrifice the very truths of the gospel to make it so. On the 

other hand are those who despise all denominational ties. 

In order to understand what is meant by un-denominationalism it may be well to ask 

ourselves what we really mean by a denomination, for surely unless we understand this well we 

cannot justify its existence. By this term then we understand a group which all speak the same 

thing. Hence a group of churches which are bound together by the same standards or creeds and 

which are so in conscious organic connection with the church of the past. For always in order 

that a denomination may exist a common background—a creed— must unite them. 

Now overagainst this, un-denominationalism is independent, usually does not subscribe 

to a creed, nor does it stand consciously related to a church or churches of the past. And this 

movement is usually if not always associated with a contempt for and a disregard of creeds. Its 

most common form of manifestation is found that well-known but fallacious slogan, “No creed 

but Christ”. 

But we may well ask ourselves whether creeds are really necessary and whether churches 

should be bound together by those particularly. Do we need the word of man to intervene 

between ourselves and the Word of God? Isn’t the Bible after all sufficient until Salvation and if 

it is why do we need creeds? Isn’t it true that creeds are the source of denominationalism, that 

they tend to split the church and thus are really evil? 

Perhaps the best way to approach this question is to begin by asking quite frankly what is 

the real reason for the hatred of and refusal to submit to the creeds of the church. And then the 

answer is not that men refuse to submit to creeds because they are the word of man and because 

they come between them and the Word of God but because such an objector wants to rely upon 

and have liberty to promulgate his own private interpretation without the boundaries of the tried 

and proven faith of the collective body of God's people of the past. For we must not forget that 

creeds, upon which denominations are built, are not simply the words of man but are the living 

expression of the faith of the church as she experienced it, lived it, and died by it. Nor must we 

forget the promise of Christ to His Church that the Holy Spirit would lead them into all truth. 

That promise is denied or overlooked or ignored by those who would raise the slogan, “No creed 

but Christ”, and “Back to the Bible”, although we admit that this latter slogan can certainly be 

given a good meaning—we must always return to the Bible but not in opposition to but along the 

line of the creeds. 

Nor does it cause us surprise then that this essential pride in one’s own judgment over 

against that of the whole church usually results in the denial of the same points over and over 

again. Exactly those doctrines and creeds which are the hardest upon man’s pride become ever 

and again the target of ranting and reviling. Thus we see also the result which always 

accompanies the phenomenon of un-denominationalism—that such churches are almost without 

exception arminian in their preaching—that they deny election and especially reprobation—for 

nothing is more difficult for man’s pride than to acknowledge that even in his rebellion he was 

simply the servant of God—and usually they deny the truth of the covenant—the fact that God 

establishes his covenant in the line of succeeding generations. 



Overagainst this we must maintain always the importance of creeds. Not, of course, as 

dead, statements of the past, written perhaps in the back of our Psalters, to be curiously read 

before the service to pass the time away, but remaining otherwise a mystery to us, but as living 

statements of that faith which we also possess—which we have received as our heritage from the 

church of the past—we cherish them, study, them, know them, and love them. 

Not that we would imagine them to be infallible—we know better. 

And we know also that as the living church of Christ we must and will continue to be led 

into all the truth and that thus also our creeds will have to grow and develop. Therefore also we 

turn with our creeds back to Scripture, again and again, in order that we may test them, develop 

them, check them and learn to love them more and more. In the measure we do this we shall 

continue to be a strong and active and living church secure in the truth, and faithful to it. 

Perhaps another time we can turn our thoughts to the question regarding which 

denomination or denominations have a right of existence. 

 

P.S. I am deliberately omitting the discussion on the Youth For Christ in the hope that more of 

our young people will send us their opinions on this movement. 
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