
Comparison to the Charlotte Mason Style:  
This is the style that we’ve heard the most comparisons to over the years - perhaps because of its 
simplicity and home-like character, perhaps because of the gentle, natural progression to learning.  
 
We use some copywork in making notebooks, similar to how our teachers taught us back in the 
1980’s.  
 
We would both agree on the idea that project-based learning with real life application makes more 
sense than test-taking.  
 
And “Peppermint Stick” avoids busywork, with a goal of quality education rather than a quantity of 
pages. (One reason is that I hate busywork myself and wanted stuff of value so that I wouldn’t waste 
anyone’s time in our household. I read somewhere, a sample lesson where another curriculum 
company had written out a scripted lesson for a mom teaching a young child what carrots versus peas 
were and I groaned. That is so easily taught at supper and doesn’t need to have a reminder from a 
script, right? The other reason is that I began motherhood with less energy than many moms so I 
have learned/am learning how to carefully manage my time with worthwhile things, not knowing if my 
health or abilities will remain for long-term. Again, quality education is key, not just a bunch of things 
to learn but think, “What should be learned?” And make the most of each opportunity because time 
does indeed fly!)   
 
Narration is a fine idea too although it isn’t an original method from Miss Mason; it is found in many 
cultures past and present. In PSLC curriculum, there is some verbal/oral work but we don’t call it 
narration, nor is it a daily part of our lessons. But of course, parents can easily add that activity if 
desired. 
 
With these similarities however, I do distance myself from the C.M. philosophy partly because I 
disagree with many of her other ideas and partly because I truly do not see her as a mentor of mine. 
 
 

“Peppermint Stick” Style 
Charlotte Mason Style 

(as I understand it ) 
Emphasis: What we encourage as “most important school 
subjects” are science, reading/writing, math, and geography. We 
believe that science is not just an “extra” and it also is more than 
just “nature study”.  
 
While literature, art, and history are needed for good broad 
education, I don’t find a lot of use in taking as much time on it as 
most CMers would. While reading for pleasure/richness/vivid 
vocabulary/plots is a part of reading, we see that aspect as a 
lower priority compared to reading for information. Students don’t 
need to be taught as much literature as many families spend 
hours learning. Instead, students need the very-practical 
research-type skills and solid writing skills (that go beyond literary 
essays and journaling thoughts about plotlines and character).  
 
“Living books”: We personally believe that the Bible is the only 
“living Book”. We don’t study the Bible as just well-written 
literature because that characteristic isn’t the reason it brings life 
to a person’s heart. The Bible is the Word of God, the only written 
Word inspired by our Creator, and no other book of human origin, 
no matter how non-boring or vivid the language can really 

Emphasis: Literature and 
history, nature study and art. 
 
It is expected that if one teaches 
a C.M. style for one area, then all 
“school” is taught in that 
particular style. 
 
Use only “living books” which are 
non-boring books with vivid 
vocabulary. Textbooks and 
simple picture books would not 
be often considered “living 
books”.  
 
Other key points that C.M. 
emphasize are to develop “good 
habits” and nurture life-long learning 
but these points are not unique to 
the C.M. style. I know of no 
educational approach that seeks to 
develop bad habits or to ignore 



compare to it (e.g. 2 Peter 1:16-21). (We recognize that there are 
a number of C.M. followers would agree with us on this point and 
we are very thankful for that.)  
I know what is generally meant by the term “living books” in that 
you could just think of it as “non-boring” but even then, I don’t 
think one needs to turn away from plain writings – sometimes, 
there can be a very good purpose in the simple. Someday, 
perhaps in illness or in aging, our reading abilities may be reduced 
to not being able to understand long paragraphs. And even now, 
we can learn to see simple language as a way to communicate 
well to those around us. I really think we should encourage 
students to read from a variety of simple and complex literary 
formats. So that is the perspective of our reading comprehension 
lesson suggestions. 
 
Having said the above, this is what we supply and encourage, not 
require. Each family that follows our curriculum can easily decide 
on the amount of time and effort for each subject area and may 
choose to emphasize history instead, for example. Our curriculum 
does not have dates to follow nor is it integrated together with 
other subjects – it is very flexible. And it is “literature-independent” 
which means that YOU get to choose the types and number of 
books or other forms of literature to read. 

behaviour/manners. All styles (even 
secular psychology-based 
classrooms) actively promote 
character education, even 
sometimes to the point of teaching 
almost nothing else. And all styles in 
the “information age” encourage life-
long learning.) 

Structure: 
Around the pre-teen years (or earlier), students should move 
beyond just repeating the same topics as their younger siblings for 
your sake and theirs. For this reason, I strongly encourage that 
families instead share only some experiences of a study together 
but that students, from young on, have a measure of independent 
learning (or one-on-one as needed) so that this is not a frustrating 
transition to more independent schoolwork in the pre-teen/teen 
years. Go on field trips together, discuss stuff over lunch at the 
table, watch a YouTube clip together, share some creative writing 
or art lesson time together but give your students some 
independence in being able to go through lessons without always 
involving a group of siblings or yourself. They will gain better 
confidence in learning and you will be more refreshed to teach 
them during the times when concepts encountered are brand new 
to them or are better enhanced with you.  
(By the way, even though a 4-6 year old will want to be part of the 
“big kid” group, he or she often will crave the one-on-one attention 
instead of always being part of the group. A balance is ideal.) 
 
PSLC curriculum is designed to encourage the growth of 
independent learning skills from primary levels onward so that 
children (who can read) frequently have the option to do lessons 
by themselves. I do not script the lessons for a teacher, nor do I 
write teacher’s manuals.  
 
Education should be truly fun and meaningful – to the point that 
we should be concerned if “school-time” is only kept to a couple of 
hours and then “free-time”.  
Make the learning fun instead and your children (and you) won’t 

Structure/Timing/Who: 
Multi-grade teaching of larger 
families means that all students 
learn together on the same topic, 
often at the same level.  
 
Sometimes, older students get 
additional stuff read/taught to 
them after listening-in on their 
younger siblings’ portion. But the 
idea is to be together for school 
in the same room a lot. 
 
Independent learning for “school” 
is not as cultivated as some 
methods.  
 
“Mom” is present and very 
involved with things like reading 
to children (even those who can 
read on their own), listening to 
them narrate it back, taking them 
to the library regularly for “living 
books” or nature walks or 
art/history exhibits, prescribing 
copywork or other written 
assignments, etc. until it is “free-
time”. Then both the mom and 
the children can do separate 
things for a while. Children 



want to just have 2 hours a day.  
 
Anyone using PSLC curriculum can choose to arrange “school 
time” as they wish. I assure you, it is very flexible to use. 
However, our customers shouldn’t expect 5-6 subjects to be 
sufficiently covered within 8-10 hours a week – it normally takes 
longer than that, depending of course on your specific family 
dynamics. We do value quality versus quantity so that means 
more stuff can be accomplished in a shorter period of time 
compared to traditional-style schooling. BUT, we do design the 
curriculum so that it will be more than just a few moments with 
each subject since we want lessons to stick and be enjoyed. 
 

continue to learn at that time as 
self-discoverers.  
 
“School” that has 
paper/books/pens is typically 
half-day only in the mornings 
with afternoons to do handi-crafts 
or outdoor skills/nature study/free 
exploration or own interests for 
the remaining hours of the day.  
 
To clarify, some families who follow 
a C.M. approach spend more than 
just a couple of hours, however, the 
general thought looking around the 
web is that Miss Mason encouraged 
short academic mornings with 
afternoons of free exploration much 
more than I would do. That is how 
C.M. seems to be marketed. 

Early Learning: 
Early learning (ages 4-6) is an excellent idea. Early learning can 
include both directed play and directed lessons and well as a 
balance of work and free-play. These things are all enjoyable for 
little ones! 
(I do agree that it is often best if young children, for example the 
kindergarten years, remain under parental care rather than a 
school.)  

Early Learning: 
Young children should just self-
discover and play. 

Twaddle – yes, I’ll readily admit we like simple repetitive word 
stories for teaching reading because it works and it is at the child’s 
level. I believe there is high value in the natural progression of 
“baby talk” and simple stories/pictures in the healthy growth of a 
parent/child relationship. You could use any type of literature with 
our “Let Me Read” program but I have no problems with Sally, 
Dick, and Jane or similar story readers. (The type of readers I find 
boring or meaningless would be the disjointed phonics kind or 
McGuffey. But many of the “story readers” relate well to the daily 
life of a child and so is very meaningful to them.)  
We do think that there are materials that are inappropriate for 
younger levels even though we agree that children are fully 
persons. I don’t feed BBQ’ed steak to my 6 month baby; nor do I 
read adult novels to my 6 year old. Picture books are great for 
children (and even adults) and they do not damage one’s 
imagination or creative thought. 
“Great Books” – the titles that are typically in a list aren’t so “great” 
in my opinion so we’ve tried purposely to offer literature that is 
more wholesome in our business. Here are three examples from 
my experience: One of popular “great book” titles I pitched across 
a room because it was so disgusting to craft an essay around in 
high school days. Another batch of “classics” I returned to a 
university bookstore and refused to take the English literature 
class – even the back cover synopses would be so vividly 
offensive to my God (Philippians 4:8). As a young homeschool 
parent, I purchased a recommended “classic” for my grade 1 

Twaddle:  
Read the “Great Books” but no or 
only a few picture books. 
 
Look for “real art”, study the 
“great artists” (in contrast to a 
simpler type of art style). 
 
 
 



daughter and when it came in the mail, I previewed it. It was then 
that I realized how much garbage has been accepted into 
Christian homeschool literature and yes, that horrible “classic 
children’s book” went out of our home quickly. 
I find Miss Mason’s attitude of complaining about things she 
doesn’t like rather disturbing and I wonder how many families 
have felt guilty if they use simple language or simply-drawn 
pictures, as if they are doing something wrong. We need to 
remember that sin is defined in the Bible and nothing about these 
preferences for art styles or language/vocabulary styles is 
mentioned there so I fail to see why a leader who personally 
dislikes another person’s method of expressing a storyline has 
any moral authority to refuse a certain piece or style of work. 

Beliefs (theological, practice): 
There should be an understanding between what is sacred and is 
not. To see my article on the “integration” versus “separation” 
issue, click here. 
The Bible is unique and the only authoritative Word of God. NO 
ONE’s education methods hold that same authority and her 
philosophy for schooling is NOT equal to Scripture, regardless of 
the few verses she quotes or a few points where she agrees with 
godly parenting directives from the Bible.  
 
We seek to make education easier and more effective for as wide 
of an audience as we can. Some methods seem better and less 
frustrating than others so we do promote what we feel is very 
valuable for education. But we do not and will not threaten that if 
you choose other methods than ours that you will ruin your child 
by doing so. You have complete freedom to try the ways we have 
found success with or other methods. There are successful 
students with any learning methodology. I do not seek to change 
the culture or the world – that is God’s role, not mine. All I do is try 
to be a faithful servant in presenting what He has enabled me to 
accomplish with the talents and opportunities He’s given.  
 
In conclusion, I recognize that you can “chew the meat and spit 
out the bones” and that can be fine to do in certain situations. But 
people want my honest answer so this is the biggest reason why I 
don’t want to be just another twist on C.M. style: her foundations 
for her beliefs held some strange anti-Biblical ideas and as a 
leader, I need to be careful to not confuse people. I don’t want to 
align my products with the name of a leader whom many 
homeschoolers follow so closely if I have serious concerns about 
what that leader was strongly known for promoting. If you want to 
know more details on my concerns with her theology/philosophy, 
see here (Article: Q & A with Bible Verses). 
  

Beliefs (theological, practice): 
 
Integration of spiritual with 
secular to the extreme, including 
calling the Holy Spirit as an 
educator of every subject area.  
 
She also seemed to portray that 
her philosophy was inspired by 
God and that opposing methods 
were not.  
 
While some C.M. families are 
open to accepting other 
methods, some C.M. proponents 
cling to C.M. ideas so strongly 
that if a mom were to reject those 
methods in favour of something 
Miss Mason spoke against, she 
can feel threatened that her 
children will be ruined for life. 
The grip that C.M. has on their 
followers can be very 
socially/emotionally tight and 
when I see that in a customer, I 
am concerned. 
 
She had some good ideas that 
could be backed up by Bible 
verses but other ideas where 
she’d have to stretch the 
meaning quite a bit. 

 
 
 
 


