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At a recent combined meeting of the Esther, Talitha, David, and Young Men’s Societies 

of Fuller Avenue, the following debate was presented. Two members of the Young Men’s 

Society upheld the affirmative while two Talitha members argued con. The arguments presented 

and the interest of the subject material at this particular time influenced us to publish it in this 

issue of Beacon Lights. A group of five judges award a 3 to 2 decision in favor of the negation. 

What are your reactions? 

 

RESOLVED: That the local Protestant Reformed Churches should have a school of their own. 

 

*1st Affirmative Speaker 

“Mr. Chairman, worthy opponents and friends: It is our conviction that as it is an 

impossibility to completely cover a proposition of this nature in the time allocated us this 

evening, hence it will be necessary to reject all intricate details and aspects of the question and 

limit ourselves in this discussion to the issues of dominating importance. 

However, before we enter the subject matter proper, it is my task as first affirmative 

speaker, to say a few words concerning the proposition. The principal element of the entire issue 

is without a question the word school. What then, is a school? A school is, simply. a place or 

institution where one is given certain basic training to meet the demands of later life. So. when 

our subject speaks of a Christian Grade School, it implies two things. First, this educational 

enterprise shall be confined to children up to the ninth grade only. Secondly, because its basis 

shall be ingrafted firmly into the Word of God, its dominant motive likewise, shall be to train 

every student principally in his relation to his Creator and secondly toward secular things. The 

phrase Protestant Reformed Churches is self-explanatory in that it simply designates the Church 

Denomination of which you and I are members. The Word “local” merely limits the discussion 

to the need of our churches which are located here and in the immediate surrounding vicinity. 

“Of their own” signifies the degree of ownership. Our school must be under absolute control of 

our own Churches—wholly free from all foreign regulation and influence. 

Now it is not the affirmative intention to extend an elaborate and involved plan for the 

simple reason that time will not permit us to do so and neither is there a need for such. Our belief 

is that we, as Protestant Reformed people, must have a school which shall contain three essential 

elements. This, for various reasons which my colleague and I shall presently present. First, our 

school must be based upon the infallible "Word of God, the doctrine of which is contained in the 

three forms of unity and as such shall form the basis for all administration, instruction and 

discipline. Second, it must be completely under the control of Protestant Reformed parents. This 

element is especially important in that it is not the church or state, but the parents who are 

responsible to supply their children with a wholesome spiritual environment in the school as well 

as the home and church. Finally, this proposed institution shall contain a staff of teachers who 

know sound Reformed Doctrine and who can make that doctrine the heart and soul of all their 

instruction. 

Now the objection is often raised that there is no need for such a plan because our 

existing Christian Schools are essentially all right. We disagree. If the training of the Covenant 

Youth is to be as it should, isn’t it exceedingly necessary that the three principal branches of this 



training work cooperatively in every respect? Of course! The home, church and school are 

inseparable—so closely are they related that all three must be based on and proceed from the 

same religious, doctrinal principles. A Christian Home and Church must of necessity be 

complemented by a Christian School; a Reformed Home and Church by a Reformed School: a 

Protestant Reformed Home and Church by a Protestant Reformed School. Only then is a child’s 

education vindicatory. 

Under the existing conditions, this cooperative unity is impossible because, in the first 

place in the public schools our Sovereign God is not acknowledged as Creator of heaven and 

earth and His Word is not the basis from whence all instruction proceeds. Hence, between them 

and us there can possibly be no unity. Secondly, the existing Christian Schools, in which the 

majority of our children are instructed, are controlled by those who cast us out—those who detest 

the doctrine which we hold dear. 

It is evident then that the teaching therein is colored by their beliefs. Yes, the present 

Christian Schools are more correctly named Christian Reformed Schools. Now let us assume that 

this is not true and that the teaching and instruction is not saturated at all—what then? There is 

only one alternative. This is that the teachings are not distinctive at all and then in reality the 

Christian School is only a public school with a few Biblical teachings and a superficial veneer of 

Christianity. It makes absolutely no difference which is true for in either case the situation is far 

from ideal — still farther from being right and proper. 

I have given you the affirmative plan with a single need for such. My colleague shall 

present others, but even if there were no others, is not this one vital point, evidence enough to 

show that ours, the affirmative plan, be adopted? Thank you. 

 

*1st Negative Speaker 

We of the Negation are convinced that we should, not have a Christian Grade School of 

our own. We will attempt to persuade you that we are correct in our belief. I, as the first speaker 

for the negation, will point out that there is no room for such an institution and secondly, that 

there is no need for it. 

In the first place, there is no room for a school of our own. The present Society for 

Protestant Reformed Instruction has proposed a school which shall be based on Protestant 

Reformed, or, as we have always maintained, Reformed principles. This means that anyone 

subscribing to these principles may be a member of the Society, and, if a teacher, may perhaps 

teach in the school. It is not to be a church school. Now, we have Christian Schools based on 

these same Reformed Principles—7 of them! Our present schools are not based on any heretical 

doctrine of the Christian Reformed Churches and they are not Christian Reformed schools. These 

schools belong to us as well as to members of the Christian Reformed Churches even though we 

do not have much influence over them. If you owned a car with your brother and he claimed that 

it was all his, would you meekly give it up after only a minor protest or two, and then buy a new 

one? You would, of course, stand up for your rights and demand your share. 

Now then, we own schools with our brethren, even though these brethren have erred. We 

will grant for the moment, that they act as if these schools are all theirs’ (probably our own 

fault). But are we, like spineless jelly-fish, going to surrender our share in these schools to them? 

We may not start a new school of our own! It is our Christian duty to attempt to correct 

the existing Christian Schools. As long as we fail to work any harder for, the correction of the 

present schools than we have in the past, morally there is no room for a new school. 

In the second place, there is no need for a Christian Grade School of our own. Our 



children do not receive instruction that would lead them away from our faith in the grade 

schools. Church History and Bible History are taught there, but little, if any doctrine! In fact, if 

you will allow me to use an example from my own experience, as long as I attended grammar 

school, I never came up against any phase of the doctrinal error of common grace. It is not in the 

grade school that children receive their fundamental instruction in Reformed Doctrine; that 

comes later. We were not even taught doctrine in our own Catechism until we were beyond 

grade school age. 

What then is the objection? We have schools based on Reformed principles. Is it perhaps, 

the extracurricular activities? Or the dramatics—the plays and dialogues that are presented? 

These certainly cannot afford sufficient reason to separate, for they are still debatable questions 

in our own church. And certainly, the smattering of doctrine that our children receive is not cause 

enough to begin a new school. Our aim should be to uproot these few evils and use our influence 

for good within our present schools so that our children and also those of other denominations 

will receive the correct instruction. 

We of the negation are contending for correction of the existing schools. Allow me to 

present a few suggestions towards attaining this goal. First of all, if more of our young people 

would train for the teaching profession we could exert more influence in our schools. If there are 

no potential teachers how can we have actual teachers? All of our young people who have 

trained to become teachers have obtained positions without any trouble. With our teachers lies 

the power to instill the correct ideas into the students. 

Secondly, our parents must exhibit more interest in our schools. School society meetings 

are usually poorly attended; especially by our people. We cannot rule schools by remote control! 

We cannot elect our men to the School Boards by staying home! 100 percent attendance of 

School Society meetings will certainly bring results—either positively or retro-actively. In either 

case we will have gained our end but certainly at present we have no moral right to start a school 

of our own! 

 

*2nd Affirmative Speaker 

My colleague has already presented one reason why we need a Christian Grade School of our 

own. It is my purpose, this evening, to bring two more reasons to your attention. 

In the first place, every parent promises at the baptism of each child that, when the child 

comes to years of discretion, he will instruct that child to the utmost of his power in the doctrine 

which is taught in this church. Certainly, the parents cannot keep this promise when they must 

send their children to the existing Christian grade schools. Ninety-two percent of the children of 

this church who are attending the Christian grade schools have teachers from the Christian 

Reformed denomination: teachers, many of whom are Arminian to the very core. These children 

must all day be under the influence of these teachers, who attend a church saturated with the 

doctrines of Arminianism and common grace. These children are therefore taught everything 

from the common grace, Arminian viewpoint. Certainly, in order to keep the promise made at 

baptism, the parents of these children must have a school based on the principles which my 

colleague has stated. A school in which all of the teachers will be Reformed, and in which 

common grace and Arminianism will not find a place. 

The most important reason why we need a Christian Grade School of our own remains. 

We must have a Christian Grade School of our own in order to preserve our Protestant Reformed 

denomination, and therefore also to preserve the Reformed truth. 

Let us consider for a moment the three fundamental places in which children receive 



instruction; namely, the home, the school, and the church: with a view to the amount of 

instruction received in each. By far the greater amount of instruction is received at school. 

Children of grade school age on the average spend 5 hours a day, 25 hours a week. 1000 hours a 

year in school. At the most, they spend only about 20 hours a year in catechism. In other words, 

they spend as much time in school in one week as they spend in catechism in an entire year! And 

as to the amount of instruction they receive in the home, we are all well aware of the fact that it 

is considerably less than is received in the school. No one can deny that the grade school child 

receives most of his instruction in the school. 

It is during the years that the child spends in the grade school that the foundation is laid 

for all the instruction that the child will ever receive. No one remembers anything better than 

what he learns in the first few grades in school. Never is the mind more ripe for acquiring 

knowledge than during the early years of childhood. And because the child cannot reason as an 

older person can, he believes everything that the teacher tells him, to be the truth. The inevitable 

result of allowing our children to be taught by Arminian teachers during this most critical of all 

periods, can only be that our children will become so deeply rooted in Arminianism, that it will 

be almost an impossibility to snatch them from the firm Arminian grip that will hold them, and 

make them see the Reformed truth. It is just as difficult to try to build a strong Reformed 

superstructure upon the Arminian foundation of the Christian schools, as it is to try to build a 

strong Christian superstructure upon the Atheistic foundation of the public schools. 

If we continue to send our children to the existing Christian grade schools, our children 

will drift into the Christian Reformed denomination when they grow older, and as the older 

generation dies, our Protestant Reformed denomination will dwindle away, and the Reformed 

truth will disappear. There can be no other result! There is but one way to prevent it! That way is 

to insure that our children will receive their grade school instruction from teachers of Reformed 

persuasion. The only way to guarantee this is to have a Christian Grade School of our own. 

 

*2nd Negative Speaker 

Our opponents have said that we should have a Christian Grade School of our own. I 

would like to emphasize that this is not necessary. In the first place, we believe that we must 

exhaust every attempt to cooperate in the existing schools before we even consider a separation. 

By cooperation I do not mean compromising with the truth, for this we never do. But rather we 

must work together to accomplish the same end—that of training our children in the fear of the 

Lord and in the way in which they should go. In the church we did not separate immediately, but 

only after every means of cooperation had failed and we were forced out of the fellowship of 

churches then existing. Until we were forced out of the church it was our duty to cooperate until 

it became impossible to speak the truth. In our schools it has not become impossible to speak the 

truth. Our teachers have never had trouble procuring a position in our schools because of church 

affiliation. Nor after they were in the schools were they told what they might teach and might not 

teach. Neither are the students taught or forced to believe, other than they have learned in the 

church and home. Not even in the High School, where doctrinal distinctions become more 

evident, is the student taught to believe another doctrine. 

Have we exhausted every means of cooperation? Definitely no! We have not even caused 

our influence to be felt as we should. We have not put forth a 100 percent effort to elect our men 

to the school boards and thereby be represented. We cannot expect to have a share in the 

management of our schools without putting forth an active effort to secure managerial positions. 

The only sure way to guarantee that the truth will be taught in our schools is to use our influence 



in the control and management of the schools. 

Should we separate for the petty reasons our opponents have mentioned? I grant that the 

schools are not perfect: our own would not be so. But where is our spirit of persistency for which 

we are so famous? We should now too be determined to have our influence felt in the schools 

through an attitude of loving correction and not of fault-finding destruction. Do we give up so 

easily? We must act as the leaven that leaveneth the whole loaf! And yet we are doing nothing at 

all in this direction. 

As my colleague has pointed out the existing schools are founded on the principles of the 

Reformed faith and we must stand up for these principles if ever they are threatened. If we really 

try to cooperate, which is every Christian's duty, we will not emphasize the differences that 

rather put emphasis on the truths in which we agree and let the church express the differences, 

which, we are convinced, are very few in connection with a grade school, for our differences 

arise on doctrinal issues and as has been pointed out little, if any, doctrine is taught in the grades. 

In the second place, cooperation is both desirable and advisable. It is desirable to get 

along with other people as we are in this world. It is both desirable and advisable to so 

harmonize with our Christian brethren. The schools need our financial support not only but also 

our moral support. Only about half of the parents of the Christian Reformed denomination send 

their children to the Christian Schools. It is our duty to support and encourage those who remain 

faithful to Christian education where there is no principal difference involved and where we have 

much in common. We cooperate and support this same group in connection with the C. P. 

Hospital, Bethesda, and in the Army Camps because it is desirable and advisable: should we not 

do the same in connection with the schools? 

We must also consider the question from the point of view of our sister churches in the 

denomination. Perhaps we in Grand Rapids and vicinity are strong enough and large enough to 

bear the burden of a school, but what of our smaller congregations? Undoubtedly an action of 

this kind would raise feelings of distrust and hatred. One can only conjecture on the effect this 

would have on smaller groups in a Christian School community. This much is certainly true—

they would be left in a very awkward position. 

As you know there is a movement in our congregation for a school of our own. You may 

also be aware of the fact that there is not a great deal of enthusiasm for this movement; a decided 

lack of interest. This is not due to an inherent lack of enthusiasm on the part of our people. 

Remember 1924! When we were forced out of the fellowship of the Christian Reformed 

Churches there was evidenced a spontaneous reaction of enthusiasm and interest. Again of late, 

there was evidence of whole-hearted cooperation in connection with the Radio Broadcast. We 

believe that the lack of interest in the present movement is directly due to the fact that our people 

do not see the need for a school of our own, but rather they believe that it is our duty to cooperate 

in the existing schools until such cooperation becomes impossible. Without exhausting this 

possibility and proving that the present schools are corrupt beyond repair, a movement for a new 

school will perhaps cause a breach, surely a division of feeling among our people. There will be 

those who will feel that it is their moral and Christian duty to continue to support the present 

schools over against those agitating for a new school. As it is our duty to work together and live 

at peace with our brethren we must first exhaust every possibility of cooperation. Time limits 

me, but surely these are weighty matters and you must agree with my colleague and I when we 

maintain that it is not necessary to have a Christian Grade School of our own. 
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