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An Open address to the ecclesiastical assemblies of the Protestant Reformed Churches and their 

respective office bearers. 

 

The things of which we write are controversial, yet they are important for both of us and 

we hope that you will give these things the attention that they deserve, and that with no caviling. 

These are things that touch the foundations of our churches and are therefore to be discussed. 

The things which we have in mind are not new but evidently are part of the trend of the 

churches of which we are a part. These things are going to affect our immediate history willingly 

or unwillingly. In the first place we notice that in 1965, in the Acts of Synod of the Protestant 

Reformed Churches in America p. 74, this amazing section of the agreement for the possession 

of the archives of the P.R. churches, “2. The parties hereto agree that return of the items 

mentioned in Paragraph 1 (the minutes, supplements, archives etc. of the P.R. churches both 

synodical and classical of said body prior to 1954 — A.N.) hereof by Christian Reformed Church 

to Protestant Reformed Churches shall in no way imply that Protestant Reformed churches, as 

presently constituted, is the legal continuation of the original Protestant Reformed. Churches 

and/or denomination, nor that the Protestant Reformed Churches have a moral or legal right to 

the same apart from or prior to this agreement” Our Synod approved this signing and we wonder 

why it is that such “tongue in cheek” signing is held to be proper, or even conducive to the 

upbuilding of our churches historically. For this agreement was made as an organization, that is 

corporation rights were released. Is not such practice of subjectively opposing (at least we hope 

that this would be the argument given) and objectively signing such a lawful document rather 

dangerous? For the fact is that we as an organization no longer have legally a name! 

The second thing which we noticed in the same year pertains to the lecture given at the 

Civic Auditorium on October 27, 1965, in that lecture objectively the separation dates of 1618-

1619, 1834, 1886 are mentioned, yet the objective dates and separations of 1924 and 1953 are 

not mentioned (p. 11, Our Reformed Heritage). This speech was given to the public and to a 

generation of people which did not know of those dates. This we think is a dangerous policy in 

that the attempt is clearly being made to ignore our own immediate history and attempt to find a 

common basis with which to call for Reformation in the body of another denomination, which is 

historically apostate. For these are bars or posts which are divinely instituted. A body which you, 

brethren, are separated from historically if not in the flesh. That this evidently is the 

interpretation is proven we think by a letter sent out by some body within the Protestant 

Reformed Churches to those who left and were separated from us in 1953. On the bottom of the 

first page of this letter the words following are found, “We, at First Protestant Reformed, will 

commemorate the ascension of Jesus, the Lord willing, in a special service on Thursday, May 23, 

at 7:30 P.M. You are invited to worship with us.” What a strange invitation! Here we have an 

invitation to those who have been apostate for 15 years, so denominated by the Rev. Herman 

Hoeksema in a speech given in April 1, 1954, The Heresy in the Light of the History of ALL 

Ages, people whom Rev. H. H. had no fear of calling heretics, and although it is true that 

sometimes the weak and foolish are led astray by this type of thing is not such an invitation a 

denial of a real Reformation. Or do the Protestant Reformed Churches now say that this 

separation was a mistake? On what Scriptural basis or historical basis are these things continuing 



which after all is the basis of the Mission endeavors through lecturing to the Reformed 

community? 

The second page of this letter brings even more conundrums than the first. After the 

summation of the doctrine which, we hold to officially, we find this statement, “As far as church 

government is concerned, we hold to the Reformed system, as set forth in the Church Order of 

Dordrecht.” 

It should be apparent to all that while the above truths are the great truths of the 

Protestant Reformation, they are also the truths which are most generally ignored and denied in 

our times, and that the church, including much of the Reformed community, has been unfaithful 

to her Reformation heritage. 

“For the same reason, the Prot. Ref. Churches consider it to be their urgent calling to 

engage in the sturdy defense of these precious truths and to call the church to reformation anew. 

“Though we are a small denomination, we lead a full ecclesiastical life and have a 

complete ecclesiastical structure. We have our own seminary; we have a mission program even 

though our means are limited; we have our religious periodicals; we have our own parental 

covenant schools in several areas. And we believe that the church is marked and blessed 

according to its faithfulness, not according to its size. 

“We extend the hand of fellowship to all who with us desire to stand uncompromisingly 

(sic!-A.N.) in the cause of the Reformed faith.” 

Now what could we comment on such a viewpoint? THIS - is this not like Israel or Judah 

of old time adorning herself with the garment of the harlot and commencing to walk in harlotry? 

For consider and consider this well brethren. You say that you hold the Reformed system of 

church government yet this is written at a time when our churches are arguing about a discipline 

case which has come to the point where there are sides, and those sides are becoming rather 

plainly marked. I am speaking of Vander Vennen and Timmer vs. First Consistory case. This is a 

case which after two years in the higher assemblies results in complete official silence. The 

official silence of executive sessions. This of course is contrasted with the open denial on the 

part of the Vander Vennen and Timmer’s who have been excommunicated, the only party which 

seems to want to pass out all the documents of the case. So it appears, gentlemen, that while you 

walk a very silent path in our midst, before the churches of our body, you have the nerve to say 

to others that you hold to the Reformed System of church government, WHEN THERE IS 

EVERY REASON TO BELIEVE THAT YOU ARE HIDING DIRTY WASH, WHICH YOU 

WERE ALWAYS ANXIOUS TO HOLD BEFORE THE EYES OF ANOTHER 

COMMUNION. (Romans 2:21, 22, See previous 43 volumes of Standard Bearer) I mean that it 

is very strange that formerly your body did not try to hide things but wanted it brought out in the 

open but now official silence while everyone talks, and brethren we don’t want platitudes and 

complacency and a false peace, we want reformation also HERE. We think that perhaps the thing 

which causes you to consistently miss the mark is your adorning yourself as a real stable 

organization, for example, the boast that we have a complete ecclesiastical structure, periodicals, 

schools etc., and even the criterion of today, a MISSION program. Gentlemen, there is nothing in 

such things if you have not learned that, . . . I will have mercy, and NOT Sacrifice ..." (Matt. 

9:13). And we think that this view is proven by the number of people who are as apostles of a 

new doctrine going around with the idea that “You have to obey and submit to your consistory” a 

sound that has never been heard in our circles, for there is a lot of room for Art. 31 and the idea 

of PROOF, is there not? Is a carnel, stable organization what you want, you can’t be serious! WE 

DO NOT. 



But more, we wonder if this invitation of First Consistory is mindful of the stipulations 

for heretics returning to our fold, as it is found in the Standard Bearer editorials of Vol. 38, p. 

198 and following editorials. We are of the mind that letters such as this will be unnecessary if 

the pure truth of SOVEREIGN GRACE is preached, that is enough is it not? Let us maintain 

history, not violate it, for principles work through. 

So in conclusion we posit: 

 1. An invitation to the Standard Bearer to take up the issues of our churches, the issues 

which are becoming very pertinent, enough boasting let us have deeds! 

 2. That we must remember the fact that just because Christian Reformed men leave one 

church which was home because of organizational integrity does not mean that we will 

accept any organization. We want STANDARDS also in church policy. 

      3. This is an absolute requisite, so that we may be assured that we are of one mind. 

that we have the mind of Christ, only so can we strive in UNITY of faith. 

      4.  This is requisite or the Reformed preaching of which  we are '‘proud?" will be 

muted?   

     5.  Only then will this business of oppressing the righteous  cease. As an erring 

organization we ask you, gentlemen, to return to us so that we may have proper unity such as 

Psalm 133. 

“Behold, how good and how pleasant it is for brethren to dwell together in unity! It is like the 

precious ointment upon the head, that ran down the beard, even Aaron's; that went down to the 

skirts of his garments; as the dew of Hermon, and as the dew that descended upon the mountains 

of Zion: for there the LORD commanded the blessing, even life for evermore.” A.N. 
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