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 Approximately five months ago you last read something from the pen of this writer 

concerning Protestant Reformed Christian education or instruction.  In that third installment I 

delineated what I thought were the distinctions between the terms “education” and “instruction.” 

If you have not read these articles I would urge you to spend time looking up the previous three 

installments of the series so that you may see the continuity of the series. 

 Shortly after writing the third installment of the series I discovered a development of the 

same concept from an opposite point of view in a book entitled The Great Ideas of Plato by 

Eugene Freeman and David Appel. I quote the presentation of this matter by these writers in the 

present article because I feel that one can see a development of basic philosophic beliefs of those 

committed to a position other than the historic Biblical position which regulates the Christian 

instructional program.  It is a position which is at variance with one which I defended and 

developed in my third installment. 

 “The principal charm of the Meno” (a work of Plato, a.l.) for the beginner is  found 

in the vividness of the portrayal of Socrates, the teacher, and in the significance  of the lesson 

that it teaches about the nature and purpose of education. 

 The very words “education” and “instruction” testify to the fact that Socrates’  theory 

of education has become woven into the fabric of our thought. 

 “Instruction” is derived from the Latin instruere which means “to build on.” 

 “Education” is derived from the Latin educare which means “to lead forth.” 

 Instruction then signifies the process whereby the instructor puts his own thoughts into 

the minds of his pupils by drill and rote mentods. 

 Education on the contrary refers to the process whereby an educator “leads forth”  from 

the mind of his pupil the thoughts that his own student has created by the activity of  his 

own thinking.  The educator then is the teacher who makes his own students think. 

 Pupils who have been trained by instructors rather than educators do not  understand the 

creative powers of thought.  They do not know what it means to make  intelligent guesses.  

The only time they do guess is when they know they should not.   This is when they are 

attempting to reproduce facts which they have forgotten. 

 A student who has been trained by an educator learns how to make intelligent guesses—

not about facts where guessing is stupid—but in evaluating the significance of  facts. 

 Related to the whole “leading out process” which is developed in great detail in the 

“Meno” of Plato is a quotation taken from NEA Journal of 1894. In this periodical Stanley G. 

Hall wrote an article entitled “Remarks on Rhythm in Education.” The following is a quotation 

from that article. 

  “Evolution has taught the teacher that he or she is to be the chief agent in the 

 march of progress and if we are to have a higher type of citizenship, of manhood, or of 

 womanhood in the world, it is to be done by conscious agencies, and those agencies 

 culminate in the teacher.  In the vision of the superman, if it is ever to be realized, it will 

 be because the school, the college and university will succeed in bringing childhood to 

 more complete maturity physically, mentally and above all morally.” 

 It is evident that the “Messianic” purpose of education is directly related to the “leading 

out process” developed by Socrates and reiterated here by Stanley G. Hall.  It is also evident that 



the entire approach of these writers is completely out of touch with the development which we 

made in our last article and which we believe is based upon the Word of God. 

 We will develop this concept which we have begun to develop in more detail in 

subsequent articles. 

 Having taken this slight detour we return once again to the main point of our 

presentation.  We insist that the Christian teacher must be in every sense of the word an 

instructor.  This does not mean that he is not a good pedagogue nor does it mean that he is 

unaware of the sound approaches to the teaching process (many of which are developed by the 

secular educator) but it does mean that he is very aware of the fact that he is the master who is in 

control of the learning situation. 

 Before we began to discuss some of the divergent views described in this article we were 

discussing the rightful place of the teacher in the Christian classroom.  We do not want to forget 

that this teacher receives this position by virtue of the fact that he stands in the place of the 

parent.  He does not stand in the place of the state.  Christian education is not premised on the 

belief that children are wards of the state but rather is premised on the fact that children are to be 

instructed by their parents.  Basically, therefore, the instructor is not the teacher but is the parent.  

To the parent God assigns the task of instruction.  A parent cannot shift this responsibility to the 

school nor can he completely shirk his responsibility by permitting the state to become the 

instructor of his children but he must assume the responsibility for that instruction. The Bible is 

very explicit in this regard. We quote. 

  “And, ye fathers, provoke not your children to wrath: but bring them up in the 

 nurture and admonition of the Lord.” Ephesians 6:4. 

  “And these words, which I command thee this day, shall be in thine hear: and 

thou  shalt teach them diligently unto thy children, and shalt talk of them when thou sittest in 

 thine house, and when thou walkest by the way, and when thou liest down, and when 

 thou risest up.” Deuteronomy 6:6-7. 

 I insist, therefore, that the teacher becomes the instructor of a group of children in a 

Christian school by consent of the parent.  We have demonstrated this as a Scriptural necessity.  

Nowhere does the Bible say that schools are responsible for the instruction of children. 

 The type of teacher that is hired to teach in the school is an extremely important matter.  

In this day when teachers’ colleges are sending forth many teachers it is of utmost importance 

that the teachers which staff Protestant Reformed Christian Schools be well trained. They must 

have the skills which are equivalent to or exceed the skills of those who are trained to teach in 

the public schools of our land.  We need more than just a mediocre instructor.  We need one who 

can meet the requirements—one who can meet the certification requirements of the state too. 

 Our schools need more than this, however. 

 Our Protestant Reformed Christian Schools need teachers who are intellectually mature, 

and are those who have a thorough knowledge of the truth of the Scriptures.  They must, 

therefore, be students of the Word of God.  They must love the Word of God.  They must uphold 

the Word of God in deed and in word.  The instruction they give in the classroom must be in 

complete conformity with the Word of God. 

 The carnally-minded teacher cannot be anything but a detriment to the Christian school. 

 Our teachers must be those who could, if they were required, sign the formula of 

subscription which all other office-bearers in the church must sign. 

 Protestant Reformed Christian Schools are only as strong as the instructors, who teach in 

these schools. 
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