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Education begins with a presupposed view of God, man and the world.  Whether consciously or unconsciously all humans have a worldviewish outlook that influences thought and action and therefore teaching and learning.  To the Christian this view is self consciously revelational, based on the presupposition that God is and that he has spoken to us through the revelation of God to man in the sixty-six books of the Old and New Testament scriptures wherein lie the fundamental answers to our questions about life.  The non-Christian must search elsewhere whether in rational-humanism-materialism, a mythical spirituality or some kind of a synthesis.  When studying anything one must uncover the underlying worldview of the author, thought, character or policy to gain understanding and perform analysis.  The importance of this process for the teacher cannot be underestimated as the outlook of the student shaped over time in the classroom will one day determine how each will live, and move and have his/her being.  

There are many worldview paradigms helpful to this process but most helpful to the Christian is the assumption of a creation-fall-redemption paradigm.  In the first phrase of the 4th C Nicene Creed, much that is relevant to the Christian’s worldview is articulated, “We believe in one God the Father Almighty, Maker of heaven and earth, and of all things visible and invisible.”  We understand that “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. 2 He was in the beginning with God. 3 All things were made through him, and without him was not any thing made that was made.” John 1:1, 2 ESV.  We realize from Genesis as summarized in the Westminster Shorter Catechism, that God made the world, including humankind out of nothing and declared it all very good.  He completed His work in six days, including creating humankind  in the image of God, stepped back and said, “I like it!”  Further, we understand from the book of Hebrews, He “upholds all things by the world of His power,” leaving nothing to chance but rather guiding all things by His divine providence.  Our first parents, however, left to their own free will sinned and fell from the original estate wherein they were created humankind and all of the cosmos (created order) into a state of sin and misery.  God however out of his mercy provided redemption beginning with covering Adam and Eve, calling a people to Himself and in due time He sent the only begotten Son of God, to deliver some from this estate of sin and misery into an estate of salvation by Jesus Christ the redeemer.  This redemption carries implications not only for humankind but also for the whole creation that longs for the manifestation of the sons of God. (Romans 8)  Therefore, the Christian can confidently move into his world bringing redemption into every aspect of life.  This creation-fall-redemption paradigm provides the matrix for the Christian worldview and for evaluation of any worldview.  
The wise teacher will use real events or fiction to help students learn to discover the underlying worldview of main characters to assess their thoughts and actions and thereby learn wisdom for their own lives.  Let me illustrate by comparing and contrasting Alexander the Great and Alfred the Great; two great leaders, worldviews apart. 
It was 336 years before Christ when Alexander succeeded his father Phillip as King of Greece.  Soon after consolidating power, the 20-year-old King invaded Persia taking control of Asia Minor.  Before his death, Phillip staged for the invasion under the pretense of avenging Persian desecration of Greek temples during their invasion of Greece 150 years earlier.  Later, with the defeat of Darius, Alexander declared himself Emperor and it would seem vengeance was complete.  Since he was far from satisfied, Egypt welcomed Alexander as a liberator while the priests of the God Ammon pronounced him the son of Zeus (meaning the son of god).   He founded Alexandria in Egypt, which would become the prosperous capital of the Ptolemaic dynasty after his death.  He swept through the eastern reaches of the Persian Empire, married Roxanne of Bactria, and now Afghanistan, to win Persian hearts to their new ruler.  Finally, as Alexander staged for the invasion of India at the Indus River, his men, after 11,000 miles of marching and fighting and years away from family, farm and friends, refused forcing him to turn back or lose his fighting force.  Soon thereafter Alexander suddenly died of a fever without a mature heir or established order of succession.  He left behind Greek poetry, art and architecture, language, education and customs, and multiple cities bearing his name in what we know as the Hellenization of that part of the world.  Alexander earned the title Great as the avenger of the Greeks, a military genius without contemporary rival, and a magnificent energetic leader.  Alexander’s name and reputation secured an immortal place in the minds of every Greek and every educated westerner up to the present age.  

About 1,000 years later Alfred King of Wessex (the kingdom of England) earned the title Great for similar reasons but with a very different core motivation.  Alfred, like Alexander succeeded a relative after his sudden death when he was only about 20, facing war immediately.  The Danish Vikings had swept up the Themes in their colorful shallow draw boats pillaging the peaceful English villages and schools, farms, churches and monasteries in their quest for land.  Threatened with genocide, Alfred a man of Christian piety as well as policy and skill at arms painted his face and lead his Saxon countrymen straight into the plunderers.  After years of war, Alfred defeated the Danish invaders at the Battle of Edington in 878.  After a Viking defeat, Alfred would have the gospel preached to his enemies and would baptize them into the Christian Faith.  Some say Olaf, King of Norway converted to the Christian Faith in this way while leading Viking raids in England.  Upon his return King Olaf, lead a great conversion of the people of Norway and Iceland to the Christian religion.  Meanwhile Alfred reestablished his nearly destroyed kingdom, made laws consistent with biblical law and the English traditions, restored scholarship, learning and monasteries and opened Christian schools.  In his History of the English Speaking Peoples, Churchill said, “King Alfred saved Christianity for England.”  Truly, he earned the title Great, as did Alexander.  
Alexander immortalized himself through military exploit and cultural exploitation.  His name emblazoned on cities and in history books for 2,300 years.  Alfred made the name of the Lord great while he restored a just peace to England and is nearly forgotten even by the descendants of Christian civilization.  Alexander conquered an Empire for his own glory while Alfred led an Empire to Christ.

Our mission to educate youth in a historic Christian worldview compels us to examine men and movements like these through use of questions like those developed by Walsh and Middleton, in The Transforming Vision.  With their questions let us seek some rudimentary analysis of these two great leaders who are nonetheless worldviews apart. 
1. Who am I? - What is the author’s (leader’s) concept of the nature, task and significance of human beings?  Does he portray his characters (himself) as innately good or deceitfully wicked or a confusing combination of both?
· Alexander saw himself as basically good because he was a Greek king and declared the son of the gods.  In Egypt, he took the title of pharaoh, was declared to be son of Zeus and understood to be in essence the god-man.  Alexander sought a name for himself above all other men.  He viewed himself as savior of the world delivering the Persians from their Persianness into the glorious state of Hellenism.  Apparently, anything Alexandrian or Hellenistic was innately good while anything Persian was innately bad.  This is seated in part in a millennia long cultural feud between the “Greeks” and Persians.  
· Alfred, deeply understanding himself to be a sinner saved by grace and understood himself as a sub ordained creature under the one true God who had called him to glorify and enjoy Him forever.  He knew humankind to be desperately wicked but created in the image of God.  Perhaps because of this he both knew the Saxons of Wessex must defend themselves from the bloodthirsty Vikings and he knew he must see the redemption of the Vikings once a just peace was affected by warfare.  Alfred sought the glory of another.  

2. Where am I? - What is the author’s (leader’s) belief of the origin and nature of the reality in which human beings find themselves? How does the author portray the world, what governs the world? How does the author have his characters view the world?  Is it ordered, or chaotic, material or spiritual?

· Alexander fundamentally believes 
· Alfred

3. What is wrong? – How does the author (leader) believe man can account for the distortion and brokenness in this reality?  How does the author portray this brokenness, has man forgotten to nurture his spiritual side, rebelled against God, given into superstition or lost his way of being one with nature?

· Alexander

· Alfred
4. What is the remedy? - How does the author (leader) think man can alleviate this brokenness, if at all?  Does he need to seek balance (be at one with the universe), solve his problems rationally, be saved alone by grace, or rely on moral standards to remedy the problem?

· Alexander

· Alfred
· What is really real?

For Alexander fame was ultimate reality.  The Greek view of after life left him little hope for the future.  He seemed to seek a place in a new Homeric epic, where he could claim immortality along side Achilles and Odysseus.  

Alfred, assured of his eternal salvation, confident of his future resurrection, needed no famous name other than that of Christ Jesus his Lord.  Therefore, he could serve his fellow man giving glory to God.  

· What is the essential nature of the world? 

Both men seemed to see the world as ordered, not chaotic, and both material and spiritual.  However, while Alexander consulted the Oracle at Delphi, waiting like many for a confirming prophecy, Alfred consulted the unchanging Word of God.  While Alexander ordered his material world to promote his own image, Alfred sought to apply the law of God to justice in war and law, truth in learning and the Gospel for the salvation of many of every tribe, tongue and ethnicity.  

· What is the nature of humanity?   

Alexander seemed to see Greek humanity as primarily good and other humans as needing to adopt it.  Alfred knew of the fallen nature of all humans but of the power of the Gospel to redeem. 

· What is the nature of good?  

Alexander sought to earn credit for goodness through remarkable achievement while Alfred could peaceably accept the goodness of God bestowed by He would lead us to repentance. 

· What is the meaning of history? 

History provided Alexander a shrine for his own idolization forever.  For Alfred history was the progressive establishment of the Kingdom of Christ in this world until He comes.  He did not need to make a name for himself.  
Two men, both Great, but two leaders worldviews apart. 
We study Alexander at CDA at the grammar, logic and rhetoric stages of the student’s education.  The student should learn something about both the facts and the interpretation of the facts through the worldview questions at each level.  In the grammar stage, the student will learn the facts with the teacher’s careful interpretation lest they think Alexander great in every way. Even the description on the history memory cards addresses the facts and some interpretation.  At the logic level the students should ask the question why, and explore the possibilities using the worldview questions, but in the end be sure they arrive at an acceptable answer.  They might generalize their understanding allowing them to the interpret war, empire and culture of any period with worldviewish assumptions in mind.  At the rhetoric level, students will learn to apply these thoughts persuasively to history, literature and to the contemporary world.  They may propose an answer to twenty first century international relations based their analysis of Alexander and Alfred over the years.  
I hope and pray this single example will help you as you relentlessly pursue educating youth in a historic Christian worldview through a rigorous classical education.  [image: image1.png]
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