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Introdustoxy 2

this *sncenseiousnens’s ﬁ%@* sars, 1ies in the sgesem
trims of shildish thought

he im the cemtre. “The ckild is the contre of his own ume
iverss, the point of refevence for avery judpment, and i%
| 18 with 41f7iculty that he leawns to think of objects in
relation to other pesple and to suoh othewr, " |
e sre twe outstanding sharseteristiss of childven
d. In the Tiret plase, they mﬁ things side
bation,. Jor iow
348 f & ahild of %i%%a
38 in %&k&@xzﬁm&g

e Lo his gwn polint of ﬁmﬁ% %&m

1, Child Psychology pe. 259, (Curtl).

2. Ibid. p. 261,

3. Ibid, p. 265,



Mﬂm is the ease of mﬁm by g’.gﬁmmm & Mm see
missionuyy, "Hainess vesause when he returned
| in 1927 vatn fell in the midst of & dry seasom, snd sgeln
thic yenr imﬁﬁ} shen ke left

sud s iz the

4, Child Psychology p. 266, (Curti)

5, Reported in Manitoba Free Press August 27th 1932,



introdustiory . 4

renct 4ifferent ‘

- he MM ’imig%t%* inte their sssential fas s 604

reliahie, that le, mere ussful in efTecting wisy %i_ﬁi‘m han

W ﬁm %@&4 aﬁ‘ ihe ohild’s awim is being mﬁm

mzx broken up inte more discrsie groupisgn, wm L
again iate mare affwtiw forms, as he learns to adapt hime
self to hie changing

of the xgﬁm i 14

.= ragions i ol

- erstisa atill, s it wers, holids sway

the ehild is stimulated by the
AR ades of others that ke pays

and %ia“ *It is when




mtroductary 000 5

fort to justify thw

. Thus be is stimulsted te observe
ess of events: and hesumes sble when desling with

*hish can WW% ba callsd ng. in this stage the

& systes whioh is fauliless If the premisen sre correct
irg. Carti, wbile not w&%iwﬁw Plagats

JTe Child Pnyéimim- Pe 269, {Curti)



tric and only graduslly bece . mata _
juxtapese and syscrotise, Helther is sbls te resson ab

. L ?’_:-,[-“i;-:ayg % W“ 5 , hu B wbe sl
sbout the universe of shich he is & part |

S %m m the @imﬁ of the *ﬁm@?ﬁ m B w
the simplest and most immedlate experlence Be
s6 mo sach distimctiom. 4t this level nothing is cares

 passing inte the world of eivilized

5 A ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@% and ite spirity for sxanple, butween




latzedustery | g

terest snd astiom, -«= At this siage &1l ﬁ%&ﬁ@ﬁ are spirite

and s11 spiriies ave e%,imgg,% this is & comps ratively low
EM f&f ; k. :

contimees to s te ssme o " Satls
Prefesser smes ‘then mﬁm &imﬁ%‘ frow this ﬁ%‘&f@@ wf .
iatam %o the @M&t slvars th - o

tween the spirite of animies
%ﬁ &@ﬁzfﬂ of & %Svae aﬁ&ﬁ@w Tege

em 1;;?%%@%%
8, The @syaiwim of ﬁungims Expeﬁam pps 1112, (Lmes)

9: m&a ?}5'; l}»g"z’s




‘thesy a8 oppessd %& the spizite, sre elesyly 4
the natarel thjects whish ﬁ&w BOVETR, BT
_' %ﬁi@k they éimt, M are anths

tions of &iﬁ‘m and while humen tha

, aly svsdusily doss primisive m
arate the @iﬁ% from the bady saleh it is sup-

m oh m@mm m itrests bis o ,
dsvalaped m&iﬁw

. , é the mse’m; bl w@a &% By

T — i%}ﬁﬁ &%g},&* present uysterious WW%&

it ia mm whether priniiive mas Torms gm FeRRpEp—

septs of %33&% fﬁ:@ nieh pany ; : .

- Aredits ﬁ%* - ——

and the M%‘%& snd the a - and be try to
sain the faver of m@; beinge or povers of

153.; ﬁarals in ﬁveluﬁim pe 405, (Hobhouse) .




 bim eith stother problem, As = ﬁ&iﬁiﬁ, sven in the wﬁ&@%ﬁ%
teibe, he in ﬁ’ﬁ# a considerdhlie tine completel;




introdnetory ¢

Fe give the neme noralify, in Ite wider mesning, 0 come
Supts %f} %ﬁ%igg&i@% Sousrds snd scticas affsciing
ineluding himeell. - | |
‘In this thesis 1 shall desl with thess twe ldssn,
fieult te find teo tewms =ith more varying content whels:

#ith a belief that the whols humen wuse is bownd Legether
35ty for which esch Bas sowe responslbliliy, on the

of gagh #f thess idsas whéch have some |
urthar, I would 1ikes in this cennes :
jefly the stiitude of two sehcols of thought,

: ,.a;&x ar sven the Bujere
1isions sititede
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Barnes is z% doubt

towards tha supermatarel, Profesass Haile
gorrast chen he ziaims ihat ¢he majerily o7 x&&%giga& gﬁﬁ%i%
entalints, ! Gos %00, the majority of thess who

' boyond the views ﬁﬁ

” %}%; )

ouslys #&ﬁ-%&é oat stheists or ot least sgnestics,
esophieallys materisliste. e tss greups is whick
srested ﬁmﬁ@@%'ﬁ%ﬁﬁ¥§@¥%ﬁwﬁ%&& sre meking o

Bk %a consayve the %@%ﬁ@% of the pask gﬁé at

@gx._¢waﬁﬁ a8 I am ﬁ@ﬁ#&ﬁﬁaﬁ.ﬁaaﬁ the truth iiaﬁ w&@% the

ﬁ%ﬁ%&%&ﬁﬁiaﬁriﬁa-%&gﬁiﬁaﬁlﬁﬁxﬁﬁ.%&'%@%ﬁ-fgj“
setivity of & Alreciing mindy snd that o maral wsiverse

SEBENSE & ﬁ@&gidﬁ,a.:i;¥f>
3k the Telilod of




Chapter I1

nly dscignsted as m;‘m&im ~

: m& some at lasst of sach of thase schaols soeent 1loyd

5* gvelntisn @ 8o that
1% =i3s not e necessaxy %o eempura or sunbrost thes im

181334
i ﬁ’wﬁmia thaory of *’m *

ty and I shall simply sutline the g

#ition. _ |
- &ee ng o ihe reeapitulation thesry (which while
septable in dotail has still suffiofent Srath n it
o b Wﬁw #f consideratisn), and to s lesser degree
wmm&&m o the enlturs aphchs ﬁiﬁ?&} asal individusl
ﬁm 1ife of the races iz Lo ae mw
%ﬂ» the ﬂ&éﬁ af mﬁgi% and m%ﬁ' an aryvhers slse.
Ome muste of sourse, make due allowanoe for i

lives ower again

38 Helfpton pe 164, {imen).

| - iBe Perssvelity end Seslity ppe T, 188, ota. (Tuvser)

Sebuve of Jely go e (Sormer).




follewing & 4iffsrent lime of mw‘ e way thus mest peeple
. who hold mzwm Aiffarant mﬁ;iﬁim viewa, follew mzw
| aly 2ifferent

BERS miaﬁ%ﬁ% He iﬁ 5 Lings helpless infant io
0 worid. ﬁm@ worid iz Bis m%& to & vary iimited
whsn he ories and




1ike himself, tut bigger, taoke frem bis iBe thlag he wants.
- Awwmewers on $he whole, he uswally fiads the werld
’ s 8 i%%mm suriosity lesde kim to explora that

te 1teslf. EBils lneressed kogwe

W&%ﬁ and 1t m %miw & shoek ts hie o mﬁa when La Tinds
¢ peopls do net Srest him alike, sud that even

prowing m@&w of a@m relation (0 an ove

poesls o bis ouriceliiy, ¢ ﬁ‘w

ershipping Ilkewine. %2 must sob

%haﬂ%%@ﬁﬁi%@@@%&@m%@%@%&immm

fied %o enjoy for s Lime a mew disewvery witheui troubling
. snildren sre i&%&mﬂa&




©an conbw

sove mes Yhen the siher w1l be imasdistedy
in %&%s& later 4looaveri. ;

The reliziosus beliafe of » 4&%&&& are
apcsstors and will mat 1ikely 4(ffer smeh from ihes

insefer as adulis bave foresd upon hix
and hawe by thelr oen lives fmparted to kis thelr & ,
tareniing %e his s m father, He

iine, %ﬁu& he is f&r were apt to fnrget gg
e if the 1des wers o Wmy & nes busehsd) for ki tew .
%o bis desire

Zren his team loyslty is opt te come sesond
om the sther hand, as m kmesle and repests his ov
ing W@r Sud w Be mrg near to bim, Mﬁ in net W&

'y outoher, oF caplain,

‘boy who broke sut i & tivade sgeint Gede surings *I
 don't thisk i8%s foir that God should always bs spyisg
an e kids,* | N
sesing monnte
doing wrong,




Sevelepment of Beligion snd Worals 18

rur hiis perents’ interpretstion of God. Comtrast this with
the agtitude of the litile glrl she, sowing o dead birds
Aﬁﬁi§*‘§§§¥=$§§‘@%% iet it 3iet® Heve the ehild had bees
aught thel God takes esre of the birds snd sll the helpe
inning 5 question

less thinge of the werld, snd she was beg
wherefors of sufferivg in the light of that soncept.
In thess two instances we mes partial truths sencerning
God baing challenped. In sach eang God sust be at lesst
ag good as the beok the ohild vews in order to satiofy
31&@ imamﬁ sense of fitness,
ananr J.5.0ratts iR spesking of the gradusl %se-v
velopnent of the religious comeciousness in ehild
Suyn,that there are three particulsrly petent fae
the formation of the ehild®s idess of and attitudes Lowsrd
Gods *{1} the indirest influcnce of the setions of wlder
_ mm; {2} dizeet teaghing on religisus sabjeetise £33
the natural develoyment of the child’s mind, 12 hens faes
'y  tors wexk mﬁﬁwr sud sach wifests the olhars, The Tirst
| rususly snd more or less unconscisusly
peond 1s the speeific sttempt of eldevs to Dme
 part to the ehild those weliglous idess and attifudes shieh
ey desive Bim to sgquire. rofessor Fratt is umdoubtedly
eorrect in giving & lavge pisee to ihe ladirest influcnse
af slder parsons, &aa ke sage, the shild %ﬁ & grest imitetor

‘ 15, The Em-_ligimﬁ Consclougness p. 4. (Pratt),.



zent of Religlen and Morals 5 4

and iz desply and fresusntly impressed By the setfone and
sbttitudes of those zbont his whe are older fham he i m
she Bave wt&mi%y aver hims bat there are
sF & sfivencs
shild's playmaten and the
subjests maa % obild will a0t mentisn %5 s sdult ave
frasiy ¢ %&i%@& Bile oo espesizil '
is just i’ﬁsﬁam Biw way Yo o now ldes, amd sines mlig%%m

17 the

ghayeivgal aniverse sbyst him,

whick sunnst e %’@%ﬁéﬁ@%ﬁ% bere, nume

has nat yei %ﬁm separated fram the veat af Yife and 3ree
- santz oueh that is yelaxiliae it recelves its shave of
ks 3T the ohlld lives soong peanls w50 sre

atlentisn. sgals

raspuneive te the baauty and majesty of nsture sg o rovelw "
ation of Sod, ha set omly adserbs thelr stiiteds but sise

sash reapsnds direetly te the infilwonce of auture,

saflaite religious insteaction desends weyry Iazualy

of the shild's mind. Aecending %o fmﬁ‘w@w Fratts the
ohild mind is vary open te the influeuse o suggesticw

vutdl tee fdenn %i&ﬁa ars to the oBild {zcorpatible nres

st themselves together - ans, or sven i, of thess

ay idea ra=

sy be fu the form of an eariler sxperiesce
in the shild's ning

eallad; byt theyr must bokk %

twe sther sources



sidering ths enild to be sevely passive, He gives o
syment of the enild's

nind,* Sore sed more allowsnoe must be mode for the fmet

. of the ehild himself. | | |

| As the ohild comes to the ploce im 1ifs where ihe |

. fact that the earth is round has resl weaning for hims

_ ant he begins to appreciste the fast thst our sun is the

guntre of o systes similar bo ihoussnds of otherms he e

; ssens of & God wbe
is the spirit guiding and comtrolil: net, el as the

was nove and mors bis werld he resiises B0 a8

ever imorsssing degree the greutnuss and incomprelsnsidil
t4y of the universe of wileh he iw & part, if iis iscresss
bogoues betise ev-oriiaaied the aysiom and
unlty «f the whele bsowne more svident So him. dence Sod
muet Bave & plsce in it and pot outzide of ik, ey &% loust
‘ it. Zven if he tuinks of God aB am abe
sent ereator still the world is His creation, sad ss eush
is related to Him.

- iug enouledge
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o more ressen for dsubting thelr vaildity then iz tha
parallel quse of ihe meitinlination tabla, S alvlts shon

L Ehe shild i’;} ‘%&% beyaoen of gsmm&m sider mﬁw@& wnd

legs mwzgw ‘@? sesse
ghhar aﬁﬁm o mww S Wﬁmﬁm gades

 befors his sitentios at the swie iime for aspeptence or

rejseiion. %&2@ have baan other times, nowaver; whan nig

- wlle soul and %ﬁé@! nave oried bat agsinst the mﬁ% LS |

was sgked Lo %ﬁ%%ﬁ* Ty iﬁ&%é‘ﬁ%wﬁ Bis z&a@ﬁw Raw insiated
that he. ﬁhﬁ&i&% #aud ths g@ffﬁm ﬁ%ﬁi@ 33;%& %@fm@ wre plaging

ball enm Eha %ﬁéﬁ:&%ﬁﬁi@ dote @ﬁmi@ ie has w %%w%m
o daing @S Biv methar asks 2&5&@ bat E&%&@@ ba has vany doe

' :--ﬁiﬁ% @%ﬁm&% 8% his gws whieh slash #ith als sillisgness

- te @M* %& Ry net Wﬁﬁ@iiﬁ%&m deside whish he #3311 ém
- bat the ﬁg&i i o5 bateesn Bis @‘@Zig&%im e his mathar

and the fulfilsent of Bis swe wizhes, @ ihickever wins hos
. met suly g&iﬁ&ﬁ% the point m that time but hes alee %&&

- ogum wmg of ressting Shef may eusily grow imte & m@i%,

» ﬁ% i’ix*ﬁi @igm; we mirkt %& 1sd to think that it Tay
: m %‘kﬁ% oaey @f *&%@ hoys merely & ﬁz&sﬁ% ef two foroes worke

. iﬁ& on his natures thet is the mmount of restreining inw

" 16* ?&a i‘hsﬁx‘y of Gaeé snd Evil II ?:Su‘i’. {%a&@%i},




Beweleyment of Relizlon

fivenae his pavant 2 2112 hoews dopends s hev Insisient

thay are o his sbedience. Mub we Find thet vory a=Biy

im 1ife there apposve in every persen a desive to 4o what
suss Bl any

is ri&&% Zﬁmﬁ@% it is right, raks
B ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@%ﬁ m@&%m 2313L ﬁ@»&%ﬁ% The “"%i@ﬁg fw instornesy

e Bhan b 3

feele that e wust fellew a sartaln souzse of m%m%z g

Lo expesi }siss& $o de soe pather o

sause iR peren

SIS
thay apsly esmpy _
semslity i beginning. If the parents have Saken the treuble
%8 disemss with thalr #aild the @“&%ﬁm whish faee hin

in &é&ﬁﬁ%im himselif ts the hame '

8 Tegpoans of mm&%i%ﬁ 8 pave

¥ its socupanias g
willsaon f@m g@mmi ideas wﬁzﬁg iza turs w1l 8%t m3%
%m sations. -
and %ﬁiaw Be will find Saese general priseizles and ides

‘s“?éaa%a B g&mw aad iﬁw the widey wasld a0 suh

& graat balp 3¢ his. Save hs Tinds Bhat %“%ﬁﬁﬁ% wre Bk
alwuys «s ooneliorsi® of Lim we wers the musbers of bis
ixmediate fauily. Less slovamse iz 1ikel¥ to be mads for
his feallures. The mbral ﬁﬁ%@%ﬁ ef sthors d1ffer movs from

Bis than 434 thoss 5f his pursnbe, Sew kmowiadge brings

up suestions of evor-wideming tmplicotions. Clushus aviss

: ?&g%@@g his dlsives z W thens of ﬁ&%ﬁf %miwmwm, Toin
© tweew his w111 snd the will of the smell groupe of whish
e fe & perds and betesen his %mm snd will shd the

pleme snd purp

ses ol the @%@%ﬂg ‘Lavger gre



" warid grovs untll, Tinally

Tweslepment of Zsliglen and Sorsls 2

omer sssceiated, Sis horizom widesns and ais
s Be is faced with his s yelus

tionskip io the whole universe and deliy. in other words,
Biz moral oodes his velizious beliele, and his knoviedge
have grown up %@gaﬁmﬁa |

sneestors, elders, and compades have al) contributed
to his general attitude towsrd life, including his relige
jous bBeliefs unnd his sénse of mersl eblization., They huve

given hin of whst they possoss. Wit he received was pur-
hups 4ifferent from what they had, for ii se
te sxpress sconrsiely snd exactly the desper things of

1ife, Zven i¥ they were expressed perfestly, only & pere
feot undterstanding would be gspsble of sseimilsting thes,
in setusl 1ife baliels snd smetions can be ealy imperfscte

xoreseed in word,; gesbure, sr sotion, snd this lmpere

s lmposeible

iy
feet expression, in them, is newer perfaeily intarpreted,

and so the tranemiszlon from one person 1o arether iz ale

wsye immﬁ-ﬁ, and sometices there ie 2 vast differense

Betvesn the originsl beliel or swotismal attitude and the

belisf ovr stiitude of the person affected. Bal, in general,
the centrsl bellels asnd attitudes of ;m ganeration sre
-i&mﬁ&i@%ﬁﬁé to sthe next with only alight medifiestions.
sunicste to others

Yowevrer, no indiridual er group eun €4
wore theyn they thenselves poBseLE,. _
any advamce in insight or understandisg, whelhey re-
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ligious, mersl, sconsuis, svelal, or sclemtifias, comss

only shen & nev ides Tinds 2 héme in the sind of en indlwe
idusl, It may m&im gharing »ith sthers befers 1t be
valushle, bul befors it can evem be shared 1t must be pos~

sensed by one or more individuals. It is at this point

that we vobe the first and perhaps the most important 4ifs
fevence inm the approach of the tve schacls we are ﬁ%ﬁé@’&ﬁgw
The idealists elais that deds o %ﬁ% the wm@i@w Lern,
communiestes to the persen preparsd te reusive it & new
sporssiation of reality either by direct rovelationt? oy
throsugh the medium of the srdinsyy laws of ﬁﬁ%ﬁ?&@ig The
' gsheol Mﬁi%ﬁﬁ& %o pastulates ted in this senses

Chicage
and its supperters attempt &5 sccount for the new ildeas
% of the individual is gemtact

golely through the developme!
with his suvironment - vefusing to

+ oF the

supesnatural, is part of that enviremment.'S

In the setusl experience of the raee i sppears thst
58 soon as primitive man was shle %o form & definite ldea
af the mysterious uskooen w%sia%a surrounded him and to ig-
%%%gﬁﬁ the more fesilier facts in %;ki-gm wider basring,

he thought of the world asz peopled by spirite
shode was some partisular ebject or whose usual manifest-
17. The Faith of & Moralist I p. 223. (Taylor).

18. The Nature of Deity p. 137, (Turner)

19, Religion p. 166,(#mes),



Mﬁ%@ﬁm of heliglon and Horals g2

ation wes in some Wtim&w event, Lsturally those obe
Jeots and evenls vhich affected his own welfare vase in
for mest considerstion. Ubjects sueh as these from mhich
he secursd his food supply, the fruit of the grousd and
the produsts of the humt; events such as the coming of
epring with 1te nee 1ife; atorme, thunder, garthquskes
811 eausht his sttention and aroused hins wonder. ivents
in 11fe such os birth, sickuess, and de

intevpretation. iie conesived of il thess as being the

sffesty of the influence of soms apirit or spirite, It

1e only naturel that he should trest such beinge se infiu-

ensed by the same things whish influsnced him, wnd se the

the geds ware necessarily “men writ large,” -
“rs, Carti in speaking of ths vay in whish ochildren

that the

wequire religious idess 86y8, “Piaget has shown

young child is not omly illopiesl im his genersl manner

of thinking, but that the special concepts vhich he has

s unsnalyzed, snd contradictory. He does met at

first eves distinguish betwesn f&.imwizf and the world, or

resiize that his thought is mersly subjestive sctivity
sf hiz own, powerless to affeet shjects sxeept throush
sction, Ue thinke at firet that his thoushi cen influence
events, Lhat the sin and moon and wind, the rivers, tress,
and rain, exist for his bemefit. Later, lesving the stages
of

animian, he bellisves 8till im an srtificislist explune
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ation of the world- that a1l things were mﬁ by men and
for men., ind shen he sconires religious ideas he endows

Jod with the power of human beinmgs. It is oely »ith grest
#1ff1ealty thet thé ohild fluslly srrives at ihe notion

that obiscts snd evenks ave ralatsd independently of humen

'i}&i@gﬁ*@%ﬁ
In the =

trivsl pustoms had boen eslsblished, and It wee usually

wer of the group rather tham ss an individusl that

gsantime, to return %o cur study of the race,

he took gart in the perfowmunce of the ssevsd rites through
wﬁia& the tribe attempted to establish contact with the

gode or o sppease them. [t was more often than noi ths
trival rather than Bis E&@’ﬁ' individual interests whish weve
m&:&g&z% mz% sometines aifa gads were invoked to dselde whethwy
‘be &5 an individual hed fulfilled a1l his ebligations as

sembor of the tribe. or again, = decision as to the rights

of one imdividusl in reference to another was sought from

the ged or gods. thas sarly we Tind religlen ond morslity
overlapping.

in both raligion and smoralliy the stam
ndards of ihe

iards of the

- group beeame to & ¥Rry lsrze extent ihe ste

fmdividual, but even im the days when trival seliderity

was most pronounced ihere were times when sertais imdlvide

uals were convinved that they should net or weuld nat a?my
%ﬁ%&i%& Fovohology pe §08. {Coviij.
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" the tribal mapdste or custen. lomstinesihis rvebellion wmas
the result of mere pevesnsl vhim whieh produced painful
reastions with consequent submission; sosetimes it was
racoznised by others that the spposzition was wgll i’emmi%é
and they aceeptasd the new ides and supperted the rebel.
idvance lay along this zm@ and agealin the sentral @ﬁwﬁim
sriesss Is this merely s cuestion of trizl and error, or
is thers direction by an unsesn influencey Is it merely
wmaterialistle evolution or dose » spiritusl foros gulde
ity |

then animlse gove plose to theism and the apirits
af mﬁ%imﬁm tress becase trse-gods, the gods were ey
sathropormorphie and were often consldered to be ralated |
in families we in gmii%iml wnits, @t of these iﬁm nrope
the thoushi of a mwmaﬁiﬁy af gods and by wvaried routes
the idea of one chisf god wnd fimslly of ene god emly was
reashed. In some euses the other geds teck subordinate

positions and then wore gradually degraded until they bee
fuBemere sgonis or modes of axpression of the one grast
spirit. In other csses the bopes and aims of the tribs

beesme sentred in its god. Uhile they admitted that othey

trives had, ond, indeed, should have thelr own godes still
they themselves could have but ons god. This god was ususllp
38 in the ssse of ihe lshrews, st Firet sonfined te the

lapd of the pesple. Graduslly he came 1o he concelved as




having pover beyond that land and over psaple siher than

his own, %@;‘é@%ﬁ&&%ﬁ in metters which affected his evn pooplie.
For instanes, eother prtion were spoken of as sent by Je-
hoveh te invads the land of Palestine Lo junish the Habrews
far thailr '%’aﬁg&%ﬁ‘iﬁﬂm of ilm, Prom this polnt the extss-
ston of the domsin of the tridal god to the shele warls

was not 4if7foult, and the god of the lebrews became the

fod of 21l the universe.

hile these alvances 1z relipious consepbs were taking

place the tribes waere, in nany ¢usss, bheing conselidated

into natiane, and ’i;ﬁm marsiity was giving place 4o B
tisnal merality. Sotioms met nations in both war and pesce,
and aodes of imternsiionsl athics avese, ften these dil-
ferred maperislly Trom the sthies within the nstion ar ap-
piied to its own citizens, bult graduslly we are seelng
the emergence of universsl sihles,

4ide by side wiith this widening of the sphere ol re~
1iglon and morality we find the growth in importance of
the individual, At Tirst ke was almest entirely & part of
- his elan or tribve with few individeal ri

sihts ar privilsges.

4% Be gained more independence and developed move indiv-
idusl personaliiy,s ithe suestiosn of his rights and oblig~
atione Beouwsms 5 live one. The auestion was not mevely that
of his relstion to his tridke or nation, bul was alse that

of his relation %o his ged or gods, 4as he free o chotsa
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his own course or “ought® he to be loyal te his eguntry
¥88 & question which salled for a decision under s varisty
of elrcumstances whars his own interests and the welfave
of his nation were wet s smingly cuineldent. izain, when
beemme conscious of his own Failure to mest the requires

ments of his veligion or messurs up $o his fdesls Lhe SEEHw
tion arese. Uonld he hisve done otherwiss? Or esn he regain
Bis loed religious stutus thesush

his own actionsy or iz
it entirely o matter of Sod's fwam ar .iix;ss 2 eombinstisn
of the tve neeessaryy

in Hemer’s 1liad the various humors of the actors
are secounted for by the imtervent len of the varisus geds,
sud the suecess or failure of a partieular marvior is sew
w%im& %o ibe presence or sbsence of & partioslar zod.
e Fersiens explained the struzsle betwssn gosd sud evil
in the world as the struggle between shura dasda, the ged
of righteousness, snd shrimsn, the god of evil, Zaeh of
these had thelr follovers in the spirit werld as well =
on the enrth. To those wha plaeed thely Falth in mesotlhce
ism this selution wus debarred, and inersased 4ifficulty

wae encsuntered when the ene god wan vonseived as s S

tent aud omnicclent, and, sapecially, when the Platanie
dectrine that God is good and as sueh gan be the suthor
of no evil had alsoe bown seoepted ss basie, #rafessor
Hekhouse, in speaking of this, says thers wers two methods
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of soiution opsn., *The Tirst was to deny the rexlity eof
a7il, the second was te insist en the absslutes right of
the Creatsr to do what he »ould with his own., ~-- Soth
explanations have hﬁ& an impoPitant slose in Wa‘. E
cording to Sugustine, evil hss no positive and %ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ%ia};
sxistence. It is only *s privation of good®, or By &

gwift change of thought, it is the dark eelor thst throws

ap the light, =e= It iz well 2o reserk that these tex views
ars in eszence gquiits oppossd. In the ones ovil has no pose
itive charseter. It is & void, where good might ey wutb

iz not, In the other, there are things sr perssus that

sre evil in theuselves - gvil is se far pasiiive; but
thelir badness when viewsd ip conseetieon wiith the vhele
‘geheme of thinss is held te have 2 good sffact. .

Cousled with this ouestion iz that of busen frecdom.

o4 God ereats man and legave kim free to erry 17 s#,ﬁwa
Bot that freedom limit Cod} If, on the other hand, man
is completely determined by God, and he sins, God is the
author of sip. The sentrast beluwesn God's gresiness snd
wan's feehleness aude way for the ides that ain sould be
atoned for and forgiven unly threugh ded's free gift or
the atonement offsred By the death of Christ, who in some
way was beth God sed man. Various interpreistions of thie
stonemant wers ofTersd. AL one extrems wss the idea that

Ei. Yersls in ¥volutien p. 400, {Hobhousel,
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satsn had, through men®s sin, gained a eertainm contrel
ever the human raoes, and the desth of Mm was & Tongon
said te him, Then there was the ides of a grieved Ced who
had to be placated. And ﬁéﬁﬁy, the ides that Ged vas

%

ils inginite lowe,

isﬁ Caristy striving %o reveal to man

nat whatever the speeifie interpretation, one thought was
ceniral - the initistive was from God. Lan was given 0
144tle part st one time that he esuld not even sccept the
fres 2ift of God unless the Spizit of Ged led him teo do
6, Sut mem hos become gradually mere insistent upen his
pEn @mmw until in some gusrters God is left out of ace

sount altogether snd Hls existence denled,

i the ssanting, many uf the best minds bad boen uresie

iing with the guestion of the basis of religlous bellefs
and the ground of meral obligation. For msny gensrations V

ments wers lavgely fﬁzw&h put recent ssientifie

investigation: have discoversed so many new faets absut
man beings and the worid in which they live thal a8 ale

most completely new apurosch has been made svalleble ands

indesd, necensnry. 5 bDetisr understanding of the detalls

% 3 m&%iﬁ& uade the 234 ssive interprsiatiocns

untenshle in the Tore in whish they were Reld., Teo methods
of dealing witk these oldey i&&w&ﬁmi@m have bBeen spen,
Thay could be disearded entirasly, or they could be podified

snd porhaps enlarged se ae te make voom for the later scie
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entific dizecoveries, The ideslist mﬁ@mw&%@ the latter
shile the Chiesgo school decided to try a mew start from
the discoveries mude, but sees te heve kept in mind the

ghads of

values appresisted Yy clear thinkers of every
opinien and have tried o conaerve or reach ihece Wy a
4ifferent route. The twe schools ars agrsed thai the {isd
ings of scientiffic investigstions must be aceepbed iff
sreperly suthenticsied. They alse agree ihet the waluss
af yeligien should be conserved. They 4iffer widely, how-
sver, in ihe method Wy which they seemplish this end.
The difference in methad is bas

terpretsion of the basie faets of seisuge, rsiiglon, and

ed on o diffsrance in iue

m}migyﬁ o pne the world is the swpression or menifeste
- ation of Gody %o the sther fod is the ldeslization of disw

zovered and scespled wvalues,




Chapter 111
Pact and Vslus

of the relationshi

Before preeceding %o & study
Mﬁthﬁ physies]l and moral universe it will be necesssxy
te venslder the relstionship of faet and walwe. it the
sutsst of such an ensulry we are Tased with the guesticn

as to the ariterion by which we sre Lo jJjudge mhat iz faet.

in the physiesl world, “sense
peal which sesms o be externsl Lo thinkiung, wﬁ %3 which

the resulits of thinking bave %0 be csrrested.” *% The {inest
thesry noy come to grial beseuss the sctual experiescs of

pense presents dats which sontradiot i%. On the sther hands

sin asuy bit of what we call sense-expsrience --- we find

%éz@ gziven, or reokeved, and the interpretative work ef

plicated, 55 This latter

ﬂ?%ﬁ@ on the dstum inextricably con
iz plainly iii‘ﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁ&g shen we losk st » pieture which
is veally an syrangement of celeur om s flat surface, bub
we mees il Bay bes beaultilully moulded fealures and pere
fact Torm.ie sse, subjeet of gourss to faulty interpgrate
abions what the pleture was intsnded to zepresent - ths

20, The Faith of o Verallish 1I ppe 280 e (Euyluris

28, Toide pre S3Pe0e
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setusl hefore it was conveyed Lo oawyse or paper. 1% is
only a for yeare since thaers %m@ vary hested coatroversy
over the sbicoetive existencs of secondayy sl i%@% #4a
gslar, for instence, selusliy exist ia the sbjeet? Or wus
it wersly an effeet produced on the organs of sight? It

s to be generally admitted now that primary and seo~

sadary qualitise sre inseparable; that eme is fact as mueh
22 the ether, sad that beth are found in the ohject by
the pereinianit,

then ve come 1o the quention of sueh guslities w2 %

besuty a new divieion arisesn. 2llowing that cslor, oder,

a‘fﬁm_; agte. ars
Justifed iz saying that the beeuty which is & pert of vhat
wg atizibute Lo the flower iz seinally & part of ths flower,

there as wilnesesed by ithe senses, are we

gy is 1%t something which we bring o the laterpretationy
in other words dues walue inhere in objscis, or is it zomew
thing purely subjestive whieh the subject adds te his ine
tergretation of the sbject mere or less st willy

Zerhape u definitien of value would help us hera.
¥refessar Turner 2eys, *Thaet haw valus which iz the first
instance is tapshls =-- of ssiisfyimg desive.*™® ind agsin.
*Sgbjectivelys in the first plaes, value is the stiribute
of shatever ylalds satisfation in iteslf, or is & mesns
therete;

hand, sinoe we inters

P, Phe

ssophie Resle of orel (bllpetion p.i4l. {Tummer)
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prat desire siwsys ss an indlestion of some dafeniivencesy
wvulue is the cspucity to praduce or to odfer compleiion
sy perfection either wholly or in @ﬁ&ﬁgﬁ Thus the temm

weine i{ndicstses n relatisn. I% is value for some ong of

. for some purpone,. Hence value implliesn a subject for w

$¢ 1s vsluahle, It would mppeer then that walue must be

inherent in something sutside of that subject, sinee a
subiset eould seareely brisg o s situation that which
would witheut osutside zid ecomplete itself if it wars pre-
riously incomplete.

turping szain for & moment to our illustration of
the Tlowers we find that there sre peracns vhe sre celer
wlind and o vhowm
prezsisneg, ¥s 4o ot on thal scopunt say that the aslors

tha different onloers bring no sanse ioe

#p mot exizt. e rightly conclude that the ergane of sight
in a fes particular individuxls are defective. S0, foo,

with besuly - overvons bas not the sase powar of apprecie
‘sbion, Very ofien an individssl Brings te & sllustion 2

hoat of memosries snd assovistions which afTect the imtere

prefation and spyvesistion. Some of uss on the other hands

laskine in sur povers of apprecistion of

vasutys susies ste. Thie does nod say that those she ses
mors tham we do hove brought o the siinatisn thut which
they ses. (¢ #ill net perlaps b2 out of pluce hare to

lnsapide Seslis of vorel Chllgetlon pe 179, {(Duwinevis
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remind oursalves thatlt % ls, affter ull, wery 4ifflecult,

in fsot, impessible %o drsy o sharps lime betesen what 2
person brings o & situstise snd what he Tinds thore.

Every event is an intersetion. 211 I sz anxious %$o do hers
is to insist ihat value as o part of the situstion is dew
pendent on the obfective faet, as w»all sz upon the subjscte

fve appresintios. If thers wers uo objective fact thevs

o

sonld be ne value. Sonenne might ack, vhad about the besulties

a6t =hish

8f a mirsge? The mirage is 3lainly s deiusion, T

aprears %0 by there is net sebuslly there, dw
the wirafe is s» oblsetive Tuel in thet 1%t ¢an be seen

gribe loss

By most people under the sose conditions, The delusion,
in so far ag 1% le & delusion, iz o delusion of the senses
rathey than » nisjzdoment of vaine.

Is walue, then, some uslily added te the oiher guale

ities ¢f the ohjset? Iz beasuly, Tor instance, m%hi.;
other than, and added Lo, the soly, srrangscent, and fors

of the Tlowery g, buesuly iz this case, or valus in Peneral,
iz not an added gusl
and odor and qualitiss. Value iz imharsnt im the sbjest

ity in the seme papse thet eolor, shuse,

in wvirtue of its “capaeity o produees or Lo zoufsr comples
tion of perfection,” It is functionnl rether than wuslite

gtive, Hor ars the

commanly ascepted values sush an tr@th,
beauly, Beroys love., ofe, Talunhle as absiractiong or Ui

fiversals. If is as thows are awbedied in objects - setive
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in situsiions that they are valusble, "Eat is really meant

when treth is oalled z value Is that Eusuledge of the true

ig good, and lack of that keevisdse iz bady, sud false sone
. : , L e
esit of 1%, sovepbtancs of ke false s Lyuss worst of ail.”
The subjest which meeds completion and the ebjent #hich
possesees the espusity to gumplsate 1t nuel come fegathey

vefore velue enn come inte its full sebuality,

In snsther sense values ayre universals and the sxiste

ents in whieh thay ivhers are wslunble bessuse theee values

sre presents and wa sre Justifies In speaking of the valuss
as such, A8 Profescary Teyior says, "Vierey iz gosd' doen
indesd mesn wore than *this, thal, cnd the other msreiflyl

acts are good's it nemns st these zels are good 5ot ine

oidentally; boosuse.for example, they bappen o have boun

&

slse plessant or profitable, bul bmeauss they sre mereiful,

527

that nerey is good, apurt fros lts szercise ism ast.

Thus one nizhkt say that merey iz good vherewer Tound, bat
ie never Tound apsrt from sose zeot.

fgains I believe that Professop Tayplor is right is

rafops

clsiming: "thet 1n 311 sush Judgsents of valus Lthe

ance M6 Lo porsemsl setiviity is alwaye mere or less expllew

3
%
'L,‘(.g:
§
@

% 25, The Feilh of o Yerelled I pe 3B (Tuvieris
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itiy prevent. 558 Thut 1. in additien to being slwwys Faund
gonjoined with sone existent, value iz walue Tor some per-
son or persomB. it might be elalmed that an lmprovement
ons oF & part for, x machine eoniriuied %o iéﬁ com
and thiz is indded true, but the completisn of the manhby
poliing the nesds

pletion,

in turn iz measussd by 1te oapneity _\far 9
of persoms. Now persens vary sxoeslingly and what would
ba of utmest value to one might be of 1ittle value Lo ane
pther hessuse the other 4id net remirs thsd sartieularp

enntribution towsyd Bis completeness. Thers are sone values

auch 28 ﬁm%ﬁt; besulyy meral intugrity, and love shich
seem almost always appropriste. bul oven for these there
way he sesasions whon thelr sbsssee is bhetter thak thelr
sressnee, For instsuce, o rogue or menlally devenged par-
son is ofbten more dsngerens in the degyes Lo which he pos~
peszes thase f;ga&iii,% whish in the srdingry pderson would
add ts hiz wsefulness, Fven in such enzes the walugs are
resl but sisuszed. Thuw vhen we speak of thesonservation
of walusa® wa sre Toced with the cnestion of meaning. If
s say that by vslues we menn that vhich will complete
some nersenslity, we mey be given the reply that the otme
aletion of one partisulsr pervenslity sy mean the deple~

another, or may even sndunger = whole group., ¥hile

doubt very much whether the somplation of one individual,
26, The Taish of » Vorslist I puib. {Teplor)s
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in the highest ssmss of the wersd 2aspniotion® will evewr
eventunlly injure snyene elssy 3tills in setusl 1ife we
are Tresuently Toreed io decide which of two pursans mz

pe henefited in a m&ti%ﬁw wEys BRG Homet
as thongh pur swn personsl davelopment mist b suerifieed

in seder that a partieulsr need in socisl advancement Bay
we meb, I8 sur ressoning we are at length driven to the |
mim where vz nust iaks the %%&3%& that altim%& value

is that vhiech will add 2 ithe developmant sr cempletion

e the vhels. In sddition, we will have Lo admii that |
there sre times when ons value has o be sagrifiesd e

rgbain or scauire ssother. The im nortaces of individual

saluss ae they inhere ls objseis depends on the degree

af their “snpueity to confer completion” and on ihe degree

to whleh the completion of a particular individual will

$s 4o find many ispovient values in 1ifs which cone

sdd te the welfare of the

teibnte to the esmpletion of persennlity in 81l it& phnses,

shyaieally, intellectuslly, sestheticelly, sovally and

reliziously. These values ave izextrieablyp bound up with
the faets of 1ife, and sny explanstlion of the wsiverse

magt take then inte acveunt, is Professor Tufler contendss

- , v ‘ s e | g
*ge apre frem the Tirst eveatures with s mg@i”ég as well

26 n phyelssl ‘envirorment®, and the walnes of ﬁﬁ% maral

5, I venlid =3 relipions se weils
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11fs zre themselves constiitnents of e environment, not

afterthoushis, or 'peyehic additions’, of our oun pevrsona

erestion,* " ys gannot sccept the inmiverse ss = physical

system mevely and leave gut of sccount that which gives
meaning %o it. Hor can thetl mesning be interpretsd In terms

of mere physieal weli~being alene. The, s we somsiders

"hizher” valoes susl be acoprded & plaes, and reselive ai

e The Peith of & Dorsiiet ¥ p.68. {Teviorl.




Chapter IV
o4 snd the Fhysisasl Undverse

Professar Turners an jdeslists iovades the realist
fi21d sud acocepis the lslest Tindings of selienes regarde
ing the mechanienl determinstism of the physiesl world.
He points wﬁ% that the sonmeept of the “stomiec units of
the material world ss iﬁi‘fmiﬁ@ﬁm gphores of slmost

iafinite hardness lmmersed ae it were in an ceesa 6T finid
enerzy® has been supersedsd by the idea thet there is mothdng
statie in the universe in the sense of being veid o7 snergy.
He says, "ihe passivity of the static sondition is alie
gether illimserys Yor it is dus mt o ﬁ% shuenee or the

wspension of astive foerces, bul to thelr coniinucus (theugh
for the time being sxnetly balanced) opsesitien, The statle,
fefsz 18 any wlitinste sense of the ters lsplyl

sheence of Toree or shHergy Reves

whalz of raality ic ever st boltom passive or inmert. Heslity
iz drnamle, and alhers o plunscure, S0 Fegimning with the
smallest parbticls of matlter ss dynemic and eontimmally
intarnaiing »ith the m&g of moture, he develops his theory
individual te the

of the relsationship of eash

$1. The fsilosephio Zasie of Yore) Shllgebien p. 1. {Turser)
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sccepis Dr. Zhitchead's statemsst that “esch ebjest is
in some sense ingredient throughoutl nature, «B% he sime
plest unit yet diseevered is exeecdingly complex and is
dynamie. Inte every sombination ehiech it enters it takes
this drmemie, A8 these combinstions of the simpler units
besome moTe ecomplex they inglude ngre of the dynanie.

Zach unit ineludes & Ppart of the wmhole and is related

o 2811 the m% externally. As simpler unites Leoons arg,w*
ised into more complex Bodles morve of the mhele is insluded
in the more somplsx bady. #n the intersctiion beitween the
simpler unit snd the vhels the simpler unit is sluost sue
tirely determined from witheut. ¥hile it influences the
wholes its Influence is almesit infinitesimal., The move

somelex the srzasnisstion beoomes, ithe more it becoenses

g2if-deternined and %&a graster the share i1 has in detere
mining ihe remsinder of the whole. Below the level of 1ife

the srzunisation is sompuratively simple and the suter

detorninstion nlmosl complels. in the levwer living orgenisne
the wgﬁmmai@a iz still guite slmple. Frofessor Turner
insists that thers is mo bresk betveen so-tcalled inert
mﬁé@- and the lower living srgenimms. 1% is simply thai,

% the organisatisn bacomes mavre complex, ihe elemes

=hich a1l xlong tended te bescome stable in esch orzanise

33, The Comeept of Nobure pe 5. Lusked By Trefessor Termer in

Ths %&&m%&i# Beslv of tmrvel (Blipstion. p. 06,
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stion have reached such » cemplexity ithsi tﬁ% sygunisn
ghows that 1t iz lesking afiter 1tcelfl iz some sxltent. 4s
the srzanisstiss procesds still farthers the livias or-
zanise displays more sod meve self-directing chorscterise
ties and exhibiis sore cempleie dominanee aver i%s puris.
It is still determined by ths whole, bul more of ths whole
is contained »ithin iiself and fthus it iz besesing sors
self-detornined with sach addition to its Remnlaxiiy.
Thers iz throughout the while universe law shich is
inexora¥le. It iz the pressncs of lav which makes Lthe Ulhe

fverse itself med 211 the subordinate systams poscible,

The rule of lar iz not svaded sz the aystems become more
somplex. The pere conplex they becone ithe mere dosendent
they sre on law. Tt gives them Imternsl eontrel snéd makes
it possible Tor them to adjust themsslves to ihe dsternine

% the whole

wtion frow without. Low slmply signifiss &tk
continuously fusetions im = apeeifis way., It is relisble
&Rd not eaprisisus,

Complexity of orxganisatlen inersases and nex sleeents
&@?@&? se % resull,; uwntil the level of conseloussess, and
finally,s of self-cunscioummess is rosched, 4% the latter
levsl sus ar ive %ﬁiﬁg@ appenr shich sark it of? from all
sthere, in the first slsee, ve bave here the pover 1o
*lack befors snd afier®, Thst is, boih past and future

ean Lo soms extent b brousht Ints the present, The indi-
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viduals' responze e 2 certain situation is mot neceszarily
s mere spomtsnesus reactisu Lo the one eirounshangse e

pan compnre this with other seeanions in the past and omn

judee the probable effest of o prassent action on the gventis

i place, through

of the future. feo ean alsc, in the secw
ecompunication with his fellows, galn by their expsrisnce.

*he records of histery epem out 2 great Tizld of study

ts nim. His understandiag of the laws of asture maks i%
poosible fer h&ﬁvﬁa use thes Tor hiz o8B PUTPOGER. i
ether words, he is able partially te dominats bis eavire
omnent. The lower orgenisms deminate the parks within
their owa argenisstions but now threugh the posar of ides
stiom man iz shis ie understsnd sad contrel To a limited
st S in

sti11 iimited and subject to determinstisn by the wholéy

extent not only himself but alse his emvire:

Byt he has sesuired & degese of saife-detersination and

am entirsly foreign to the lewer organisas.

Thus far in ihés ghapter I have glves o brisl and
I fear & sulte imsdesuste outline of srofessor Turner’s
gener=l pesition on thiz guestisn. Up %o this point, 1

am surs thet Prefossor sses would ralze mewy 1itils, i

anv, oujectisn to the hypothesis ne put Fforward by Proe-
faacar Tarners bdul Frofacsoy Turner nivences s farther

srgument ‘%%%ﬁ.wﬁiﬁﬁ srafassor imes eorisimly would net

agras, ha paimts ont that the simple mevhanissl devices
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&f everyday 1ife are quite sassily seen to be mechaniesl
snd the produst of human mind and skill, but as they bow
come more complex and aulonomous the fset that ther ave
the result of man's thinking snd skill 1s less self-svident, .
AL the same tims, when it ic undersicsd that they sre ths
produet of mants ingenuity, ve are all the more deeply
lmprecsed with the ablility of the ﬁéiﬁg or minds whiech
could have planned and preduced sueh deligate snd intrie
asate devices. The more marvslons the machime the greater
must have bsem the intelligence responsibls for its proe-
duction.

Professar Tarmer agaim points owt that %o the minds
- af savages *all aw;;’iﬁx autonomous nechanisn aust appeay
te ve fiomlly Self-explanstery and sgif-maintsining, not
beesuse it iz veslly se, howsver, bui Eimw

“peganse the
task of tracing the actually deminant mind is far beyond
thelr ability," % ge uses these as arzusents te suppoert
his contention that the universe impiies s deminsting

@mind. The universe In its werkimg Is subject to law, It
iz vast ands 0 us, apparsatly seli=eznlagstory and selfe
maintaining, but thast is enly beesuse it is de far bavend
our comprehensisa thal we are unuble o see the doninance
ef mind, in the same wsy that ihs gavage or child fails

to deteet the mind behind the mechasiss of ons of pur grest

4o rorsonelily end Benlify p. 198 {Turnorl.
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machines, This argument 4if7ers from that of design, as
traditionally formulated, im that the more perfsct and
gxplicit the design the more sasily the hand of ﬁha-ﬁaw

signer is detectsd, whereas, in the esse of the machine,

the more mearly the machine is sutonomous the less ths

ominating mind is revealed; and so it is te be expeected

e wnich so far surpasses

that, in the gase of the nnive

any man-made mechanlem, the presence of mind weuld aet

be sanily deteotad, bub this at the same time testifise
te the gresinesss of the mind responzidle for 14,

?ﬁia srgunenat supports the view, that there iz & dome
inant mind in the world somewiiat In the ssmss that mind
ie dominant in persons, szsept Thai the Tiugrems Self is
the irrestetiniy ﬁ&ﬁiﬁ%ﬁiﬁg‘fﬁﬁﬁﬁf§gﬁ in the %ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ&,
whsreas, the dominsnce of the humon mind wrer even the
actions of the personm himaelf is naver complelta. Profascer

Amess on the other hend, while ke spesks of 20d as *oape

#ensl' meaws something quite &ifferent irom what the jw

dealiets mesn by persomal. He says, *ihe eoneaption of
Sad as persoensl is the pams in srineiple as ﬁﬁa'@aaaﬁgtiﬁa

of & group as personal, far exsmples 5 eorpervation or o

P o
state, " 8 g agalins "iach eluss in = sehacl poszessss

sn individuslity teo which the membars manifset loyaldy

%ﬁ“ % &m?ﬁ zﬁf a&iﬁg ;i;j, %ﬁ-\' {?ﬁ%ﬁ@?A »
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- end roversnce. That individuality Bas s gerialisn ohjecte
ivity =and permapence sbovws and bovend sny pariiculsy pave
sons vithin it. In = sense it ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ% them, If this

be the nature of God as tﬁ@ fdeal Leoelns, then he toe has
% lesst sueh reality sad shbjselivity. s iz the foud of
the world im which all ether selves iive and move and have

g,

¥ B _
thair %@%ﬁgﬁﬂg It is evident that for Frofessoyr mes the

pergsonslity o God depends on ibe personslity of husansg,
ehile for Frofessor Tarner ihe @ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ%&i&?’&f humans is
the hishest kpown veosuli of the persenslily of the Daprese
2elf, or Sod. Frofessor imes tukes the ﬁﬁ@@ﬁ?&?@ﬁ values

af the warld; and groaping %ﬁ&ﬁvﬁﬁgﬁﬁhﬁng%%»ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁifiﬁﬁ
thems und calls them God, but Tor him the world is basieg
od depends on the werld. irofessor ?ﬁfﬁﬁw'%iﬁa‘%&gikﬁ #ith
the world as the material frem which we must begin eur
nich we Bust sver Soks into consider-
sxplisin ﬁ%ﬁ warld he finds the sonespt of

invesbigation and »

ations bul ie

& supromes deminatine self as the zulding spipit the most
gatislnolary.

Fersonally | believe fhel Prefessoy jmes snd ihose
#ho agres =ith hiam mre, iﬂ thelr atienyt Lo 2ssp close
te 1ife and Lo sdmit mothing whieh canmet be dlscovered
- through sclentifie iﬁ¥§$§%§gﬁiﬁ%@ shutting thesseives oul

from an explamstisn of the faetw of 1ife shich has eariched

37s The Hew Orthedosy s D3, {imes).
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%@%ﬁ religion snd worality in the past, and «hich is 58111
capsble of msking reom for 211 the faot discoversd Wy a8
piriesl imvestigstien and at the same time is cspable of
giving a desper mesning to sur present day religlous baliele
and a firmer ground for our sense of moral obligation.
There in only one polmt in Frofessor ﬁ%rn%r* srgunent
which sesms to me nuestionable, %ﬁ& tihaat iz zhere he B5FRe
ey with Tegard is the physieal universe 1 hsve argusd.
that the Aivine iruonscendense iz sbsolube. lhe pezisation
of its sutomatie mechanisn etersslly msiniaine its intri-
pate proceszes, without any interveniion or guidanes belng
pacessary other than that @@@1&%&-3? it svelubiong dhile
its msterialily precludes awy partieipation in ihe 4divine
nature as %ﬁﬁﬁ@agg I see Be TOLBeR %ﬁy'ﬁﬁ‘ak@ﬁlﬁ take this
g@#ﬁ&ﬁ. iz [ understand his srgument, ithe Juprams Helf is
‘the principle in the univeras siich Jdominatss the shols.
It is within the universe and an integral part of it. The
aniverss iz for Frofessor Turner & real unity. The physiesl
worid is what it is because of the influenes of the dome
inant Supreme Belfs Ha sayé, in spesxing of the spalation
batween the Aominsnt personalliiy and its phrsiesl emvire
orments® $hat *it implies that every materisl mechanips
as sueh and in its essentiasl charackers, is in the end

the expression of the activity of mind - the manifestation
B, The Seture of le

4y pe £2¥e (Turner.
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of & form of reslity shish is, im prineiple if not in dee
taily sue in i%s nstuve with the kighest types of uman

@zﬁﬁriﬁﬁﬁﬁ.“§§ In making the Supreme Self sbselintely itranee
eendent of the physieal world he surely makes the division
more marked than he himself cemsiders 1t te be. The enly
sense in whish sueh & sharp division is at ail g-z;ﬁ;ﬁfﬁi@m
is that the piysical worid 13 imeapable of mporehending
itaslf, deily, or iis relstion s the universe of shigh

it iw %,ﬁaxﬁ; Hy e#n seavletisn is hat God, or ths Supreme
»8lfs i3 izmanent in all the universe, and ig trsnseendest
anly in the sense of baing dominant apd ss far ﬁ&&@%@ﬁiﬁ@f

5% o

iy

¥ finlle srealure in goodness sisdon and love. To uss

FProfesszor Yurnerts oen ghraee, He is "tremscendent 10

thass and olher viviwes,

38, Porscanlity sed Seslity p. 126, {Tevnerl,
€3+ The Bolure of Delly pe 228, {Yormerl,
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God znd the loral world

If the perfect mechanism of the phvsical merld peints
to & fupreme Self as Creator, what shell we say of the sve
fdence of the meral wsrld? Througheout the last ehaster we
secepiad the concept of the determinstion of the parts Wy
the vhele; sach pardt ot the sswme bine shares with the ree
mainder of the whole in the detammination of esch other
g&xt*’ﬂﬁa%gaﬁiﬁ&ﬁi@nﬁ then, is universal: ihere iz 56 sse
gape from it In swy way whatevsr; evervibise @X&ﬁ@ﬁ* and
SYery Proses: foes on, under iis owey and as 1ts sanifeals
ation. Atributed Lo the vhele as suth, 1% is sheoluts
gslf-determination, ~ absolute Treedom. ivery Tiniie real,
an the sther hand, 1s never move than sariially sslfe-dge

terminedy there is always present some degrze of extermal

%@%ﬁ?&%ﬁ%&i%ﬁ; srising snd proceeding from the setisn of

 the whole." ! e move gomnlex and highly developed the
organisstion of the individuxl being, the move of the whels
it contains within itself, henmse the greatsr the degree

of ite ssif-delermination,

The determinstion whieh iz se evident below the level

. 41. The shileserhie Srels of Yersl Oblipetlem pp. 2084, {Turser).
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of conscliousness still holds, in se far as the physiecal
hody with whieh every mind is so intimately assoeiated
is concerned, There is no difficulty im extending the o
idea of the dominance expressive of ithe Bupren Seif throughe-
out the realm of the living and human body ineluding tha'A
brain and nervous centres. Some of our psychologists would
¢laim that this assures us of complete determination sinee
mind is nmerely a name for the systematic organisation of
the higher responses of the more highly arganigsed and de=-
veloped regions of ithe brain and narvous system. But rgw-
gerdless of what may be the councction between brain and
minds or between body and spirit, there is no doubt that
we all receognise in everyday praciice the eontrol of mind
and will over ithe actiouns of the hedys and as & result
we assume thal eaeh individusl is morally responsible
for his choices ahd decisions and the actions arising
therefrom. .
A man whe wilfully injures another is held to be mor-
ally culpable. If, on the other hand, he has been instrue
-mental in injuring asnother through cireumstances which
were beyvond his contrel, says through the carelessness
of" the other, he is freed from blame although the resulbts
may be egually disastrous. As we saw in an earlier chapter
the moral standards of the indifiduwal have grown up in

contaet with, and largely as the result of the influence
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of, & sooial environsent. 8 time passed the standsrds

a7 the group gradually develepsd. The ethles of iLhs cave-
may were largely individualistie. Such slandsyde were poae
eidle for him as long =5 he had slenty of room so that he
414 mwot need to have much intercourss with his mig;@z%@raa

is populatisn {ncrsased contaets with cthare becoms BOYS

Traguent. Gradually mes Bas lsarmed te live with his nelzhe

horas and while there are =iill many problems unselved in
sur present clvilizntion ve mpust remombeor that savesun
sthide in the midsd of our present density of nopnlistiss

w#puld be vmthinkable. 42 the ocensien sross for man 9

lenyn to live with his fellows he sesse 6 have visen Lo
. the oecasien, svenm i, ss yeb, the lessen has not besn
: sempletsly mastersd.
Sot suly has inmdividuslistic and tribal meraiity beem

displaged fo some extent by 2 morality meors euiisd ta the

chaugsd conditiens of 1ife, but religisus bellefz Bave slsze

undergene u change. Theoretieslly at least, the highest
sthical =nd religious standurds of tedey sesept & universs
and & walvarsel covemunity of personsl human Tellowship.

In practiecg we have sombimes lest sight of these idesls.

this vets us & proviem. ¥hile progress would peint ic the
dominanes of & Suprems Self whe is gulding = marel univerady :
the fallurss in personsl snd sosial adjustesnt seem to

wigpify either indifference on the parit of the Supreme
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Zelf, i7 thers be sme, or Inghility on his part io genirel
the univsrse he hse erested, or ithe shtire laek of sny sugh

through thelr powers of
idestion and resson are able, to a linmited demese, to dome

inate thelr enviromsent ag =ell s& to determine, again ie

%-&&%i%@ﬁvﬁﬁgfﬁﬁﬁ their ssn setions. They sre aivin s the
Supreme Lelf., They shure with that Self, very sertially
o7 esmrse, ihe sapselfies e understund truth, sporseliate
boauly, and lovs geodiness. hess supneliies osn be used

ta detorsine the acticss of the individusis $homselves,

te influenmes those sbout them, and to ineressze their ssn
freeden. The possessisn of theve cspseitiss and thiz fraew
dom brings with 1t =moral obligstion to uzs it praperly.
In the simpler vhrsical units, =8 we saw, determination
iz slzest enfirely from withoud, sud nniil comscliocusasss
appears ssif-detornination is very limited. With the B
pearsnoe of a&lfw%ﬂﬁgaigﬁﬁﬁa@@ deteralosilion takes pape
tially the form 57 maral oblization. ¥ithin aver widaning
1ieite the developing human bBeing ohooses what he =ill
d0. This Tresdom of eholce 1z slways conditiomsd by ithe
eapscities of the individusl and by ihe snviremmentsl
sirouwsatances, bothk of which are in tuen partially de-
ternined by hir own past ﬁ@%iﬁ&ﬁ@ If [ bave never ftzken

masie jessens I cunnut sit down atl the plane and play the



e
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somposnitens of Jeethoven or Sach. But even i¥ [ have the
wBility %o slay I sanuet uwee that 2bility 17 there is ne
pisno svallable for =y use. 3ut haviag the sbility and

the instrusent qi hand I msy exercise my fresdem of cheise

the asdbled guests oy by decliminz to do s0.

Shis power of self-dstesmination mukes it posaible
for humen belinzs Lo disobsy the knoewn laws of both the
physieal and the moral universe. In addition %o the wiliul
Aizobediencs, we are guile sure that thers is 2 lusk of
gomplets vedersianding of many of ths laze of the physiesnl
sarlis te say nothing of the almost complete ignorasce of
the law 3 of 2ind and suirii. Fresdos spd the moral sode
grav up st the same time and in such the ssne wuy. ‘he
the seuwse of xﬁﬁgﬁgﬁi%iiiﬁy makes 1tael! Tell a5 the cone

selonsnesns of ability ineressss., iz mestioned pravionsly,

much of our personel understemiing of 4he faols zud many

af our altitudes tovard these fanis come indirestly sy
direstly Tvom eother bhunan beings vhe have alresdy asconired
gartain knswledge and skill as well as exparience of 1ife
zhleh they are vwilling Lo shars »ith others lass advanced,
gomelines hessuse of affestion for the lesyner, sometinmes
beeanse they look upon euch 2 task s purt of their 1ife-
wori, and comeblimes for 2 pecuniayy eonsideration. ften,

ng doubt, ihere iz 2 pogbinstion of these motives. Bute
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ghatever the motive, the faet ressins that the knowledge

and attitudes neguired im the ewoluiion of {Bs race sre

imparted to snd engendered im each rising generstios. e
Zvery individual is 2 part of the universe and as such

nough ihat de-

iz 23111 determined by the wvhole, even ali

teramination is with hosensz nol sg apparent. The luprese

Heif still dominates, Bul in & 41fferent way. Pyaiesl

Cdetarainsiion is gradusily displaced by mental guldance
and soizitual fellowship. (he snergy shich has beon present
from the simplest unit has hean devsleped and zuided thrasush
ingtinets to dsesires dissliplised By reasen. The suse ifende
_encies which saused the simpler ovgenimas to pressrve and
prepugate themeelves ars 8311l present asad find sxpression
in the desire noil maraly to prasarve but also o bsthtsr
the individual, snd slse in cansideration for other ine
dividuals a2 part of & larger unit, Fhysiesl Iimitations

guide thae expression of mental sotlvity to some extent,

Cbut it would seem thai there are other determining lfaclers

s wall,
Let me guote agsin Frofesser Tayler vhere he sayes

"Ye are frem the {irst erestursz with & moral ss well as

& phivsical Tenviromment®y snd the walunes of the morsl 1life
wre themselves the sonstiluents of the suviromment, not

aftarthought, or Yporohie sdditicns,' of sur ewn porsonsl

- - BEE o . -
greation.™ " The world is whiisk e live i nobt merely

42, The Falth of = Zersiish I p. 30. (Tayler)s
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shysieal world, It is = werld of moral struzsle and of
moral values. "The universs ias 80t perfset in the sense
that it contains nothing but undilutes enjoyment. Y& de-
grade % to = ehild's prradise in ze conesiving 1t. It is
ot perfect in the semse thal there is mo evil in it for
it is equally ohildish to imagine that good can exist for

a finite creature emeept as the conquest of evil,*43 geen

“ir Henry Jomas, whe sugz
#¢rld is & "movement not feom imperfection to isperfection
= the puramit of & receding ideal #ith whioh ethieal Lesche
ing hes made us Tamilisy - but from perfection ta perfeotions
& mavement whieh is pesitve attainment 811 the way,"%% aze
gues thus, “God has ealled inte besing the hest paasible
world: the best pescible world is a werid im which the
conditions of mersl cholece and therefsre of moral ewil
exint, =8

frofescor imes 8uyss "The religlous men knows there
are evils in the #erld, that Justlee is not complete, that
tragedy ang suffering exist, 45 srofessor ITurner, aftaer
adeitiing the existence of moral evils stules, *Horal aviis‘
In the fist places ~ the deliberate choice of evil ends

43, The ldew of Ged p. 407. (Pringle-Pettison). |

44, & Felbh Shet Enguires p.i0B. {Jemes)

45, IBide pe 189, ‘

46 Bolipion pe 396, {Smes).
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and the perfermance of evil sets - is the lezieal sorsllury
of moral fresdom."®? 4 uerld would net be & ploes whers

morality was pessible without the fresdem of eholoe wkigh

i@@f%& the fresdom to chosse wrongly. It sesms %o me thai

it takes 1itils ebservation 1o impress upon us the faut

that we do sometimes choose EPQBELY - + meun ot merely
through ignorance, but wilfully. It is this pewer o chcose
= to make mistakes as well ss o choose wisely - which
mzzer the dilfsrence bhetween nechanicsl determination and
the “ought® of moral eobligution., "hile we havs this pevwey
to choowe wrongly there are shout ns many influences which
tend to sesist ue to net wisely. srefes or imes holde,

"It iz well kmown that the sporoval or disapprovel of ihe

group is the most contrelliing influence in kw
This appreoval or digsporevsl is the ?@ﬁﬁlﬁ‘ﬁf the szpariencs
of the race, and if Frofesser Turnsr is zight in saying,
all evil is in the long run self-dsstructime,**? then

the approval of the group will svantually sttsch to the
good and disapproval to the bad.

The experience of the race would lesd to the *finding

of moral values, as Professor Tayler expresses it, in ﬁ%@%@
of moral worth inm the ssme way that the sye and nind traiged
47 The Fhileserhie Sesls of versl teligeblon p. 27%. {Yurnerl,
L0 ?ﬁs}igim Pa S8%, {ﬁi‘&@}«
48, The Hiure a*s;?’ Bulty pe W8, (Purser),

a5 behaviour, 298
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so apsreciste beauty find it in the Pose or the sunset. 50
syew if thess morsl values sre to be found in the wozld
a5 w6 kmow ity and if ewvil is self-dsstruetive, we are
foveed, im our sxplanation of that werld, to teke scoount
-@f/tkgﬁﬁ foete, The physicist nay denl with uatier and
motion, aud ss far ss the simpler units sre soncerndd he
msy be sble te offer a fsirly satisfactory explenation,
but the bislogist who has dlccovered organisms exbibiting
speeinl charseteristies which are best expressed under
the aume life, and whieh the findings of physies 4o nok
explain, easnnol leavs these osut of sceount. ihey cannot

elir

be plzeed on one slde us though ther 4id wel exist. i
very presence demands an asplanastion. iheir presence shows
that the snviromsent in whieh Lthey exist ig an environment
which probably favows thelr sxistence, o &0 say the laast,
vhich tolerates thelr presence. So with moral values =
if our =orld favers their existence then that eharasterw
istic of our vorld regquires an sxplanatien.

it would appear that what is true regarding the sue
istence of morsl values in our world is slse trus of row
ligious beliefs and practiess. Beligion seems o have been
& part of man's resction %o his universe since sarliest |
times and continuss Yo be o today among sll elssses of
pecple, lsarned and ignorant, rieh and poor, those liviag

| BD. The Feith of & Porelist T p, 60, {Teylor).
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in ersvdsd sities and those ia lonely places, thoegss shoge
sking sye white and those whose skins are veds oF blaeky
or yellowy o¥ Brown, Ceessionslly an individusl or even
& group will dsclare thut he of they have noy religion,
but usually investigation shows that the revelt is sgalnst
gome partieular form of religion or some purticmlar relige
isus organisation rather thar agaimst religion ss such.
These sre facts which cannotl be merely pushed sside if
we wish %o give s rensonable explanstien of the world aa
we kaoe 1t.

The szistence snd develogment of morsl standards and
religlous bellefs and atiitudes in ihe world as ve know
it demend an explenatioen just as much as the exiztenece
ané development of lax snd organisation in the ghyelioal
reslm, or the existence of sim in the meral resla do, And
sg Crofesuor Taylor says, “There must be st leust zs much
to learn aboul the lmmost charscter of the real from the
£aot that sur spiritual 1ife is comtrolled by suche-and-
sueh definmite comceptiens of good and right, %ghnm&nawh
hopes snd Tears, as there is to lsars from the fact that
the laws of motion apre what they sre, ot that the course
of Bislogieal @Wﬁiﬁ@éﬁ‘ﬁ en our planet hes followed the
lines it has folleovwed. “ﬁi

“he explamation I am offerlng iz that the Luprens
£1, The Feibh of s versliad I p. 66s (Teyler)
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5€3ifs of vhose sxistence and dominance we havs seen evide
snee in the shysiesl werld, is alse present snd Jdosinant
in the meorsl werld. Hovw, instend of a perfectly adjusted
mechanisn, we have self-determinisg individusls eanable,

te = limited degree,; of understendling snd respondlns to

its manifestiations. The doninsnce

the Zupreme Self and
of the Suprese e1f 13 still eompleie, byt it asis in &
4if7erent way, Srofessor furner uses the fasilisr 1liusé
‘%‘»ﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁ&% of an sxpert chese player and an ordimssy player
to shew how the Supreme 5elf dsterminss the setlons of
sheerva. AL $he beg

an baisgs. Thers are rales of ithe game whidh eseh must

inning of the gume sueh in free to move

&8 he zills in sceordsmes with those rules, dut as the

gmee progressges the frecdom of the sxpert inere

that of the ordivary player becomss mere restrietsd s

gach ueve of his eppeonent and oftem of himself brings his
defeat nearey. The expert deminstes the play bscause of
his superioer underetanding of the game, Bis no doudt il
lvetrsles the 4ifficulty of Timuily frustratisg the will
ef the Duprens Self, sud shows that the fusveme Self, by

closing ohe avemue, asy fovee the husen inte amother, fut

it 2lso seeme clesr ihst the develspment of nind and reason
in the Tinite zelf zives to the dominant Jupreme S8l an
added spporbunity =znd svenue ﬁﬁm@gh which fs infinence

- Bl The Uatuere of Delty pr. T, (Purseri,
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the finite self 4ireetly. 'fﬁm poser of idestien and ressen
eunblae the Tinite individusl to "think God's thoughts
after Him." If the Supreme Self erested or caused to evglve
s mechanlieslly perfset physieal universe, it would be come
parativelyr essy to ascume, that he could make 1L pessible
for man to *find* values znd dissover reality iz sueh &
way thst these walues and this reslity would gulds men
to un ever mzw purticipation In them, snd I would iiks
te suggest that the vezy polnt st =hieh sin, the grest
disturber, snters is the point where =8 gan find & elus
fe our zolntion.
Bin iz iks deliberate departure from our moral stands
ards in astual practice. Iis beginnisg is usually prefsced
sted du only
& =mall departure. The sanll beginning mey lead to strays
img far frem the path seknovledged to he right. But vhether

By the mental svgupent that vhet is contemp

that be true or nol, sny depariure lesds %o self-condess
Bation. I «m speaking mov of sin in the sespe of & mors)
lupse, elther thrasugh deoling vhat sne keow o be Brotge

leaving uwndons vhat he knovs he ouzht to do, or ¢

fze ﬁiﬁ@
& mecond best eourse of sctlon where a better was possidle,
B20H! rdy *1% Iw chaw

asterisgt-

mﬁ%@%ﬁa?@i@ suyas in this re

te of the human senwe of morsl guilt thet it invdlves cone
dempation of our sen selves and of sur ovn dalugs, and iz

 thue radisally 4ifferent from auy dicoontent with our surs
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roundings. »5% tnis implies that a&%ﬁ@ugk it msy be threough
the results =hich Tollow an aet that we reallss the faet
of cur sin, still it is not the results which are condemned
put the sot which led to thess results. This iz farther
evidence of the faect that the mersl lav iz sa sctual part
af our savirsssment, Jur concepbs of 1t mey 4iffsr, but
its existenece we must admit. It 5% sositimes srzued that
it is foolish to insizt that sueh & moral law doss exist
besause 1% ic impossible ite Flud uay sinsgle sot whieh la
universslly scsepted ss right or =robg. it seuld surely
he sgually permisaible %o argue that ne sush thisg ﬁm
izte begause there is ne ﬁiﬁ%};ﬁ gxprassion of 1t vhieh
would ba accepted sz benutiful by every isdividual in every
are. The fact thet there iz no norssl human deing witheut
& moral epde,; snd witheut s sense of moral ohligation is
surely suffliclent svidense that a morel lew existsa.

The wery presence of ouch a semse of meral sbligation
in the ease of ewoh individual poimts to the exlstence
and loflusuce of the Suprams

“elf as busis snd gulde of

the iﬁ@?&k uuiverse in soxmething the suue way Lt srdar,

pregresss and selfl-malntsiniar sechantus in the physical
worid point %o the exiztenve of mind s its ersatloy, IE

in thie way wheuld be comselous of wueh s Supreme Helf

iz nor necessar¥,for this argunent, that the persous g

BZs The %%ﬁ of = Horsllet 1 p. 171 {Pepleri.
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ar asknosledge his sxistence,
Sowevers "For the serk of 1ife we need not anly 2

gquats metivation te live by

vision of the geeds but sd
that vision, e m.James has contended thel ibselate
idenliss afforde an eppsriunity for fakisg g%@x& Bl
idey®, om the grounds that 1F there is » Zupreme leling

| =ho controls and galdes the world, and 1f that world is
#ithe bast g;%mmm warid®, than 2an hae nelither need ner
=hility %o work for or agsinet moval progress. This churge
is wulid anly if 2en ls degraded fo the level of & moche
snism or an satomaton., There is alwayrs & danger shen strese
sing the greatness of the inFinite, of losinz slight of

the fresdom of man., Frofessoer Fringle-fatilson, iz spesik-

ing of fresdon, says, "This freedon belongs to a sell-
sonaciousheing as such, and iz the Tundamantsl cendition

gf the &ﬁ%i:m 1ife; without 1% w2 should bove s world

of autemata.”
W Jomes, in his endesver to give reslity %o the mar-
21 stragzle, turns to Pluralies a3 & solubion, Life then

beoonmes ¢ struggle in vwhiek menm ean take sides, Wut in

ghioh vietory for mneliiher side iz zssured. It fg & rosl .
strugzle. This comcept hsv been gradually modified Wy Jases' o

suseassers wntil Frofessoyr we ean pays “Ihe ldes of Gods

65, The Frith of & Serslist I pu. 2154. {Tevlovis
£6e The Ides of God p. 29%. {Frioslelteb lusy
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when serisusly employed, serves %o generallize and idsalize
a1l the values one knows," 0 hese values shich we inow
znd the ldenls towsrd whieh ws strive have, ascerdiag to
ol for shom jnes speosks, besn svelved is
Bt =111

the “hiesgo sche
the history of the warld, =ud further develepme
esme anly thy augh
. on wun¥s sheulders, snd I vesponsibility

man'*s striving. Future progress is thus

placed squarely
iz sufficient
we eerisinly have sufficient responsibility here, Some

dypenic to slieit the necessary respouse

sssurance that the tzsk is mot sn lmpowsible one wiil sure~
1y sleo b2 pesded, especislly sa Lhe veluse chieh ave re-
cognised by these and almovt s1l other fhimkers sre sueh

sk long strugele
and often after = long pericd of time. The fael that the
¢ zehecl dves
not hesitste te point o the puin und sip zad evil s the
world as evidence that the fulth in a5 211 wise and 21}
lovinz Cod 1z et zell founded

values w¢ now posaess have evolved would zo to shew

the world has s plsge Tor thenm, but this zes

sament would

apply to the svelution of wvalues. Puin, sufferiags sins
and desth are sll part of 1ife and the world as we knew it e

apd 1T thelyr presence is suflieient resson for shandoning
faith in & Supreme Beling they slsv offer & severe challenge
 to the Taith that ihe veluse we estees ars sale ia such

8. The Fayabelesy of Seligions Enperiense. {fmwel, _
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8 %ﬁ@ﬁ%

it iz posslble that the nelief i & ;m:qz*%& Beling

has besn shandonad on other grounds thep the presence of
suffering =ad evil, and there ars those who hold to & faith
in thetconservstion of values' without & faith in & bupreme
| Being. Sueh & faith is w doubt tensble, snd there are nany
infiuvences in the esorid which tend to mpport the mopal
standsrds we have., but if sbsoluts iﬁ&@f}};i% &ﬁ‘ar&a an
sxeuse Por & moral hal ié@g, surely & Bmelief that God is
merely the generalization and jdenlization of the values
wo know affords an steasion for tempersl -@ﬁiﬁ%&éﬁlﬁﬁﬁém
cas might place side by:side with this contentloen
of Hm. Jumes the =ords of Sir Henry Jomes, af substanding
onent of ibsolute Idesiism, whe says, “Geligion hus

slwsys impassionsd the wpirit af men, and sdded conssynencs
o the things which he sanciions o asndenng. It concehe
traten man's faeultles, rouses them to the uiumeost %mweei%
sf thelr powsr, excludes hesitation and sxpeis alternstives.
Sot only does it pesvess the =hole Bah, wnt it lesds his
omrard under the belisf that the ultimate forces of his
=avid are st his boek, lsnee, vhen he sotl *in the nune’

¢ veligion he kpows ssither imuer ner gatey restyraiab.

e impell iﬁ%; pespulaive pover of roligien l& suprenés

the %&@im are st its porvige.” & dlsile Sir Henyy Jones

here wmmalifies religlen in no walfs and vhlle in the pare
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agraphe »hish follow the abovs guotation be nentions some
af ths srrors religion has sade, 811l in the expressios
*the belisf &hat the ultimate forees of his world are st
is back,” he indleates sne of the central tenets of his
orn Taith,snd 1% wvould sees that the Jack of thie vy
faith is one of the wvesknesses of a religion such as that
pf Profescoedy imez nnd bBis sssocisntes,

There is & wide zull bebween the i{des of sn sbsolute
o Suprems Self whe so determines the pregress of the werld
that men leses all freedom snd thus all reuponsibiiily
and that of mun as the only delsrminer net emnly of his

sun destiny bat of that of the »orld as vell. Zurely taers

is room hare for fuoith in & Suprene S61¥ 2nd slso belief

Cin man's Tresdon and moral responsibility. 5ir Zenwy Jenes

sxpresses 1% thus, %iun is froe but not iselated; he loses
himsel? in his Ged, but only becsuse in thet zet he bas
ound himself. At the heart of morality there 12 & pesitive

relation to the universe sud ite 4ivime prinmciple; at the
Bears of religion there is n limitless exaltstice of the
valus of the Tinite perzenclity and & degpening of the
gifentive povers ¢f individuality, *ﬁg he poeltien of the
group of idesliste we sre studying ie thet with the sppearw

snoe of comsglousnesse & new relationshily evolwved, and

that humen helings shere in the divise atiriutes in & wuy

Bhe & Felth thet inguires p. 135, (Jonesi.
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thet makes it possidble for them %o respond
entirely 4ifferent froz the response of 2 zechanical dew

vice. doral freedom, if misused, leads to meral degener-
ation and often to physieal losz and suffering, dut that

doss pot do gway with moral fresdem, orsl fresdom, if

properly used, alse lesds 2o moral growih and, probably,

moraliy Tree. He “puphit* to follow seriain couree,; but

be himself ghovses whether he will do av or met, iy this

I do not mean to gy that al awy varticular moment o man
may 4o anything he desires, but rather that »ithin a lise
ited Tunge, set 1@Zely by kis ern previous scilons, he

esn muke his cholce. Uur contention sll slong hae been

that shile ultimaiely the Supreme Jeing guides znd controls

aman progress se well ss the evelutisnef the physies)
worid, still $hat guldsnce snd control, in the case of
uman beings, is secured E%%W through the free and dee
gponse of the individuel himsslf.
T perschs or splrit. As Professor Taylor expresses il,

nee muet b & response io sune

®4 man cannet receive the pover to rise shove his present
leval frem his own inherent strensth, hecsuse the process
iz ame of rising shove himself, and, In ihe moral as in
the @%ﬁgg&@&i worlds you cannet 11f% yeurself by the haly
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sf your own hesd. «59 sreofessor-rringle—attiscn puts it
even more positively vhen he says, *ohat I am concerned

to eaphasize iz simply that, acesrding te & dootring of

smenence rightly understosd, Zan's "reseh® =gz well as

nis ‘zrasp® must be token imte account; for the presemce
of the idesl in human experience iz ae much & facl as any

ental.

pther. It is, indeed, much more; 1t 1s the funda

charsoteriztie of thai wg;wimw&ﬁﬁ“’ and agsln, “dhenos,

them, sre these idesls derived sad whaet iz the mesnisg

o thelr presense in the X ?ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ% of
the ideal is ihe resliiy of Sod wilthin ﬁﬁ.ﬁﬁi it is true
thet the idenle of any sne individual srwe sequired ldgely

gt in ideszls

Prom Bis contsels with otheras, Wl say sdvanew
must come Teom soms source sther thom thoee iz&ﬁwiéﬁﬁa
who e on the level frow whish the advence is made, It

i a remarkshle Tset ressgnised hy practieslly s11 pey=

ehologists that selutions te different problems which have

defied the sourchers snd nee insighis {in sy fleld] often
 and st times when active seareh has
nisn by vhieh these say

cass suddenly

shandonsd,. Zegardless of ihe secha

come thers is ne reason why, vhsn on other grounde we

1led to anoeept the idea of 5 Suprem

Being, we shoul
- $B. Thw Telth of » Yorsliet I p. 808, {Tevlerls

60, The 1des of Sod p. B4b. {Pringle-Pebtison],
63  1Bida pe 288 )
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conelude that these lashes of insizht sre & part of iis
methed of guiding human beinze te » mors complete undere
standing of Himsell and the universe, The mere pressnee

af thess %iﬁa& visions dess not compel those to wheom they

appesr o agcept thex or be guided by them, but it doss
make poasible 2 step Torvard shieh would gthervise havs

been impensible. |
The Ideslist positiom, if temsble, sceme o offer a

suppori to moral endecver which sanvot de found nayvhere

hout this thesls I have coniendsd that

gloe, spd throug
wuch » positisn iz tensble. The posiition I have bakens is

that the sovsl and mmgim as wgll a2 olher values Znown
%o us have Been
lower forms sre the basis on vhich higher ones evelves

divesvared, net made, By mang that a1l

nifestation

that the physieal worlid is ths expression sr
Supreme Sslf amd the Decessary envirerment in which
wmeral and religisus values develepy that the physiesl worls
iz direetly and mechanieally detewmined by the Suprene
581f, but ihat shen the level of seif-conscisusness is

Penched delerniputicn, while eventuslly couplete; is see

eurad throush the developsent of self-deterninniion shevebhy
the Tinlte individusl partshes mors and merve of the lufinmite,
apd through ap ever mers fully develaped persons

sponds williagly te the guldsnes of the Supreme Solf 43

heing asttracted by that Belf. This earriss »iih it the
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sonviction that the vsluss we have discovered are resl
walues snd their permsnence, or the evelution form them
af 2till higher wvnlues; iz sssured by the Tael that “ithe
ultimste Torces of the universe are st their baek.® Mt
theze valuesz hecome universally reeognised aad higher wvales

nes appesr only as we husane willingly and consistently

those wvalues shieh are «ithin our grasp. ividemtily we
*guahit® Lo so-operale with the Bupreme Selfs and 50 1live
thet all mey ever wore fully share in the fellowship with
that Self, and if ve do do-apersfe we have Lhe assuranes

that ve do netl labour slons,

The gradusl sod censistent imersase in the value
plaged ou ihe individusl bas, however, reised ths probe
lem of the "ultimate failuve of some humsm lives.*“% That

¢ persene whe w1ifully snd persistaently

i8s there are sop

refuse to respend to the woolng of the Supreme “slf. The
there sre thove whe have gonsistently folleowed the gulde
spes of the beel they knee, and who have met aluwst esne
tisavee dissppointaent and euffering, sl sone sthers w0
haye persistently disrsgerded vhel they knev %o bs right

and yet have prospered. Sir Hemyy Jopse, im deslimg with
the firet of these 4if7ienltivg, suys, *211 mould be well

iy like sene writers, vo sould be ssiiesflied with » Sod

Sie & Pulth thet Zpouires p. 260, (Jemos).
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whes shile not earing for the individusl, cared for the
gpecliasy or wmith :—%gmﬁml triwmpk of the goed. The con~
eeption of = God whose gosdness, or pover; orboth, is lime
ited might alse satisfy. Sut we have rejected this faelle
selution of the difficultjes. Om the contrary, the scien=
tifiec man would affimm that one genuine failure of the
good, in szy simgle 1ife, deprives us of the rizht to 2e
sonvinesd of the divine perfaction uhich »u dsem 26 aspahs
izl e W&igﬁ&ﬁ.ﬁ%‘

S5ir Zoney Jomes dees nol hesitets te offer as o sole
gtion to this provien o felth ip losoxtality. He ever goss
Tarther thas thet vhen he says, "It is not possible to
maintain the zmimaﬁém@ﬁ and peover »f God i7 the smenl
be not ilmmortal, »54 In e dolng he Yesmes his shols faith
iz his soncept af »ei%m% on the belisf in lsmortalily, e
Hupports this conteution ss ﬁa‘%‘lwm *Gean's vights spring
neither from his 4discentsnt new from his desives. They

srive from his intrinsiec naturs, the fisal purpess of his ’
1ife snd of Riz world « nung

¥s moral progress. This is

the eoneeption which we have throughout made sur standard
af wvaluves snd souree of righis. &nd hers wve coume upen the
the orowning use of it. It means that man is immortel if
immortality is = condition of the fulfllment of the purpose

82, » Falih thet impmires pe 280 {dones)s

ﬁ&@ﬁ ibide Pe E6%
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of Gods as expres:ed in men®s moral 1ife azad the =oerld
Proesss. . gir Henry Jones iz quiite/ convimeed thai ime
mertality is such & comditlon. In elesing the chepter he
sayss, “Sod is. God is perfesi, His lovisgkindness and pow
wer are unlimited: and %ﬁi# greastest £Ii7t %o man iz the
gift of the pewer, tendensy, snd opportunity to leawn
goodness. Sod's goodness belng mnlimilted, the superiunity

0ot made use of by =sn in the presgent 1ife is vensved in
gnether 1ife, m@ in 3%ill sneothery 11313, &t last, his
spirit Tinds vest iz the ssvvice of the God of Jove, For
my part, I wish fer ns stromper proof ¢f the permsnence
of the spiritual prosess, and I cught net to csre Tor aught
basides ﬁm@
irils =w
58 Sir Senry Jomes still we Timd Ur. hashdall eonfirming
such & elaim in the wurds, "Only if we mupsose thal m

beings has an end which les in pars

; .
suprasne geod invoelves every g60d.°

ane would oot care porhaps to g0 as fax

present 1ife of human
beyond the limits of the present nstural order, in se far

a8 that order iz noveszible io present ohservation, gan

we Tind & vrationzl mesnling and explamstion for humay
ag e Bsees 1t: snd by far the smopt nstural snd intelligible
form of such s world end iz ths heliesf in Dnooriallty for

5, & Folth thet Ina
86, Ibide pe 268,

ives De 504 {Jomess
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the individual soulé vhich have lived herd. o7 ind againy
he sayss “fo these vho have onee sceepted the ratisnality
ef t%ziiﬁgﬁ; and most emphatieslly te thess wha have snse

.epted faith &n & persomal Oed, the improbability that

& being of such capnsily @&m:{ﬁ% wuvs hesn sreated te bs
simply the greature of 2 48y, that ‘ecmeth up, snd is sut
dewn, like s Tlower, snd never contimueth in sne stay's

possibility, «68

mounted to an sbeplute im

Bze siwvays invariebly =

ind omee wmores “For God te be leved he must be

as worthy of loves asnd it is 4iffiecult to belleve thst he
1s werthy &f love if he =ills such z wordd ss surs exnept

as » mesns e o hebtier sne, far thoze at jeapt af Bis crace
%_ﬁ&%

tures who aye serthy of i
| professad Turner, tes, supperts this m&%%%i@m B S
f1ike in emotion, in knowledge, =nd in thelr ressltsnl sow
tivities, there sesm te be no bounds to the evelution of
eonssiousmess, onte thie has sssumed the fovm of the rabe

tanel self: so thet it spresvs pesszible, or even nece

_ BBUTY »
for its ideatismal grasp of the maturs of reality to de-

velop further and further without meeting awy lusups bl g

warriers apart of course from the Cimal mystery ef the heow

smd why of the umiverse as suth. Obvleusly this principle
57« Yhe Thoory of Good s Bvil pp. Ziéet. (Reshdell),
B8, IDid p. 267,



Sod and the Herel Varid

esnnet hold trms of any individual self, unless that el
ts immertal; but epurt from this consideration it ise X
believe, fully Justifed both by the past histery of knowe
ledge =nd still more by the Tuture promise snd tendemey
of modern selense.® O

different vier vhen he refers ieo Osorge admm iaith sud

seyas "After srgulng for the truth of ihe deetrine (per-

gsomal ismeriality fahest religious
experisnce, he contimuess *Yed while this ie true, it ls
w81} for us 2)l sometismes %o »itsh sur religious 1ife in
topas vhish do not inelnds the hove of » fulture. fost of
the erisss of religlons ezperisnsce may be ashiswed, as
some of the grandesst Seslms Tuifil thelr musie, withent Ao

sciie of one of the larp-af? bells of Hosven. A nan say pasgs

~oueh the svangeliesl experiences of coaversion, regen.
eration smd redemption, =ithout Sthismking sny more of ths
future than & 1ittle ohild thinké, but only sure sad gisd
thot hie Father is with him. The Old Testament is of use
in reminding us thet the hope of lsmorislity iz eme of
 the secondary snd infevential elenents of religious sue
periente. i
#hile sssh member of thie group ef idesllsts szhibits
9. Porsomelity tnd Feslity p. 58. [Tuvheri. .
71, The I8se of God p. 458, (Primgle-vstiisent,
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s slightiy differsnt atiitude toward immertality, still
the all sesent the ldes,

ome might think that s Bells? in n fmpresme Lelf dome
imating the world sz ve have outlined, a3pd & Belief that
ultimstely "geod weuld sriumphv, if net in time, then in
sternltys vowld Turnish sullisient notivation to segure
ihe desired response from himen belngs %o the Suprene
ces spother imeentive through

the idea of sim se s persensl offence against & perransl

Self, Bui religion intred

and loving Ged, IF the exder and meckenieal srganization
af ths physiesl verld, snd the presence of fraeden and a

sense of sovral

shiizatisn in the merel werld, both polimt
to the imfluenmee of = ‘upreme Celf, ve are surely justi-

fied in testing ihis

hrpothesis by the pragmatie test ef
14e resalis in 1ife ss well as by ite legiesl sonsistency
23e¢h the Fasts ss we Zmow them, If the morsl lsw s the

szpression of the will of the supreme Selfs sny isfrsetlon
of thuat 1se i 5 eln against Shat Balf, snd if the whwole
sne of Gad working

j4self out, any fzilure Lo co-uperaie iz a poraonsl siight.

svelution of the universs is ihe purp

8in ies iﬁ thin cenceptisn, not mersly as lafrsction of

snnl lass but iz sm offence against & perspnal

an lmpers
delty. If we 344 to thet ihe ides prevalemt im many reli-
zions, and sspecially im Christisnity, thet the purpose

of Sod ineludes the development and welfsre of human belngss
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wand of 5 sovw

gin is not enly = bresch of the will and coss
ereign Selngs but iz alse an sed of the %&%ﬁ@%ﬁ ingrutitade.
I¥ == gopsider sleo the common ides thal hus recelvsd widaw

greent o God

spread acceplance, thal sin i eapselislly &b

bepauss of RBis owa W

ity sad sensiiivily So swy depariure
frem the best, sim takes en 5 still mors heineus conngte
stion. 1 quite sgree with Frofessor fayler that, *it is
gt -we Lheology whick hus contaminated ethles with the

notion of gimyit is mowality vhich has brought the notion

inte theelogy. o 1% pgg theology hes glven to the idea o
nes and degper signiflesnss.

sers sonsciousmess of sin or prief for it is ingafe
Ficlent unlase thail sin can be stoned for and ferpliven.

¥un is alveady under obligeticvem ©s live the beet life he

paet fallurss, (he Lhyiation dogtrise is that God fresiy

feeles the gls may have groduced, He does ihils becunse Ha

forzives ithe sinper and sssists hism fo overcone

loves the sisner. This is soet & mere overlsoking of Taults
of failures. True forglvensss iz ouly possihle when the

enernity of the offence is reslised. As Frofessor Taylor
expresses it, "le messure the moral nobllity of the fer-
giveness by Lhe megniltude of the Tault te be forgliven.

Forgliveness of injuries, prompled by loves Is one thiags

T2e The iBith of © worslist 3 Be 388, {Taylier:
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snsy cemdomstion bassd on ocontempt, & very different
z Shat

mmg.;*?” A8% he adds, "ihue the Christisn pavsds
Zed iz st snee the supremsy just and alss &2@@ gresi fore
an sthigal 410

Tieulitys 1z szactly vhat ve phould expeet %o fing in a
religion which has ope of ifs roois in the ethival sone

vistion of the sbeslutemes: of mors) ‘values®™, &

*his coneept of Sed found expression in & form whieh
man sould snderstand and sppreciste in Jesus of &ﬁmf@&;
who lived in sush & manner

of humen pos=ibilitles, and ol the ssme Line o revalatian

as Lo be wl onts o yrevelsiion

of Sod's atiitude loward man. He elainel o spesk for Gods
vhos he eslled and taughi uws to wsll Father. His atiempt
te intarprst Usd as universal love to a1l men wei <ith
egoosition which led Lo his erasifizion. In his dusth,

brought on by the halred of hisz contemporuries she failed

,. 2%

te appreciate his message, he prayed for the forgivensas
of those whe vere putiing him te death., Ho matter te what
extent we muy soespt or reject the records of the fucts
of Jesus® birith, 1ife, desth snd resurrsction, sud no Babe
ter shat imterpretation ve may put on the facts, his clalm
that the Suprems Ssing is best ghuocacterised by the vord
"love” has besn widely aceepbed, and is provisg to be the
T8y The Folth of & Yorslist I p. 188, (Teylovi.
| 74, Ihid. pa 192,
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igaven vhich iz zraduslly leoavening our swholes stiltude
ftornard both dod and our fellowmen,

iz the relizicus stiitude tovsrd the Jod who 2o lowved
that He spsred po sifort, snd gove of the best e evuld

give that mun night knov that love, znd whe fresly fore

gives beenuse He 5o loves, w3 seam %o heve 2 4dynemie wh

is capable aﬁf‘ ineiting men to do whai they "oughit® 45 dg.

It iz & Taith of convietion thal God igy that He ls intere
asted in our wgliare, and that He ls continmslly :aﬁg o

Belp us to resiise our highest ideals, hicha in turn have

come from Bim. In Bim we snd 21l else live sad move and
have sur belng. In Him ave te be found in thelr mesdt pere

fzot form 1) valnes, The individual |

human belipg finds

that ehich will mesn full complstien. Ferfect frsee

dom iz the possescion of that dsgree of kmevleisme shigh

@@%ﬁ smnble us o understand Pully the mind and »i11 of
God, s8d the pozeesaion of = leve vhigh would imspirs us
sut his
aternsl purpose. Syeiesl deberminstion and mersl oblige
B2 sbsorbed in lovieg fellesshis,
. in the
physieal world, in morsliity, or ip rellgios vhich is inpe
smpntible with the ides of o Supreme 5elf ns the domine

to do that =ills ez we work with Gsd in sarvying

stien esuld then
thng 1%

I oppear that there is pething

afing Spirit of the universe; thot such & concept does

gffar on

ianstion vhiech promisss to make roem for all
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the fuets sven 1P ve do met undevsiand all the detailss
znd thet o religlouws atiilude fowawd zuch z Suprenme H21f,

adying Olvine leove, unlosses an smoiionst

gonceived as o
ymamie which makee not only 2 morsl 1ife nrobable bwt

meTal regeneration pesszible. I thoroushly agres mith Froe

Tessor Tayler “ithst bessuse eur intsllect is mot oresiive

 of the universe, but ressptive of o reallly which it has
to sndersland but Jdoes ﬁﬁ% Trealy erscbe, oUP preblen of
interpreting thel realily Wy Sheery iz in prineiples like
the evsluation of a'surd?. % nay, and sheuld, maks per-
mistant afferis fo sarry the seslustion to & *plaset furs
ther than »2 have zofually resched, dut ve cun never axs
A@@@% e write dovn theiast ﬁ%ﬁ%@@iﬁi@g@@** gr the *lagt

.ﬁﬁﬂwﬁrgﬁﬁt*ﬁiﬁg'

i

&, The Fuith of ¢ Povelisk I ppe $lded. {%gg&ar}a



