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Within the last few years, many Christian graduates have taken their place in the public 

educational system of this country assured that they will be able to serve the Lord better than in 

Christian institutions.  This is partly due to the influence of a particular theory, which holds that 

teaching is among other things, a great mission calling.  Secondly, graduates are attracted by the 

higher salaries and the better facilities that the public schools generally have to offer.  Thirdly, 

there are many who think that there is not enough difference between the Christian and public 

schools; therefore, their devotion to the former no longer exists when a thousand-dollar salary 

difference is involved.  Money, then, seems to be the biggest factor; nevertheless, there is still a 

small percent who are convinced that they have a very definite calling to fulfill in the public 

schools. 

However, no one has to be in any public educational system very long before he 

discovers that he cannot fulfill his calling in a very dutiful manner.  In a bulletin, The Role of 

Religion in the Public Educational System, prepared by the Grand Rapids Board of Education, 

the Board explains its philosophy and what the teachers’ attitude should be toward religion. 

“Our philosophy must begin with the premise that most Americans 

are, in varying degrees, religiously motivated.  Our government has no 

control or supervision over religion.  The choice of one’s religion is 

entirely a personal freedom. 

It is a further part of the American way that teaching a RELIGION 

is the responsibility of the home and the church, not the school.  The 

schools support the home in this important responsibility, but like our 

government must ever remain neutral and impartial. 

It is the responsibility of the school to respect each child’s belief or 

disbelief as taught in his home.  It is, however, the further 

responsibility of the school to teach this same child to respect the 

religious beliefs or disbeliefs of other children.  Comparison or 

evaluations of children’s beliefs have no place in the public schools. 

It is impossible to understand world affairs of today without some 

knowledge of the religions of the world.  To the degree that a 

knowledge of religious influence is necessary to understand general 

school subjects, this teaching is an essential element of nonsectarian 

general education.” (pp. 2-3) 

The teacher’s role in this is to “instill respect for people of all faiths.  He must regard all 

religions objectively and never by any mannerism reflect any expression of adverse feeling that 

he might have for religions other than his own.  He should never try to impose his own religion 

on someone else in the classroom” (p. 4).  Furthermore, religious holidays can all be observed 

with some of the proper emphasis, except for Good Friday and Easter – in which the religious 

significance must be left entirely to the home.  As pertaining to the Bible reading, when it is 

read, it must be done so without any interpretation. 

Generally, this is the attitude all public school systems have taken concerning the place of 

religion.  To go beyond this, would be violating the very purpose of public education.  Since it is 

impossible for anyone to remain neutral, atheistic teaching usually results.  At a panel discussion 



I recently attended, one of the members made some very pertinent remarks on this question.  He 

stated that it would be very dangerous to have prayer and Bible reading in the public school, 

because if no interpretation is added, then it is only very superficial and meaningless.  He went 

on to say that religion is a private matter and only the church must train. 

Certainly it is evident that the mission-minded teacher will not be able to carry out his 

calling in this system; and if it is the duty of the teacher to teach the child all about Jesus Christ, 

which I think it is, no Christian should ever be able to find his place in the public school system. 

However, something should be said about studying in public institutions.  There are 

locations, even within our own denomination, in which no Christian education is available for 

the children.  Parents must in this situation take upon themselves a very heavy responsibility, and 

often do a more thorough job than in areas where we have our own Protestant Reformed Schools. 

Many times parents forget that the school is an extension of the home (not of the state) 

and supplements the home, not substitutes it.  Instruction in the home is foremost, as it will 

characterize the attitudes toward the school.  Whenever and wherever possible, children should 

be sent to Christian educational institutions throughout their learning careers.  Above all, it 

should be realized that education is very important and necessary, and teachers, parents, and 

students alike have a great obligation toward their God to be educated in The Truth. 

 

Originally Published in: 

Vol. 22 No. 10 January 1963 


