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am1d the co111mun1on ot aa1nts. nhould not a.lwa.y11 be left tor 

"further et udy. 11 

S~ely, :;,eople are the media tor the Word. It haa al- . 

wa7a been so, claims Sherrill. tor: 

human nature is viewed 1n the Bible as a medium ot 
1•evelat1on. • • • It 1a good. not beoause it is ex­
t r aordinary, but Just because it is ordinary. So prom­
inent i s this element in Bibl1oal revelation that 
"111110.m Tenrole could &Deak of 11the sacramental v1ev 
or the universe," 1n which the aplritual oan be seen 
disclosed through the material. The common relat1on­
eh1ps or lite and the common aota of the day are oon­
atantly being drawn upon to furnish symbols tor some 
aspect of "trh e.t God 1s and does. As symbols they are 
not merely poet1o r1gures ot speech, although they 
o~ten hav e great poetic beauty. The relat1onah1pa and 
actB of the common lite are symbols 1n the eense that 
they p~rt1oipate 1n that tor whioh they stand. They 
do not merely suggest something else; they oonta1n at 
least a part or what they stand tor •••• Revelation 
is not 1ntormat1on about God; it 1s what happens in 
the encounter between God as Self and man aa a aelt.8 

Though only Scripture can be properly termed •revelation,• 

nevertheless lt 1a true that 1n witness to th1a revelation 

11es the personal encounter w1th God. People are the aym­

bol1o med1a tor the l1ord ot God, aa really aa are the words 

ot a sermon. 

The Word aa 1n Personal Semant1oa 

'lhe Word may be approached 1n ,erma ot peraona1 aeman­

tioa. Webster &IQ'& that aemantioa atud1ea the relation be­

tween symbols and what they refer to and with human bebavlor 

8sherrill, .sm, • .51.U.•• PP• ?O• 1, 2• 8. 
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1n reaction to symbols, 1nolud1ng unconao1ous attitudes, 

1ntluencec of social 1nat1tut1ona, and ep1stemolog1cal and 

11ngu1st1o asswnpt1ons. \fuat words ph1lolog1oally mean oan 

mostly be :round 1n words 1 source and use rather than 1n a 

universal sense. \'ie could state semantics more simply b7 

ae.ying th&.t e.e uorde convey meaning, so too do persons 

without words. Ae said betore, people, simply because they 

are peopl e , co111munioate meaning, bu.t semantics stresses that 

this meaning is never entirely oont1ned in their words. 

Meaning 1a conveyed because ot a context ot personal atmos­

phere . il!ller understands this when he writes that the 

Church progr am of instruction depends on this quality ot 

a tmoop~er in tellowsh1p: 

bec!e.use only when the learner can 3oin a congregation 
on its ltneee and observe, •Behold hov these Ohr1at1ana 
love one another," 1a there an atmosphere where com­
munication ot Oh1"1at1an truth can take place. W1thou, 
au.ch an atmosphere, there may be instruction 1n t"ao-

9 tual knowledge, but it w1ll not be Chri■t1an nurture. 

Christian education apart trom Ohr1at1ana 1n vorah1p 1a 

only words. Worship, that 1■, relationship aot1on, 1a the 

proper aemantio medium, as Miller reatt1rma: 

The radical nature ot Chrlat1an integration tells ua 
much about the language ot relationablpa. Otten more 
is taught by attitudes and atmosphere than 1n actual 
words. There is an intluenoe in worship, as the con­
gregation comes into a new relationship vlth eaoh 
other and with God, that 1a otten more mean1ngt'lll than 
the words themselna--tor example the manner in which 
a mother treats a young child collJIIUll1oatea the 
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relationship ot love when the word 11aelr ia ■till 
meaninglesa.10 

S7mbol by action aommun1aatea God1 a Meaning. 

Beyond the size ot this short 9aragraph, and ot utmost 

importance, i s this reminder that no aemantlo symbol ia ·· 

perfect. A symbol partakes ot its symbolized reality, but 

1t does not equal or replace 1t. Just as Ohr1at1an formu­

lae ar e inherently weak:, so too Christian people are in­

nately sinful. It is the mystery ot the ,Sp1J-1t 1 s activity 

that He not only uses metarlal, but ~aterlal contrad1oto17 

to Him. By negation 1t speak.a His truth. By unloveliness 

a person ca n stand tor loveliness. The only aalnta vho are 

to repr e sent and oommun1oate God1s torgiveneas are those 

who are al so most unforgiving themselves. the personal tao­

tor 111 eeraant1c wi tneaa does not mediate God' a Love 1n 

spite of i tself, ao much e.s because ot 1tselt. We mention 

this to un1deal1ze Clumch relationships, to awake to the 

wretchedness of evil, and to appreciate the S91r1t 1n Bia 

Word. =J.'he Word 1n personal relat1onah1p trees the :t1n1twle 
, 

ot imperfection and literalneas. 

fhe Word aa Learning ot Faith 

If the language ot relat1onah1p■ attects the oonoepl 
I 

ot the Word, does lt al.so relate to tailh'l That 1a, oan 

10~ •• p. 11. 
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ta1th be soo1ologioally learned? ~be question nov la 

whether or not it le proper to study this person-to-person 

1nteraot1on 1n terms ot secular learning. Ia there an aa­

peot in wh1oh we oan r1ghtl7 say taitb 1a learnedt 

Though oateohet1oal lessons, dootr1nea, and head 

knowledge have been learned by children and adults v1th1n 

the church tor oentur1ea, yet the Church baa been retioent 

to say that this intellectual prooeaa ot learn1ns means 

that 11v1ng trust 1a being learned. And rightly so, faith 

ls a girt or the Holy Spirit, instantaneous or gradual, 

whioh transcends our understanding ot Hie prooeaa. To aq 

or 1mply that faith 1a simply learned &JI 11D7thing else la 

learned subverts graoe. 

It is good to :remind oUJ'selves aga1n that the Holy 

Spirit alone controls powth in talth. No 1learn1ng theol'Y'• 

ot ours could oont1ne or assist what He will do. Without 

our 1ntelleotual1zed methods, even contrai-y to them and 

despite them, He will get the Job done. But 1ntelleotua11-

zat1on is our department 1n the task. And we are to use 

what ve see. We ought not tear arq theory. Every theory, 

even originally secular theory, we oan baptise and call 

uchriat1an,a when ve otter it 1n dependenoe on Him. 

Our original question la at111 wlth ua. Ia there at 

least an external aapeot 1n 'lhe realm o~ ap1r11iual dealing 

where we may applf the rules o~ natural learning? In tr7-

ing to approaoh ■ome anner ae.Pla1n 4enom1nat1ona suggest 



l? 

that t a1th 1e not 1ntelleotually caused. !hey auggeat t1-t 

faith 1s "ca.ught, 11 not •taught.• Here we take 1aaue vlth 

them. They deny the Means. They want the Holy Spll'lt 

without H1a natural oonaequenoea 1n the mind. Thla 1a an 

overstatement. 

Unw1111n.g to be labeled with such a shaky oamp ot edu­

oat1on, the Ohr1st1an 1s yet obJeatlve enough to••• value 

1n t he "caught" method ot ta1th. In a way, 1t .!a caught, 

not taught, ns Murray recognizes: 

Quality ot lite cannot be trana~1tted verbally; 1t 
comes by contact v1th people who already haTe 1t. 
Thi e 1a what people mean when they utter the halt­
truth, 11 rel1g1on 1a caught not taught.•11 

It t a.1th 1s 11 learnecl1 at all 1 it la by the process ot per­

sonal influence more than 'b7 sheer 1ntormat1on. People 

exert the real pressure tor 1m1tatlon ot their faith and 

all active attitudes. People are the 1nterpretiTe or oom­

mun1oat1ve context tor all meaningful learning. People 

preach by being 11v1ng, moving, atruggllng, exemplary 

things. Insight into the character ot talth 1a eapeo1allt 

caught :from them. 

It 1s not tor us to go to battle now tor any one for­

mula ot this prooeaa of eduoat1on, tor example, •caught, 

not taught.• No 1aolated definition oan be tlnal, beoauae 

in its extreme 1t penerta the truth. Yet lt ve can almply 

11A. Viator Murray, EdugaJjPD ld2 Re11g1pn (Nev York: 
Harper and Brothera, 195,>, P• 1. 
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make a point, it 1s olear we are to be :tul.ly awae ot the 
111.mteache.ble, 11 nonverbal aspect o:t truth. l'!e oannot teao'b. 

ta1 th. ie ca n no moi-e use on17 ,,ords, than we oan use onl.7 

smiles and "happiness" lessons. But 1t 1a olear that when 

all 1s ea i d and taught, all our worda and aot1ona--v1thout 

emoted a tonement--woul.d be naught. Sherrill warns that: 

Acceptance 1s commun1oated by such means as looks, the 
tone ot vo1oe, gestures, and aot1ona. So with reJeo­
t1on; it needs no words, no [other] symbols. And when 
the reeling ot reJeot1on la oommun1oated, neither words 
nor [empty) symbols that otter aooeptance can oYeroo• 
the tact ot reJeot1on.12 

Words and deeds without an accepting relationship are a 

damnable mess. 

The l'lord ae Educational Atmosphere 

Christian education haa a tear that midst all its et­

torts only contused ~aith is arising. When words and deeda 

fall to establish relationships tor talth, what else must 

we concentra te on? Hove presents tor us a 'beautiful p1o­

turo of learning ot taith to help provide the anawer: 

Let us use the oh1141 a aoqu1a1tion ot trust aa an 11-
lustrat1on. In the t1rat plaoe, he dld not aoqu1re 1t 
through the verbal att1rmationa and explanations ot 
h1s mother. She did not alt her oh11d on her knee and 
say, ·11L1sten, my oh1ld, 7ou must understand that I oan 
be trusted. I am really qulte trustworthy. There 1a 
this evldenoe and that ev14enoe that I am a truatvort~ 

l2sherrill, .22• .211•, p. 165. In th1a quotat1on tile 
word nsymboln 1a used as equivalent to vol"d.a, vh1oh 1a a 
41tteNnt use than this theala preaenta. For the■1a oon­
a1atenoy, the 1nte:rpret1Ye bi-aoketa are 1naerted. 
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person. Please bel1eTe that I know who you are, what 
your wants are, that I'll take good oare ot 1ou. 
Please say that you know I am to be trualed. 1 All the 
child would do 1n response to th1a trant1o verbal at­
tempt to preach the gospel of truat would be to stare 
uncomprehendingly at his anxious mother and aoqu1re 
from her not a sense ot trust but a sense ot anzlety 
communicated by both her 1noreas1ngly anx1oua ettort 
to teach trust and by her failure to prov14e the Ye-,!7 
relat1onah1p that would awaken his trust. I wonder it 
we do not do Just this when ve endeavor to preaob the 
Gospel ot Christ by means ot verbal a:tt1rmat1ona, as­
surances , and explanat1ona alone?ll 

l-le see that "t he real education that goes on is not the 

words, but t he a tmoaphere. 114 It the general atmosphere ot 

t a1th i s mi s s ing, then the deeda, even the sitting on the 

l ap , d not make up tor 1t. 

Learning 1e deepest aooord1ng to the a11-pervad1ng at­

mosphere resent. "'l:he Church, 11a we have already asserted, 

t eaches more by what 1t does than by what it says, and ewn 

more by what it 1s than by what it doea.•15 Our eduaat1onal 

goal 1s to enact the Ye'rf7 easenoe ot 'tihe Church, not oer­

ta1n wor ds, or certain deeds. It by nrelat1onah1p" we are 

thinking ot a aeries ot words on Sun4q morning, or even aa 

more words •aprinkled from Hondq through $aturday too, we 

al'e wrong. And 1t we think ot 11rela'Cionah1p 11 aa being a 

13'1ot,e, .sm,. .!!ll,. , p. 70. 

l4or. A. G. J.'.erkena I olua note a, tl'Om •New ieatament 
Eduoat1on,• Course No. 770,. Conoordla Seminary Graduate 
School, St. Louis, Winter Quarter, 1958-59. 

15aoward Grime~, ilia Ohurqb RedepllD (Nev rorltl 
Abingdon Preas, 1958,, p. 91. 
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series ot oertain "lovable• deeds through the week, again 

we are wrong . The relationship, to be real, must be more 

genuine and automatic than that. True relationships vhioh 

teach ta1th are not found 1n any nev educational hope ot 

high pressure. RelationahipJ are 1n the simple arl'ange­

ment ot impromptu and natural exohangea among Chr1■t~ana. 

Education 1s to see that Christiana confront each other. 

This confrontation must aim at ta1th itselt. Mere at­

tempts to teach certain vorda and deeds will m1aa the un1-

ty1ng t aotor, trust 1n God. The relationships vh1oh pro­

duce t a1th will be in the entire atmosphere, the very 

trusting quality ot lite. No one can help learning; 1t 1a 

automatic. ·erely to live in a Ohriatian congregation ia 

to ~e under Christian education. Ohr1atian education looks 

at the individual, recognizes the automatic learning total 

to his lite, and knows that "it we d.on 1t indoctrinate him 

in lite, somebody else w111.• 
' We have spoken 'before ot the concepts ot learning, ot 

"oatch1ng11 things via relationshipa rather than by 1nslruc­

tion. Now we have said that when trWlt 1n God 1■ caught, 

it is not by certain sporadic deeds either. Rather trust 

is learning by atmospheN. Chr1atian e4uoat1onal psyaholoo 

provides us with a more helpful t~o17 at l earning to under­

stand this. It 1a learning by oond1t1oning. Cond1tione4 

learning is that oonatant obaenatlon ot small nev re­

aponaea to planned subtle stimuli. Relat1on·ah1pa 



21 

oondition.16 Faith 1a only aond1t1oned. Cond1tlone4 

learning 1s the only learning constant and relevant enough 

to be bae1o to 11te. 

It we are interested 1n that deep level ot oon41t1on-

1ng in interaction and interpenetration at which aelvea 

participate in t a1th, we are ezploring an lntenae kind o~ 

learning . Christian eduoat1on alma at growth at deep lev­

els. Johnson examines theae depths: 

This 1s a faith relat1onshlp ln whloh changes occur 
a t the deepest level of the selt structure, reault1ng 
1n a r adical tranatormat1on ot a recreat1ve and re­
demptive nature. These changes are interpreted aa 
learning in 1te profoundest sense, d1at1ngu1shable 
from wha t ord1nar117 passes aa growth, but never con­
sidered apart trom the rela-tlonahlp ot love 1n vh1oh 
t hey occur.l? 

Perhaps our method categories should come from tunctlona ot 

change internal to people, aa Sherrill 1mpl1ea: 

ihe term "changes 1n peraona• la here used to lnolude 
all that 1s ord1nar117 referred to 1n educational 
psychology- aa •1earnlng.• But lt la a broader term 
than learning, and includes muoh that 1a not ordlnar-
117 denoted b7 •1earning.• (Ohrlat1an oonoerna areJ 
••• changes 1n the depths ot the aelt. that 1a, the 
deener ohangea vhlch take plaoe 1n the atruoture and 
tunot1on1ng ot the total aeit.18 

Again, the learning we mean b7 relatlonahlpa lmpllea a 

deeper meaning ot learning and ot Ohrlst1an1t7 than la 

16Ib1d. 
1 ?Johnaon, on • .9.ll.., p. 64. 
18she:rrlll, S.• .Q.U. , !>• 145. 
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ord1nar1ly connoted by these terma.19 Grlmea agree■ : 

The most signitioant learning oocura through the ex­
perience we may oall personal and oreat1ye enpo1Dlter. 
From a Christian point ot view, nothing haa reall7 
been learned until it atteots one peraonall7 f 0 ex-
1stentially11) 1n terms ot his relat1onsh1pa wlth the 
God and Father ot our Lord Jesus Om-1st. Thus 
Christian learning involves, at least on lta deeper 
levels, this personal encounter between the learner-­
in terms ot his understanding and baalo experience-­
and the Lord ot Lite.20 

Wa educationally aim at the deeply personal enoounter with 

Christ, at faith. 

, 
The Word aa Bible 

Lastly, we want to summarize b7 mod1tioating all that 

ho.a preoeded this point. \le want to emphasize that all at­

tempts here to assert that growth in faith ls by relation-

Dh1p are made by overstatement. Verbal teaching la hardly 

excluded. lfords and person must be held 1n balance tor a 

complete doctrinal approach. Carrington sqa: 

The ~attern ot that growth vlll depend tar more upon 
the quality ot the oh11d1a personal re1at1onah1pa and 
h1e personal experiences than upon the actual teaohlng 
to whloh he 1s exposed. That 1s not to 4eDJ' the ex­
treme 1mportanoe ot good ta4LOhing1 but to emphaalze 
its need tor the whole-hearted backing ot per■onal re­
lat1onsh1ps.21 

Our earlier d1scusa1on ot the Word ot God was concerned 

19Johnson, .2:R.• ,ill., p. 64. 
20Grimea, .22,. Jlll. , P• 93. 
21w. L. Carrington, P■Ypholop1 B,llglpn Ad. Buman 

!Id (Dew York: Channel Pre■■ , 19571, p. 3 • 
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V1th the channels and methods wh1oh involve people in the 

l'lord, practically expressed. We spoke ot all the t1na1 

practical presentations of the Word, not 1ts original p~e­

aentat1on, that 10, Scripture. However, we want to remem­

ber that, naturall1, all exprees1ona ot the Word have the 

Sacred Scriptures as their source. The Sorlpturea are the 

sole and primary reterenoe tor all we communicate as the 

Word. But we are not examining so~ce here. The souroe 1a 

presupposed and beyond our present oonaiderat1on. Onl7 to 

maintain clear balance, we mention both aouroe and re-ex­

preea1on, both content and form. Educational torm must 

hang trom Scriptures and draw tram this source. Without the . 

Scriptures as content source, 1t would be like cutting a 

chandeli,r ott at the oe111ng. Howe writes ot a vital un1t7 

1n W:h1ch both are needed; 

Christian education must be peraonali it must take 
place 1n a personal encounter and, only aecondar11y, 
1s it transmissive •••• Both are needed. The 
Chu!"ch as a •trad1.t1on-be81"ing community" contaJ.na 
both poles and does not want to subord1Date one to 
the other. When the content .o'f 1ihe tradition 1a lost, 
the meaning ot the encounter 1a lost, &nd 1n the end 
even encounter itselt •••• We are not saved by 
knowledge alone, and yet without content a relation­
ship o~n become tormleaa, p~oseleaa, and deatruo­
tive.22 

A word ot warning 1a needed. Some have reaoted against the 

dogmatism ot a mesaage-oenteNd approaoh and have· a1ao 

theretore missed the meaning ot the relat1onah1p be1iveen 

22uowe,. ~- .5!.ll., pp. lllt, 115. 
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the d1v1ne message and human need. But a peraon-aentere4 

education 1e not 1ntended to reduce the meaaage. It oen­

tera attant1on upon the hwnan person beqauae ot the me■-

aage.23 

2 3Johnson, oo • .QJ.1., PP• 41, 45. 



OHAPTER III 

RELllIONSHIPS AND THE CHURCH 

The Churoh Ia a Word Relat1onah1p 

fhe Word ot God 1s 1n the Ohuroh, among the people. 

"Learning takes place w1th1n a partioular oontext. The 

Church 1e the context within whioh Ohr1at1an learning takea 

place. Mo one 1s a Ohr1atlan 1D 1■olat1on.•l Without 

needing to study the obvious relationah1p paat centuries 

have known in the muob examined New Teatament terms 

(eocles1e. , 11body ot Cbriat,• 1 liv1ng atones,• •v1ne a.pd 

branches, 11 ko1non1a. John 17, etc.), we oonf"esa the Church 

to be the matrix wherein we were born and are auata1ned. 

In their discussion of sanctltioation, the Fathers ot our 

Church, though they did not emplo7 the term 1language ot 

relationships," knew the power o.t relat1onsh1pa. We 1;oo 

believe 1n the Church, •1n which Ohr1atlan Church He tol'­

gins daily and richly all alna to me and all believers.• 

Cully wr1tea that the Church 1a an important oonoept: 

The Chr1at1an faith aa 11; ex1a1ia today 1a round 1n the 
church. The lnatltutlonal atruo1;ure 1a not the church, 
but within the 1nat1tut1on ~here la a tellovah1p or 
the Holy Spirit t ·bat tlova from oommunlon v1th Jeau■ 
Christ. The church baa po~••••1on or a great truth: 

lzr1a v. 011111, The pznamlpa at Qm:llf'an E41gat;1on 
(Philadelphia: The Weatmlnater Presa, 195 • p. 3. 



Thia divine-human aoo1et7 waa founded by God through 
Jesus Christ and one dwells 1n th1a tellovah1p through 
ta1th, and yet a man oannot acqu1Pe th1a ta1th except 
as he 1e nurtUl'ed v1th1n the 11te of the tellovah1p.2 

This tellowship 1s the relatedness tor nm-ture.3 

A faith 1s nUl'tUl'ed 1n the tellovsh1p. And 1n turn 11 

engenders nurture tor the rest ot the t'ellowah1p. The Gos­

pel 1n terms of' personal encounter develops oomm1tted 1n­

d1v1duala who become persona tor enoounter.4 •those who 

have experienced th1e transtormation w1th1n the church are 

enabled t o mediate God's redemptive influence 1n the other 

relationships of their 11vea,•5 as Cully oont1rma: 

ThoEe who have found a new relat1onah1p to God (through 
Ohr1at, within the tellovah1p ot the ohvah) t1nd alao 
a new relationship with one another •••• 

6
The church 

then can be truly the redemptive community. 

In the Ohr1at1an community the relat1onah1p vlth God 1a re­

flected in relat1onahip with each other. Or better, 1t 1a 

a relat1onsh1p repeated. 

This fellowship nurtUl'e■ 1taelt, aa before atated, bJ" 

the Word. Cully reminds ua that, pracl1oall.y expreasecl, 

the Worcl 1s called kengma. or d1claqheZ 

2Randolph Crump Miller, ,Eduqattpp lRJ! Qhr1■1i12' Liyigg 
(Englewood Cl1tta, H.J.: Prent1oe:a11, Ina., 195 , p. 50. 

3cu117, &• Jlll., PP• 38, 39. 
4 lJ!M. , p. 94. 

5Ib1d. , P• 93. 

6~. 


