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Th© Coiaparieon of Teachings of Hebrew

Prophets and Modem Socialistic Prophets.

Introduction.

The national outstanding social problem involves 
every individual. On account of this and the group 
Interest of^crson, he has meditated upon that im­

portant question. Moreover the solution of this pro­

blem has a decisive influence upon the activities with­
in a nation and with its relations to other nations in 

various ways. One of the most potent forces working 

day and night for the elimination of disorder in the 
social world is socialism. This movement has no 

national boundaries. Morris Ilillquit says ! " The 

gospel of Socialism is preached in more than sixty 

tongues. Its creed Is accepted b> thirty million 
persons. ”

Within forty years of the framing of the”Manlfesto 

of the Communist Party " by Karl Marx ,which was the 

ocdaslon that gave socialism power in the world, there 
wao an epoch making book called,” The Prophets and 

Prophecy " by Keunen pulDlished. This Germpn scholar 

discovered for the first time the great significance 

and importance of the Hebrew prophets to tho Christian

1. Socialism Summed Up by Morris Hillquit, p 7



religion. In the course of a fetr years the prophetic 
element ii? the Old Testament was esteemed hy most of 

the great hihllcal scholars to be of the greatest 
value of all divisions. It is commonly accepted 

that thf'lr message was to the nation j It was a social 
message. These prophets were leaders in showing the 

weaknesses of*  the nation and in suggesting a solution 

to the social disorder.
Now the contribution that these prophets made to 

the amelioration of the social iniquities in Israel is 

in and of itself uninteresting to me. However, the 
prophetic element in the Old Testament Is prerequisite 

and’ related to the Christian religion- Its value in 

the evolution of Christianity is the reason that it 

has the right of eminent domain over all other social 

teachings by the prophets of all other nations.

In this thesis, I attempt to compare the sociil 

teachings of the Hebrew prophets with those of modern 

socialistic prophets. It is an examination of the 

likeness and unlikeness between two potent social 

forces in different nations of different social con­

ditions in different ages. These obstacles n^^cessarilyji 

compel the comparison to be limited to the general 

teachings of both groups of prophets. These 



dissimilia-rities, also, hinder an adequate coniparisoh 
of the general teachings, for the long period of

development of customs, morals, and religion intervened, 
between the two periods, Krom the standpoint of the 

theme alone. It has manifold limitations. Neverthe­

less, I shall proceed with the comparison and contrast*;  

Lot us first consider the attitudes of both classes 

of prophets to poverty.

The Elimination of Poverty.

Social- Kirkup in his book on ” The History of Socialism”, 
i sts 
attempt states the attitude and the contribution that social- 
to solve 
problem ism has given to the deliverance of civilization from 
of 
poverty. the bondage of poverty. He says : ” .Socialism has 

brought the cause of the poor most powerfully before 

the civilized world. It is one of the enduring 
results of socialistic agitation and discussion that 

the interests of the suffering members of the human 

race, so long Ignored and so fearfully neglected, 

have become a question of the first magnitude, the 
foremost question in all progressive countries. It Ic 

tills question which gives a substantial basis and a 
real moaning to the great democratic movement.” This 

A 
aim of the socialists is worthy of all commendation . 

It is one which meets the approval of all socially-

1, p 409 



minded, persons ; which incessantly demands the 

attention of all; which enlists the members of the

social organism to eliminate thia evil. In the 

socialistic endeavor to eradicate poverty, we must 

not confuse purpose and method. The purpose of the 

extermination of poverty has never been limited to the 

interests of the socialists. The prophets of the Old 

Testament tried to deal with this terrible social 

malady. The Christian Church through the centuries 

has recognized that one of its chief purposes was to 

feed and clothe men, women, and children who were In 

the poverty lines. We may justly declare that 

socialism has been the most popular modern organization! 
which compels the eradication of poverty to be an 

issue of such magnitude.

The The important practical manifestation of this
method 
by purpose is the question which is disputed. ^Hiat 
which 
it is method is capable of accomplishing this gigantic task ?. 
done.

Parenthetically, the socialistic prophets assume that 
the production of food and clotJiing l.s sufficient to 

satisfy the needs of all mankind. They assert that 

this problem coUld have never been solved by the past

I gen*̂rations.  It is not reasonable to excuse the

failures of our forefathers, because they did not 



have the t^’o^iaic resources to completely exterminate^^ 

the social malady of poverty. Furthermore, this 

estimate of the sum of production is exaggerated. 

Undoubtedly, the production of V.'estcrn Europe and 

America is so enormous that it could eradicate all 

poverty irithin the boundaries of these nations*  But 

they have small populations compared with the countries; 

of the East. My judgment is that the present pro­

duction is not adequate to drive away the wolves of 
poverty from the doors of all mankind. Having 

examined tills contention, let us continue to consider 

the method by which poverty is to be exterminated.

There are two general methods of dealing with poverty; 

these are : the case counting method in which specific 

cases come before the different organizations for 
charity, and the general philosophical method, which 

endeavors to eradicate the tendencies in the social 

condition that are found in society. Karl Marx and 

all Marxian prophets advocated the latter method. 

Accordingly, poverty is caused and propogated by the 

capitalistic system. Profit, rent, and Interest st«“al 

the compensation that should go to the working-men. 
To eliminate these. Socialism demands * tho public or 

collective ownership and operation of the principal 



instruments and agencies for production.”

This method will give to every individual the 

greatest share of economic goods that is possible.
The socialistic method of eradicating poverty 

is confronted tri th several objections. In the first 

place, the present capitalistic sustem has reduced 

the poverty lines more than any other economic svstem 

that has worked. One might suggest that the purpose 

is of such importance tJiat it justifies the testing of 

any method. No thinking man will attempt evnpy new 

method of? reform. Moreover, .the^e have been hundreds 

of methods planned for every reform; but only tifo 

or three methods arc successful.
•After all possible criticisms to the socialistic 

method of eliminating povePty have ^ccn given, proper 
appreciation must be bestowed upon the spirit or the 

attituile of a group of persons who would suggest such 

a method of reform. This attitude is worthy of 

emulation. Changes in this method and new methods 

will be created by that spirit which expresses Itself 

in attempts to bless this generation and all future 

generations by a cure for poverty.
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Let us now consider the attitude of the prophets 
of the Old Testament to the poverty of their age/ and I 

jj 
their method, if any, of elimination. Professor

Kautzsch says : " Since Amos it was the alpha and omega 
of prophetic teaching to insist on right and justice, 

to warn against the oppression of the poor and help- i 

less.” Amos denounces land monoply, ” Hear this, 0 ye
1.

that swallow up the needy, even to make the poor of the 
land to fall” ( S;4), He hurls invectives against 

profiteers saying, ” When will the new moon he gone, ; 

that we may sell corn ? and the Sabbath, that we may } 
set forth wheat, making the ephah small, and the shekel I

J 
great, and falsifying the balances of deceit ? ” (8:5). !

Micah, also, condemns profiteering, "Shall I count I 
i 

them pure with wicked balances, and with a bag of decelli 
11 

ful weights ’ For the rich men are thereof full of 

violence.” ( 6!ll-12a)- Amos stigmatized the selling 

into slavery of the Hebrews by the capitalists, on 5 
2 

account of trivial debts. The prophets were sympath- j 
etic to the oppressed, for they measured righteousness '1 

in terms of ^ocial justice. Unrighteousness was »

manifested in Interest on capital, in monoply of 

land, In exhorbitant prices, in the mockery of justice b 
3 f

which was in the civil courts, and in indulgence and t 
1. Kautzsch,"Geschlchte des alttestaraentllchen 

Schrifttums." (Rauschbusch s Christianity and the 
Social Crisis, p 11)

*

2. Araos 2:6 J
3. Araos 6:4-6



debauchery on the part of the rich*  ,

Rauschenbusch says in this connection, ”AThen the
prophets conceived Jehovah as the special vindicator ! 

of these voiceless classes, it was another way of say- 
ing that it is the chief duty in religious morality j 

to stand for the rights of the helpless.. *{
I'

In Jeremiah and the prophetic psalms the poor as a • I I’
class are made identical with, the meek and godly, and

h
’’rich** and ’’wicked** are almost synonymous terms.” 1. '|

The very nature of the prophetic mission required the

prophets to defend the rights of those who were treat- 
ed unjustly; but the prophets never attempted to !

establish a class religion. The righteous God was I

i God of all classes and all natlpns. He was the helper i
i of all. Only in one sense of the term is it ” the
: chief duty in religious morality to stand for the ''

II

rights of the helpless”. They have more economic j-

j needs to be satisfied. In no other meaning of the J

■ statement can it be acknowledged as true, for the ;
I chief duty and the only.duty of religious’morality I
■J i
I is to defend the rights of all persons, irrespective ,

' of economic wants. Boxme states this in a concise iI I

manner, ” In order to get any sufficient moral '>
foundation for social authority, we must maintain utter'! ;  

  
i 1. Christianity and the Social Crisis p 12-513. J



impartiality of social action, neither allowing the 

rich to .oppress the poor nor the poor to plunder the 
rich, but maintaining order and equal justice for and j 

among all classes.* ’ ,
la ]

It is self-evident that Rauschenbusch overstates
f 

the case when ** the poor as a class are made identical*'

with the meek and godly, and **rich**  and **wicked**  are 
almost synonymous . terms.**  This judgment of Rauschen­
busch does not comport with the character of Jeremiah* !

I 
In fact, it does not comport with the character of i

any thinking person, for what we would have the pro- ' 
(i 

phet saying is^that the poorer are more godly and more| 

blessed, and the poorest are the most godly and most «
blessed.

Method 
of sol-; 
Ting p 
the pro­
blem h 
of pOT-J 
erty. «

The environment which was the poorest had the i 

most godly persons as its citizens. The actual facts 
!

of human experience refute those statements*

The method of eliminating, poverty .of the Hebrew 
prophets is simillar to the method of the socialistic '

'I prophets. Both agree that a new form of government , 
must exist, before poverty .is exterminated. However, 

there is a vast difference between the new regimes.

According to the Old Testament prophets, poverty 
would cease to exist in the ilessianic kingdom. This |

1, Principles of Ethics, p 253.



elimination of poverty would only be a symbol as to the 

inward spiritual change. The cure for poverty was 

predominantly a moral and religious one rather than, 

largely an economic one, as the socialiats assert. 

The duties of individuals to usher in the new qrder 
according to Old Testament prophetic teachings are f 

repentance and moral regeneration, while the duties of 

the individuals to usher in the new order according to 

the socialists are/ theoretically none but practic­

ally affiliating themselves with the socialist organ­
ization and seeking others to cast their hopes and' i 

aspirations with the socialistic party. Another |
marked difference in method is the allurement which 

both offered to the persons^who were poor.- -The Old i 

Testament prophets testified that tbe fellowship with ; 

God and exercise of righteous motives in dealing with 

their fellow-men were the two focil of lJi*e  that they i 

were to seek, while, on the other hand, the socialistic 

prophets offer the allurement of better environment, in 

which tn live. They offer the fewest number of hours 
toll and increased purchasing power. They offer j
pleasure as the motive of appeal to the oppressed ' 

persons, 1
Among the criticisms that may be Justly launched I 



against the method, of the Old Testament prophets was j 

that the Messianic Kingdom never came to pass as they j 
have prophecled. Twenty-five centuries have passed i 

with their achelvements and the materialistic realiz- ’ 

ation of the kingdom has not existed. This fact only J 
if 

weakens in one way the power of the Messianic element .
II 

in the Old Testament prophecies. The actual develop- " 

ment which has occurred since these prophets taught 
has greater significance and great value to the world i 
than the fulfillment of letter of the prophecies. 1

Nevertheless, in this age little stress is given to I 
this method of extermination of poverty. The immediate,, 

method of action of the prophets is the only one that p 

had effect. It was the establishment of social justicej 

within the competitive and capitalistic s'ljistTera in
II which they lived. They were anxious to eliminate the 

corruptions by mending the existing system. The “!

continuous clamoring of the Hebrew prophets for social 

justice in the existing order receives the endorsement « 

of persons in' this age who are convinced from various 
reasons that the cure for poverty is in the eradication j 

of the ills in the capitalistic system, since it is thej 
most efficient productive system that we know. Thus I

we have examined the attitude of the socialistic pro­



phets and the Old Testament prophets to the problem 

of poverty and their methods of solving it.

The criticism that the socialists and Old 
Testament prophets hurled against the treatment of 

the poor was only one phase of their invectives 
against the economic and social systems in which they ! 

lived. Now I shall give briefly the other injunctions [ 
against the existing orders of government, !

Criticisms of Both Classes of Prophets i

of Their Respective Systems.

One of the chief contributions that socialism has ij 

given to society is its searching criticism of the 

existing social-economlc system.
It has uncovered the sores of humanity and I

demanded action in regard to them. Through Its press, J 

its extensive educational propoganda, ana ico 
organizations, the socialistic party ke^b’stTlHe attent*  I 

ion of a large number of people on the inhumanities 
of the capitalistic system, and consequently the 

socialists arrived at the conviction that the crimes 

of the present system can only be exterminated under 

a new syste’ai. According to the socialists the Ills of 

existing order are in production, distribution, and 
human values. These will be discussed in their res-



Ifaste 
in 
Pro­
duct­
ion •

pectlve order •
First,there are the wastes of production. Under 

capltallsn there are enormous wastes of material and 

men in the production of shoddy goods and other non- 

essential products.

There are large amounts of labor and materials 

expended in the production of expensive luxuries, 

which diverts the energies of thousands Trom the pro­
duction of the necessities of life for the riiany. 

Furthermore, wastes exist in the actual production 

of the necessities of life. This is caused by the 

competitive system. The wastes in agriculture are 

still on a larger scale. There are 6, 000,000 
separate farms in United States. The very nature of 

each of these industrial units arises many wastes 

which carmot be avoided under the present system. 

The social losses in tlie natural resources in the 

interests of private gain ard among the greatest 

wastes. Harry W. Laldler says: "Billions of cubic 

feet of gas are wasted, yearly in order to gain greater 

profits 4n oil. Oil is’recklessly squandered’, while 
thousands of tons of coal, copper, lumber, and other 

natural resources are anually lost beyopd recovery in

the mines and forest, because their conservation



would tend to Interfere with the declaring of big

Waste I 
in Dis - tributj- 
ion. I

dividends." The total of these 'losses to society are 
1.

colossal. The keen criticism that socialism thrusts 

against the capitalistic system is thorough and 
extensive. The standards that they employ in making 
this injunction are : the largest output of the necess-J' 

Itles of life, and the basic rights of society as a 
unit. The social justice of these two standards which ■ 

are social axioms, cannot be refuted. They are j

inherent principles of human society. These two 
standards of measurement in production are, also, 

ac6epted by the capitalists. The differences arise 

in the methods by which these standards are applied.

Second, tlie wastes of distribution are also 1
H 

stupendous, under the present system. The distribution 

of commodities causes greater loss than,, the pro^dctljon..
'I 

of the commodities. Competition demands the expendl- I
* j! 

ture of gigantitlsums of Money in securing a market., ]
The wastes of advertising are among the greatest to be ]

charged against the systemi The destruction of
- li

materials and human energy without utility to society. ]!

The purpose of advertising to a very large extent is 

to persuade customers to buy William’s Shaving Soap 

instead of Mennen’s Shaving Soap. In summing up the

1. Socialism in Thought and Action - p 17. j
‘ t,

ti 
ti



I derastation produced by the plague of advertising,
® Professor Jenks says, ”it is too much to sav thaiL in

». many lines it would be possible, <Jlf competitive 
3[ advertising were rendered unnecessary, to furnish as

, .good quality of goods to the consumers, permit them to
1
I pick their brands, and charge them only one-half of the 
II prices paid at present, while still leaving the man-

a ufacturers, prOfit‘*no  less greater than that now

‘ received. ” Another source of waste under the com--
■I 1«
,1 petltive- system Is the large number o'f*  travelling sales

men which includes the expenses of carfare, hotel bills
II and incidentals. There Is the time wasted by the
II
« trainmen! hotel employees, «and over-solicited mercJiants 1i
j Further waste of distribution is incurred in the trans- 

(i ferring the commodities from the producer, to the con­

sumer. This totals millions every year. After the

commodity arrives In the city, additional expenses of 
fl
jj the hosts of middlemen -are added. This stupendous

!! waste from the transferring of the goods from the
J producer to, the consumer applies to every necessity 
n

of life. Thus the case of socialism against the
" capitalistic system in the distribution of commodities
" brings the ills of the sytem to the foreground. They

are monstrous in size. Tiiey must be recognized as

Il 1. Trust Problem Problems , p 29.
I ■ .

•i!



lb

Setual .conditions .of the p.rcscnt system, xiny social- I
* iu economic system must face the facts, and then make an I

ii
ti attempt to eliminate them as far ai^ possible. I
' ” I
’ In the socialistic indictment against the com- j

petitive sustem, they hare failed to differien,tiate J
! *'
I between destructire competition and productire com- 8

i ItI petition. The former is a struggle in which nothing .ji

. is produced. All is wafeted from a social point of ,
J Tiew, and to that extent it weakens the group. The

* latter, that is productiTe competition. Increases i

production. The human energy and materials expended
11

are socially useful. To that extent the competition I 

strengthens the group. I
Waste J Third, there is the waste in human life, tn this i
in I I:
human j( connection Kirkup declares, “ the workmen hare no 
life. 5 , 1,

’ !i reasonable control of their dearest interests; have no
S. f'' guarantee of a settled home, of dally bread, and of “

adequate provision for old age. Thev possess a delus- [| 
" ! 
I, ive freedom which has no solid economic’ basis «” In >1 1. |[
'5 the present social-economic system, human values are tl 

' i!
subordinated to monetary values. The evils resulting j

! from this are J Industrial accidents, preventable ! 
i.
I' diseases, and poverty. The waste in huhan life cannot
ll I
! bQ measured from the evils mentioned above; but the

1. History of Socialism - p. 410.
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condi- ti ons

effect upon the general conception of humanity that 
develops through the suppression of the human values 

to the economic values. It lowers the value of life. 

This, in turn, stunts the growth of man’s higher 

nature,which is essentially his personality. The waste 
in human life is also revei^led in the development of 

an idle class who have exceptional opportunities to 

become highly skilled technical workers for society, 

but under the present system they live debauched 
lives. No man has the rights of human being unless h® 

works, provided he is capable.
The total social losses of the wastes in pro­

duction, distribution and human life are colossal. The 
criticism pf present system is penetrating. A constanl|: 

focus upon the ills of the system is effective in the 

development of a method by which these ills may be 

removed. In ray estimation this is one of the main 

contributions that socialism gives to our present 

economic-social problem.

Having reviewed the searching criticism of the 
contemporary oystem by the socialists, I will next 

consider the case of the Old Testament pronhets 
against the social-economic system in which they 
worked. They, like the socialistic prophets are some



what affected by the social condition in which they 

lived, and their criticisms of the social-economic 

system was relative to it. The prophets must be 
related to the conditions in which they prophecied, or 

’fchli^'message^would be unrelated to the interests ofCjil^Yt

people} and thus they would have no influence. In 

light of these facts, the Old Testament prophets*  
analysis of the conditions in which lived must be vlewefl. 

They, like the socialistic prophets, hurled a searching! 

criticism against the social conditions. They con­

tribute in extensive destructive and constructive 

criticism of the nation.
This thorough criticism manifested itself in its 

opposition to the crimes of the kings, nobles, and 

official classes in general. Amos wishes to have 

judgment established " in the gate,” referring to the 
1.

courts of law which wore controlled by the upper class.

( 5.15) The class holding power of administration of 
the government practically always legislate in harmony 

and promotion of their own interests. This was true 

in Israel as well as the other ancient nations and 

along with these may be classed to a certain degree 

the administration of all governments irrespective of 
form. With this understanding it is possible to csplaih

-I. Hosea 5.1; Micah 3. 1-3, 9-11} Isaiah in. 1-2;
Zephaniah 3.3; Jeremiah 1.18, 5.5-3, 19.1, 21.12, 
22,. 1-3} Ezekial 34. 1-24.



/r

many existing condition of any age. For instance, the 

socialists would have a difficult task in reconciling 

the institution of slavery. The Old l^estament prophet^ 

denounced one form of slavery whiclj Included the 
members of their oira race. Social justice was con­

temporaneous with the holding of slaves of other races 

by the upper class.

The Jews had economic pride in the slaves which 
they ownedj hut they hurled invectives against the 

foreigner who held Jews in bondage. The ideal of 

democracy was limited to their own race, perhaps with­

in narrower limits.
Another way in which the penetrating criticism 

manifested itself was the oppression of the wealthy 

class who added house to house and field to field 
(xaic.2,1; Isa. 3.14, S.f’). Professor Louis Wallis 

declares that prophets denounced the injustice from 

the standpoint of' a smaller landholder; He says, 

*What the prophets really fought against, in their 

fierce denounciations of the wealthy, was the con­

traction of the master-class upon itself, and the 
crowding of less fortunate baals, their widows, and 
orphans Into the lower enslaved class. The prophets 

never protested against human slavery, or any other
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! institution who'se iQglo .u.itlmat61y denies ’Unman '

i rights’. As a consequence-, they have no affinity with i 
Is raodem democracy. The .prdphets are to be compared to " 

S' the alert, modern, business man who pays no heed to ii
! the ’’Stage question’ as it .affects the ’laboring class’, 

but who protests vlgorouslv against the competition 

of Ills big rival.”
, ij

Unquestionable the majority ef these statements j
' I*are accurate interpretations of condition. However,

I’ 
I am inclined to think that there is an element of

' exaggeration in tliera. Hosea, Jeremiah, and Ezekiel' n
j were the sonS of priests. The social-economic status S 

fl of the priestly class was not the same as a small

I landowner. The- duties of the priest were to pronounce j 
h I- blessings upon the people, to supervise leprosy,
2j 

(Deut. 24,8), to give a horatory address before the j
’■ army moves Into battle (Deut. 22.2), and to render I 

jurisdiction on the minor legal questions,(possibility

I of eliminating the duties of the priest). From these 
t!!• services’ , the priests obtained social-economic i

prominence which cannot be classified with the small |
i' property-holder. At least they ranked in the first

M ! half of thn upper class. Still greater difficulty :

I arises when the social status of the greatest of the 

*1. Sociological Study of the'Blble, p- 163. .
12. Beacon Lights of Prophecy, p. 26, ‘



prophets is examlneji. Isaiah was probably of noble 

birth. Dr. Knudson says, ’’through a long ministry of 

forty to fifty years,- he. exerted, a potent influence 

on the public life of the natl'on, and thus eventually 
won for himself a commanding position in the affairs 

of the state.” Through his early environment and
1.

through his prophetic experiences Isaiah did not have 

the perspective of a small property holder. He was 

one of Israel’s great leaders and a member of the 

wealthy class. In the light of these facts. Professor 

Louis Wallis distorted the viewpoinji from which the 
prophets declared their revelations of social justice.

The contributions which the prophets made to the 

searching criticisms of the social-economic system are 

summarized by Professor ’Theodore Gerald Soares. He 

decl^tres, ’’when the social injustice increased, the 
poor groaned and grumbled, but the prophets said that 

conditions ought not to be. They dared to denounce 

prosperity. Even in modem times this is frowned 
upon as dangerous; but they dald that prosperity, when 

it is the luxury of the few at the expense of the many 

is hollow and worthless; and they had the courage to 

welcome national adversity. They said that a thorough 
chastisement would do the people good. They bel'eived 

1. Beacon Lights of Prophecy, p. 26.



that the victory of the foreigner over their own 

people was a needed discipline. The time cane when 

they could even hellevo tliat Jerusalem ivas to he des­
troyed, and the people exiled, before a purification 

could he possible.
1.

Before I continue the development of comparison 

I desire to point out the weaknesses of the Old 
Testament prophetic criticism and socialistic crltlcisni; 

The socialistic Invectives against the present economic 

order presupposes that tliore is the possibility of 

eliminating all wastes. They look forward to a per­

fect society. There are two reasons why this all 

inclusive assumption is not valid. First, perfect 

social institutions can only exist in a world of nature,] 

different from the existing order. Stupendous wastes 

could he scientifically charged against nature. Second, 
perfect social institutions would require perfect 

human beings to establish the institutions and then 

keep them going. The world of nature is somewhat 

adapted to tlie developing moral beings who live in it, 

and likewise the imperfect moral beings are somewhat 

adapted to the imperfect order of nature; while neithei 

one nor both of them are Innately adapted to a social 

organisms which has eliminated all wastes.
1. Social Institutions and Ideals of the l^ible, p.2IB•



IT the program of social reform or social revolution
is to succeed In the betterment of society and 

strengthening of the group, it must nat be spun in the 
*•

closet*  Such programs are abstract and unrelated to 

the actual living social organism*  To particularize, 

the presupposition of the doclallstic program that all 

wastes can be amputated from society is abstract and 

is not adapted th human nature and the physical world. 

In spite of this, the searching criticism has revealed 

to the public, wastes which can be, and therefore ought 
to be, eliminated. These wastes could be removed to a 

large eictent In a system of government in which com­

petition was confined to the productive fields. Any 

social-economic system has to recognize the enormous 
wastes of .economic unproductive competition. After all 

the problem of eradication of the wastes revolves 

around the question as to which order is capable of 

eperatlng wltii the fewer wastes. Professor Thomas 

Nixon Carver gives a conservative yet thorough dis­

cussion of this point. He says, ” the wa’stes (wastes 

of competition) are considerable and not to be 

minimized. No device was ever Invented which would 

run without friction. The real questions the inventor 

Is, therefore, to find a system where the friction or



waste of energy- Is- least. The same principle must II
’■ guide the statesman. He cannot eliminate waste 

altogether. Under the most perfect soc.ial system,

, there would be some apparent waste of human energy,-1'' and it would be possible to write a startling treatises’ 

« on the cost of the system, whatever that system might

!it, The Old Testament prophets presupposition in their(|
; criticism of the social^-cconomic system does not bear 

ii the-trade-mark of being made in the closet. It Ignored 

I ”abstract social institutions” and “abstract

iL_ individuals"; and dealt with concrete social Instltu-

I tions and concrete Individuals. And thus the w'astes

" which they criticised were largely those which could i
II ' 

be eradicated.
The chief weakness of the Old Testament prophets’ 

charges against the existing system Is the lack of

I thoroughness and extension. For example, the rights 

i of children and women were unknown qualities to a very 

' large extent. The prophetic cirticisras are like all 

i invectives hurled against the social-economic systems 

of the different ages, almost wholly dependent upon 
the social ideals of justice which exist in the minds 

of individuals. In this lies the strength i Lr

1. Essays in Social Justice, p. 124. 



of their appeal to‘ the people. From the historical 

viewpoint, each criticism of society is adapted to and

JJconomic 
interpre ■ 
tation 
of Histi 
ory. [

a part of the system. Not one criticism can he 

adequately compared with another one, for society has 

advanced one or more stages in the process of social 

evolution. The socialists would fail to have a his­
torical perspective if they ridiculed and denounced 

the limitations of the Old Testament prophets critiois 
of thoir system.

Economic Interpretation of History,

The third contribution that socialism has made to 

civilization is the cononiic Interpretation of Iilstory. 
Karl Marx, the founder of scientific socialism, was 

one of the first leading men to give prominence to 

this method of Interpretation of the evolution of the 

human race. ff. J. Uhent gives a concise statement pf 
what is meant.

" The economic interpretation of history is the 

doctrine that the relations of men to one .another in 
the matter of making a living arc the main underlying 

causes of men’s habits of thought and feeling, their 

notions of right, property, and legality, their 

institutions of society and government, their wars 
and revolutipns.”

1*  Mass and Class,- ch. 1.



This theory of Karl Mahx has received increasing 

acceptance through the years. Histories have been 

ivritten which maintained this principle as their 
standard of interpretation of all events. The 

economists, also, employ the same theory in the study 
of the historical events*  Unquestionably, the econorai<j 

factor has been a pilot in the shaping of the events 

in human history. However the all-inclusive influence 

and control of this idea over all the rest in the life 
of a nation is being called into question. Among the 

writers to examine the contention is Professor 
William McDougall. He says, " men arc not swayed 

exclusively by considerations of material self­
interest, .......... Many of the great events of 

history have been determined by ideas that have no 
relation to individual welfare, but have inspired a 

collective enthusiasm for collective action, for 

national effort, of a disinterested kind; and the live^ 
of some of the nations have been dominated by some one 

or two such ideas  

. Consider one or two examples of ■

idea.,that have played dominant roles in the lives of 

nations. They are mostly political or religious, or

most powerful of all, politico-religious. The idea
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of world.“Coriquest had dominated and has destroyed 

several great nations, of which the latest is the 

^llp’raan Empire. The idea of conversion by the sword, 

accepted with enthusiasm by the Arab nation, gave it 

for a time tremendous energy, but contained’ no potency 
of permanent power or of progress. The idea of 

immortality, or desire of continued existence after 
death, seems to have dominated the minds of ancient 

Egyptian people; the idea o**  escape from the evils of ; 
the world, those who have fully accepted Buddhism, like! 

theBurmans. The idea of casts as an external and i

impassable barrier has largely determined the history 
of India.” I do not think that Dr. McDougall intended 

to d(|scredit the theory of economic interpretation of 

history, but rather he desired to place it, along with 

other dominant ideas. With the other dominant ideas 
in the life of the different nations, as given by 
McDougall, there may be rightly placed the idea of 

material self-interests with each of the mentioned 

factors. A nation is frequently controlled by two 
national ideas.

The Old Testament ’prophets did not make any 

contribution to the ©oonbmib interpretation of history.

However, as one idea to dominate the nation they did

1. Qroup Mind, pp. 240-251. 



ihtei^pre'fation of the historical events of the- Hebrews 

This interpretation of history will be elaborated 

and discussed in a later division of the, thesis, under 

” The Moral and Religious Aspects of the Prophetic 
Movement.”

Having discussed the attitude and solution to 

the problem of poverty of the socialistic pro’^hets 
-xn5 Testament ^|>J|ets, the indictments ohhrged 

against the two different docial^^economic systems^ 

and the economic interpretation of history which 
connects all past orders into an organic whole with 
the future orders, I shall recount the proposed pro*  

grams to eradicate the ills that exist in the Hebrew 
society system and in the present system. Both the 

social programs of socialistic prophets arid Old 
Testament prophets will be given and a general 

criticism of them.

The Socialistic Program.
Social- The socialistic program is given in its economic
istic
Program. constitution. As usual, first, I shall explain and 

criticise the social program of the soclf>listic pro*  

phets to clarify it. Hitherto there was no need of a
II definition of socialism, but it is essential now. The 

definition that I give is^orie by Morris Hlllquit;



I 
According to Secretary Kendall of the State Soclall9ti< 
party of Massachusetts, Hillquit <|s the acknowledged 

loader in American socialism. Hillquit defines 

socialism as, " The Socialist-program requires the- 
public or collective ownership and operation of the 
principal instruments and agencies for tthe production 

and distribution of wealth - the land, mines, rail­

roads, steamboats, telegraph, and telephone lines, 

mills, factories, and modern machinery."

’ This definition has the fundamentals of socialism 

and thus would probably be accepted by socialists of 

other nations. I do not infer that there is un­

animity in agreement as to the main current of

socialism', for there are many smaller currents. The 
main current is forcibly sho’.Tn in an outline of

socialism as given by Dr. Thomas Nixon Carver.

(outline)

I

1, Socialism Summed Up, p. 25.



Outline of Socialism
A Kinds;

iSocial­
ism

(
(

(Idealistic i
( Types of(
(propaganda (
( (
s < !
( (Marxian (
( (
(
(
(
T( (General State
( (Ownership
( (
( (
( (

( Programs (
( (Oimership by

(of workers

Religious' 
-Fulminatious 
Utopian 
Experimental 
Opportunist

Political
(Syndicalist

Militant (Bolshevist
(The I.W.W.

(Ownership .acquired by 
(purchase 
(
(Ownership acquired by
(force

(O^mership acquired by
(purchase
(

group(Ownership acquired by 
(force

■ ( Copied from Dr. Thomas Nixon Carv'er’s Notes on
J Socialism, Anarchism, The Single Tax.) j
:j The vast majority of socialists are Marxian, j
11 !
j- Dr. Carver says. This is the only kind that is potent,!
5 in the nations of the world. It is promulgated by
li

the dynamic of a great passion. On account of this, 

it is the most influential of all kinds ^of socialism.1

For this reason and for clarification, the discussion

will be limited to the program of the Marxian-
soclallsts. Hillquit’s definition is Marxian, The



rock foundation of this definition of socialism is
Karl Marx’s labor theory of value, which is explained 

in "Das Eapitas”. This monumental work is recognized 
t' ' I

as the Bible of socialism*  The labor theory of value ! 

claims that capital is unproductive. Adi tools of ■ 

production are stored-up labor. capital is fin- I 
productive, interest,rent, and profit are merely I 

methods of exploitation employed by the capitalists.
I 

According to the labor theory of value, the worth of ' 

all commodities, is the socially necessary labor which i 
is required in their production. HlthertO', the i

capitalists expropiated the surplus value contained ' 

in production, while the proletariat is reduced to a '■ 
i!

mere subsistence wage. Mark claims the value of
I 

commodities is controlled by the human energy expended!
II 

in their production; while all living economists
assert value depends not upon amount of labor but its 

desireability by society. Thus,socialism fastens its ' 

social program in the basic rock of labor as the souro^ 
of value and consequently, labor has the Inherent 
rights to all the commodities of its production. i

Under the socialistic program, the control oC
industries nnd distribution of commodities would be I

3 
in the hands of the industrial state. They would



impose the duty of labor upon, every person with the 

exception of immature child, the aged, the sick, and 

the invalid members of oociety. The greatest amount 

of personal freedom would be given in the selection 
of occupations*  The undeeireable occupations would 

be made deslroable by decreasing the number of hours 

of labor, and by new inventions of machinery. No 

person or group of persons would be reouired to work 

moi^e than four hours each day in order to produce the 
needs of society. The ideal of income would be an 

approximate equality of income. All inheritance of 

wealth would be done away with, no chance for invest­

ment and thus no one would, save. I have related 

briefly the proposed new social order which is claimed 

to eliminate all the evils of the existing system and 
increase the beneficial results of the order.

The socialistic program must be brought before 

the bar of criticism. The distinctive characteristic 

of the program is its purpose of making human values 
supreme. That is one of the most commendable .aspects 

of the whole program, and one of transcendent 

importance. The capitalistic system failed to 
recognize tJiat every working-man, bacause he is a 

human being, has certain inalienable rights, which 
iia jright ,to -deny^, Tlig demand. JCon 
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raore sanitary and. safer environment in the places of 

employment, tlic iemand for shorter hours and. hi/3:her 

wage's, the demand, for the abolition of child labor, 

the demand for better housing conditions, the demand 

for a voice in the management of the factories, and 

the demand old ago pensions are different methods 
by which the common people of the twentieth century 

have attempted to lift up human values to. the pedestal 

anti loafer money values to its subordinate position■
Socialism claims that these aspirations cannot 

be fulfilled under the pr**3ent  jystem and these demands;; 

on the part of the working-men compels them to 
affiliate with the socialistic organization , so that 

bhe human equation will be stronger than the economic 

equation*
Socialism demands freedom of the press; demands 

freedom of speech; demands international peace*  The 

realization of such demands in the proposed social 

program would be instruments employed to alleviate the 

inhumanities that exist in the present system and to • 

stress the sacredness of human life. Many socialistic 

prophets in their program require society to furnish 

the bare necessities of life to every individual ; 

beyond the,se necessities luxuries would be given to



to those who are technically skilled. This standard 

of human needs being the measure by which commodities 

are largely distributed also empliasizes human values. 

On the other hand, as previously mentioned, there are 
socialistic prophets who declare that the state would 

impose the duty of labor upon every individual, but 
an Individual would be required to work only two, 

three, or four hours each day. The remuneration for 
this labor would be doubled or trebled the present 

scale of compensation for a nine hour day. The 

brevity of the working-time and the increased purchas­
ing power indicate that the opportunity is given to 

nn so that his social and aesthetic natures may be 

developed. Here, then , i^ the stress, again, on the 

supremacy of the human rights over property rights.

Under all economic systems that have ever existed, 

a large portion of the individuals have been cir­
cumstantially compelled to expend most of their energy 

and productive thought in securing money to satisfy 
their economic needs. These economic systems are to 

be contrasted with the proposed socialistic economic 
system, which would give the large portion of 

individuals an environment so that they might develop 
other aspects of their nature*  It would give these
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persons their Inalienable rights which had hitherto 

1^ been denied them by a small group of*  persons. This is

still another way in which the socialist would express 

the dominant right of humanity over the right of 

things. There is no question but the socialists make 
human values supreme in their system, 

bject- Since the socialistic p’^cerram maintains the
on to 
abor supremacy of human values, it does not necessarily 
heory 
f value, follow that the system which they propogate io the one, 

. alone that can bring these values into realization-.

Adverse criticisms may be justly urged agalnst^ the 

system. One of these Is the inaccuracy of the labor 

theory of value as the sole source of productivity-. 

Value is the result of productivity and not its cause. 

No one factor in production has ever produced anything^ 
unless it was land. A coordination of factors are 

absolutely prerequisite in production. ProQuctlve/*  
only means that a tool or labor be^a factor in pro=i 

duction. To specify the waiting function is just as 

essential as working. If not wages would ^e deferred. 
Waiting for returns is just as much of a physical 

thing as working. Tt is a necessary function in society, 
K for it means the postponing of a satisfaction in order

to purchase a. tool. With the Increase In the number .r
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of' tooXs , every conmunity would, be toade more pro­
ductive. The adherents to the non-productivlty bf

capital overstate their case*  VZhy would, the state 

desire to commodities which are not productive ? 

If the capitalists are parasites, why should the state 

desxre to become a parasite? No man can argue 

Thrift 
is el­
iminated.

intelligently on the subject of the non-productivlty 
of capital; and therefore labor cannot be the soj.e i 

I 
source of value but one of the coordinate factors. !

Another adverse criticism of the socialistic j 

system is it’s elimination of thrift. This is quite 

consistent with the system, for the man who saved 

would be reiyarded for his postponement of the 

satisfaction of desires*  Socialism falls to realize 

that thrirt is a virtue ’prerequisite in a society in 
which the Interests of all are primary-. In the first 

place, thrift is necessary, for there are ilmltatlons 

to the quantity of commodities to be distributed,, even 

though production would be greater than It Is now, 
there would remain the opportunities to develop the 

habit of -thrift, for human b.elngs create wants faster 
iC 

than- the -commodities are produced to satisfy them.

This is*  true under any system of government. Thrift 

must be considered a saving virtue in the socialistic

system*. , In Ahe„s^c.Qnd^_3^.ce^._the.-3j3c system 
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claims to allow the greatest amount of freedom to 

every individual. Freedom can only be conceived in a 
self“Controlled life, any other freedom is vicious 

and weakens society. Now the development of the habit 

of thrift increases self-control; and therefore it is 
an important factor in the development of personality. 

Any -jystora which eliminates thrift, weakens the 

individual and the group.

Not Still another adverse criticism of socialism is
adapted 
to its abstractness. It is an absolute formal organiza-
human 
nature*  tion, which is not adapted to humanity as it exists in 

particular individuals. Socialists believe in the 

omnipotence of law, assumed human nature could be 

changed by legislation alone. Ignorance, idleness, 

ana vice are personal evils that cannot be ultimately 
eli’^inated by changing the social Institutions. 

Socialism has a system which disregards human nature-. 
In this connection, Borden P. Botog gives a terse and 

accurate comment on socialists*  failure to begin with 

human beings as they exist. ’ As to its adaption to 

actual men, nothing could be more insane that the 
fancy that society is to be redeemed by removing the 

motives to individual effort whlch lie in private 
property and private ambition. It is pleasant to 
-conceive. =Qf ^o.ci^ty where each should ejdlst-XPJ? 
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where the best should, rule, and the rest should serve, *• 

where the Inventor should present society with the j 

fruits of his genius, where those feeble powers, should 
thanlcfully accept the hurable place as'^igned them by " 

the rulijig powers, and where every one should have his 

eyes fixed on public good*  Unfortunately, the men for 

such a scheme do not exist on this earth, and when they[ 
do,the scheme will be needless*  heanwhile , we shall ** 

have to get on a, we are, not only fixing our eyes |i 

on the millennium, but now an i then taking some 
account of human nature itself.

The gist of my criticism of the proposed 
socialistic program is the fact that its aim to make 

human values supreme is essentially Christian, while 

Its methods to accomplish this have , as I have given, 
serious defects. The i^hods by which an aim is to be 

attained must be taken into account, if the aim is 
Diterialized.

Having taken up the aim and inethod's of socialism 

to er'tlicate the evils in the existing order, I shall 
next consider the aim and methods of the Old Testament 

prophets to eliminate tne- evils in the system which 
existed in their age*

1. Principles of ’Ethics, p  264.*



Simil- 
aritiesj 
with 
the 
Social=i. 
istic 
program*.

The Old Testament Prophetic Program.

Similarities are found, between the social program 
of the socialists and. the Cid. Testament prophets. 

One similarity is in production. Both forbid, interestu 

Such a law stresses the feeling of brotherhood. How­

ever, there was one limitation to the legality of 
interest in the law codes,which was the right to 

collect interest from the foreigner (Deut. 23:20). 

On the one hand, the Jews did not think such a 

beneficial law was inconsistent with the competitive 
system, they acknowledged that capital is a coordinate 

factor Ih production; while the socialists declare 
inconsistency of such a law with the present system, 

and furthermore, capital is non-productive. On the 

other hand, the law to loan money witliout interest 
being practiced. Concerning this W. 11. Bennett says, 

” apart from Nehemiah 5 and the vague engagement In 

Nehemlah 10.31, wo do not read of these benevolent 
laws being observed. Probably they were never con­
sistently enforced as a public law, for any long 

period Creditors generally took pledges, 
required securities, exacted interest, and seized the 

land, family and persons of the debtors.”
1.

1. Jsa. 24.2; Szek. IR.8,17; 22.12.



The second similarity of the proposed systems 

to eliminate the existing evils is in distribution, 

The Jews also recognized,to a certain extent, the 

right of a htingry man to help himself. If he hecanejj 

hungry, it was his right, not an act of charity on 
the part of the oimer, to go in to fields and reaji 
the grain to satisfy his w-ants. The of human ’’

beings was sho^m in the right of the poor to glean 

grapes, grain and olives in the harvest. The o^vner 

was -forbidden to be- too careful in harvesting.
2.

Human value was recognized irj the Year of Jubilee 

which functioned as a bankruptcy law and freedom of 

inf^i-viduals from servitude. .Was this law ever
3. 

practiced is the important question^ The denouncla-^ . 

tions of Micah and Isaiah of land grabbing, shows 

that the law was Inoperative, even though it existedu 
The general evidence from literature is against 

the observance of such a law., as the Jubilee, year. 
We have sharply differientiated between theory and 

practice in the Jewish similarity of distribution, 
but proper .appreciation of the former as an ideal “ 

which the Jews sought to attain must be rendered to 
then. These similarities b-^'tween the socialistic ’

1. Hastings Dictionary of the Bible, Vil. 1, p.58O.
2. Leviticus 25,
2, Levltlcns 25. 9-10.



new social order and the prophetic social program,

are mere incidentals. The main issues in tire pro­
phetic social program will now be given.

Il
The Old Testament prophets had actually two

Il social programs; the immediate social remedy, and
II 

the ideal social state. The latter is partly caused), 
li 

of the former*  The two programs w**  11 be considered 

in the order mentioned.
Iraniediate The immediate social program was not antith<?"
program
of Old tical to the existing system. There is no new order|i» 
Testament ,,
Prophets. II Ooncerning this social program, Professor Louis 

Wallis says, ” the prophets. Indeed , raise the 

social problen .without solving it,-. While they are 
evidently dealing with public, Infetitutionai 
questions, their point of View permits them to

II 
trat, these questions only in terms of individualism.

According to their view, all the troubles of the 
world arise from bad will of certain individuals - j 

chiefly rich persons. For the prophets denounce 
the mischiefs that spring from slavery ( private 
monoply of human labor ) and land ownership (or 

private monoply of the soi,l ) - they denounce the 

evils attending these law-established institutions, 
while at the same time they tacitly or explicitly

«= .........‘ ■’ t
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advocate the continuance of those lnstlttit^ons» So 

Jeremiah , the last of tlie pre-exillc thinkers and 

heir of all pre-exillc prophets, demands only the re­

lease of Hebrew slaves from bondage; tacitly endorses 

the Institution of slavery as touching non^’Hehrews; 

and looks forward to the continuance of private land- 
o\mershlp.f 34. 8-lG; 32. 15,43,<'4) In this regard, 

the prophet Jeremiah stands upon conmion ground with 

the other prophets.’*
1.

In a sense, they accepted the existing oilder with 

its ills removed. But, in a more Icnortant sense, they 
rejected the present o;^der, that is, they denounced 

the supremacy of the economic value over human values. 
The Old Testament prophets desired to eject a new 

spirit into the economic system. They demanded that 

the monetary standard should be human worth; they 

demanded institutions to compete In social justice; 

they heli the ideal of justice before the nation, o •> • 
Institutions were to be condemned or praised, '’iko thel 
ritual service, according to the extent that they weref 

conducive to human service.
For a group of prophets to realize the value of 

po’^sons of their own race when a man is cast into 

prison and into slavery for a trivial debt, is a j
1

1. Socialogical Study of tliu Bible, p. IfH
2. Micah G. 8 



contribution to society which has Imme.'xsureable worth*  

They had an unwavering conviction concerning the value 

of*  individuals and the nation to God» Isaiah asserts 

this when he declares, « I will make a man more 

precious th.? fine gold; even a man than the golden 
wedge of Ophir.” Jeremiah proclaims the supremacy 

of human worth in those words : ” Thus salth the Lord*  

Execute yc judgment and righteousness and deliver the 
spoiled out of the hand of the oppressor; and do no 

wrong, do not violence to the stranger, the fatherless, 

nor the widow, neither shed Innocent blood in this 
place.” The writings of the prophet clearly show that

2.
they subordinated the economic vajues to human values-. 

In doing this, I contend that the Cid Testament pro­

phets made an unique contribution of inestimateable 

worth of the solution of the problems in th« social— 

economic system. As I have shoivn, numerous evidences 

are in the writings of the prophets to substantiate 
this assertion. The solution of the social—economic 

wastes by the ejection of a new motive into production 

is one of the two fundamentals which are absolutely 

necessary. In view of this. Professor Louis JiAllis’s 
statement tliat ” the prophets. Indeed, raise the social 

problem without solving it,” can only be partially
3.

1; IsAiah 13, 12 
2i Jeremiah 22.3
3. Sociological Study of the Bible, p. 163-



sustained,

I The Through the conception of hiunan value and- through
Ideal
social the conception of God, the Old Testament porphets 
state*'

prophesied the final oUiminatlon of an ideal social 
state. It was )cnoim as the messianic kingdom. It was 
to be a new social-cconoraic system, like the 
socialists'*.  This kingdom was not an innovation in 

the thoughts of the Hebrews, for it was an early 

belief. The pre-exlllc prophets Interpreted It in 

ethical terras. The messianic kingdom depended on 

repentance and moral regeneration for its culmination. 

Righteousness would be supreme in the ideal social 
state. Wars would be eliminated. Peace would reign 

eternallyj even peace was not confined to men, for 

animals fighting instincts would be transformed. "The 

wolf shall dwell with the lamb, and the leopard shall 
lie down with the kid." "The whole inanimate world

1.
would be transformed so that it would be adapted to 

serve man in his higher moral and spiritual state." 
"The plowman shall overtake the reaper, and the treader 

of grapes him that soweth the seed; and the mountains 

shall drop sweet wine, and all the hills shall melt;" 
k

According to this conception of the social ideal state, 

production would be enormouslj’^ increased by the in­

creased ability of man and cspecialjj- the_ favor.^JLe 
1» Isaiah 11. 6
2. Amos 9. 13



change in the material resources through the direct 

change in the inanimate world affected by God. With 

the establishment of divine institution and with the 

transformed heart of man together with enlightment^ 
the problem of distribution would disappear, as dark­

ness with the coming of the morning light.

In this discussion of the socialistic program 

and the programs of the pre-exillc prophets, one 

common factor of Imnense significance is present 5 

that is, the alm. Each of these proposed remedies 
have laid emphasis upon the supremacy of human values 

over property values. However a difference arises 

personal and social values. The wants of men 

that the socialists emphasize are economic ones. 
This type of wants is considered uppermost in their 

program. The justification of such extreme emphasis 
lies in the nature of the body to the clamor for 

satisfaction of its desires, when they are unsuppliedi 

On the other hand, the continual stress on the 
’economic man^ gives a dreary picture of human life*.  

Man is largely an animal, while the ethical and 

religious aspects of his nature are subordinated.. 

Practically, the socia.lists stress the material aspect 
of human life*  This may not be their goal; nevers 



tli^iess, the influence developed through constant 
attention of their minds upon ihaterials, causes it 

to seem to be the most important values in human life*.  

This conception of the human values is to be 

almost contrasted with the prophetic conception. The 

pre«exilic prophets took stock of the economic wants 

of man j but they believed the method, by which these 

could be satisfied and at the same time remain sub­
ordinate to the ethical and religious values of life, 

was to stress the latter. The ’economic man*  would 

be provided for in the realization of social justice. 

Note the two marked differences between the emphasis 

on human values by the socialists and the pre-exillc 

prophets. First, the stress on ehtlcal-rellgious 
aspect of human nature would bring about the economic 

adjustment and would also keep the values of life 
in th*̂ir  proper place on the scale. Second, the 

satisfaction of the economic wants, that is, material 

Is a barrier to the recognition of the higher aspects 
of human nature, according to the socialists; while thf^ 

pre-exillc prophets develop the ethical-religious 
values through matter*  In the light of this brief 

comparison of the human values according to the 

socialists and the pre-exillc prophets, the prophetic 

Jjitcrpr^tatign^ of hi^an ya^lues Correspond,' to A^rPAterf 
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degree to tho Christian ideal.
B luethods by which The T^ro Social Programs

Are io be Attained.

The two different social programs have been 

stated., the next logical step is the method or methods 

bv which the new orders arc to be attained. The 

methods must be considered as well as the systems, for 

they affect the systems. As usual, I shall examine 

first, the method or ihbthods through which the 

socictlists bring into realization their new socials- 

economic system.

The laethods of the Socialists.

Marx’s Any discussion of the methods of socialism would
Dialec­

tic. be incomplete without knowing Karl Miirx’s teachings 
on this subject. The striking characteristic of h^s 

method was its relation to Hegeliam dialectic method. 

i.iarx has been accused of being a follower of Hegel. 

Against this contention Uarx gives his exact relation 

to mgel in the preface of Capital to the second 

edition. He declares, *' My aialectic method is not 
only different from the Hegelian, but is its direct 

opposite. To Hegel the life-process of the human 
brain, l.e., the process of thinking, which under the 



name of "the Idea," he even transforms into an in­
dependent subject, is the demiurgos of the real world, 

the real vrorld is only the external, phenomenal form 

of " the Idea." With me, on the contrary, the ideal 
is nothing else than the material world reflected by 

the human mind, and translated into forms of thoughts, 
1.

His contention is consistent with his philosophy; and 

thus must he sustained. However, in another sense he 

did use the principle of the dialectic method and 
apply it to his materialistic philosophy. Hegel’s 
thesis, antithesis and synthesis, Hi<Si?-the vogue of 

the period, anil it^^ not strange that Marx used it, 

believing it had potent mystic power in itself.
According to this method, he divided human history as 

follows: thesis-period before the invention of 
machinery; antithesis - the period of capitalism; 

synthesis - the period of socialism. One inevlteably 

followed the other*
In harmony with this dialectic method, no 

Individual or groups of individuals are held respon­

sible for the capitalistic system. This is tersely 

stated by Hillquit. He asserts ! "No individual or 
class of Individuals can be held responsible for this 
general social unhappiness. The Average capitalist



Is inherently as good as the average worker. The t 

average worker is by nature no better than the 

average oap:}talist. The iSbls of our society are the 1 

direct and Inevitable results of a s^'^stem.” i
1.This capitalistic svsten contains inherent I 

forces which would eventually destroy the system^ I 
Production is more and more centralized into the hands! 

of a few capitalists,'«upder which the proletariat are “ 

organized and drilled into vast industrial armies. I
II 

Crisis will succeed crisis, the last one more crucial 

than the preceedlng one. Panic will follow crisis 
until chaos is everywhere in the present system; the 

capitalists are no longer capable of controlling It. 
The forces of production rebel against the imposition 

of capitalism. According to Marx, these laws of 
social evolution will initiate the socialistic system.

The change in the economic systems is fatalistic; 

but It was counter—balanced by a strong revolution­

ary will. Concerning these methods of Marx, Klrkup 

writes, ** on both sides we see over-statement. The 
mo^t prominent feature of his teaching, however, in | 

this reference, is the .excessive stress which he lays 

on the virtues and possibilities of the revolutionary ! 

method of action. The evolution he contemplates is il ll

1. Socialism Summed Up, P. 21.
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attended and disturbed by great historic breaks, by 

cataclysm and catastrophe. These and other features 

of his teachings,  were most pronounced in his 
writings, especially in the Manifesto of the Communist 

League, but they continue to be visible throughout 
his life. According to his latest teaching, a great ' 

revolutionary catastrophe is to close the capitalistic 

era.**  The conclusion is logically draim that Marx | 

taught there were the evolutionary and revolutionary 
methods to usher in the socialistic order.

Some of the leaders in socialism have not been 

contented with the methods taught by Karl Marx. They i 

are aware of the serious objections to the use of ■
force. Furthermore, they doubt its efficacy. And j

consequently, they have promulgated more peaceful 

and more gradual methods. These are labelled by 
Harry W. Laidler as the *’Tactlcs of moderate socialist^

These tactics consist in the organizing of trade 
and industrial unions into working-men’s cooperatives. 

On the political aspect, the cosialists would ally 

themselves with the international socialists and labor 

movements, and work continually for success of the 
political movement of the workers. Socialists' in 

office should strive to give the workers more power
and-lnteilectual 3treugth..,The_members .ln_the,^__ 

i 1, History of Socialism, p. 159 160. 



legislature should educate the people in principles of 

socialism and at the same time he^rare of concentrating 

their efforts upon a mere local feform. The workers 
should continue their struggle at the ballot box for 

the control of the machinery of the government, until 
their alms are acheived. The workers should teach 

the value of a general strike and other legitimate 
mass movements for political ani social ends, when 

these movements are properly planned and timed. The 
general tactics of the **noderate  socialists” as ref­

lated to force is summed up by Laidler when he says, 

"The plan of the moderates does not involve a resort 
to violence, although Contemplating the use of the 

political and CBonomic pressure. The majority of the 

moderates look in the question of violence as 
expediency ani argue from the standpoint of permanent • •
Irtcrests of the working-class, concentrat-ion on 

political and econo^iic action and on general 
educational propaganda will bring the best results."

1. 
These two methods are different in three aspects;

first, the Marxian method resorts to violence, while 

the moderate socialists resort to political and 

economic pressure; second, the Marxian method Is 
cataclysmic, while the moder^ite socialist’s method 

1. Socialism in Thought and Action, P. 166.



Is evolutionary ; third, the Marxian method lays no 

stress on the role of the individual in the initiating 

the neir regime, while moderate socialists depend upon 

the efforts exerted hy its leaders in politics, social 

service and economics.
On account of this dispute as to methods to he 

employed in the ushering in the socialistic regime, theji 

method which will he used in different nations depends 

upon the socialistic leaders. In one nation, the 
Marxian method will he tried, while in another nation 

the moderate soclalisbic method will he tried. The one 

hh^t is the most effective will eventually become the 

method adopted by all the socialists.
Consider the methods of socialism as a unit; the 

chief criticism urged against them is abstractness 
and arhritrariness. If the Marxian method of revolu^i 

tion was criticised by itself, tlie use of violence 
is sufficient to condemn it,The abstractness is 

manifested in the failure to adapt itself to human 

nature and to analyze the development of the existing 
social institutions. The arhritrarlness is manifested 

in the assumption that all nations and their civil— 
izations can he treated with *he  same proscription.

As the methods of the pre^exilic prophets will, 

notfx to disff.u5se.d,. theM 'mIXX ‘fee XfiJin^^imiliai'Xtxe^ 



ii the gradual method and the cataclysmic method with 

the socialistic methods*

The Methods of the Pre-exilic Prophets*

To the preexilic prophets there were two forces 
which bring to pass the Immediate social program and 

the social ideal state. These two forces were t 
human a^encies^^yij^lvine agencies. They cooperate!, 

,;itii the heavier responsibility upon the divine agency.

in initiating the new ethical and religious order.
The duty o**  the individual and a community of 

individuals was to repent of their transgressions gad,, 

to obey the ideal of social justice. Hosea reiterates 

this duty. He says, " Sow to yourselves in righteous­

ness, reap in mercy; break up your fallow ground: for 
it Is time to seek the Lord, till he come and rain his 

righteousness upon you,**  Tn this connection, listen
1.

to the mighty voice of the prophet Araos, *' let judgmentp 

run down as "'aters, and righteousness as a mighty 
stream.” The same message of moral regeneration and 

social justice is he’^alded by Isaiah,*  Micah, Jeremiah, 

and Ezekiel. The prophets were unanimous in their 

opinion that the realization of the immediate social 
program and the social -ideal state was dependent to a 
small degree upon the fulfillment of the duties of the
1, Hosea- 10, 12
2. Amos 5, 24
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j individuals and groups of individuals. 2 
! However, the primary agent in the attainment of

I the new social regime was the Divine Personality. God

J I
,1 
4

■I 
I 
f 
1

was to usher in the ethical-religious state. This 
ideal of a social state was to be preceded by the 
” Day of Yaweh ” which was a day of moral judgment for ii 

all the nations. The messianic kingdom was to begin 

by the intervention of God in a cataclysmic event. Gort 

would bring the fetemal order into the time order*
Isiah forcefully states the intervention of God in ■ 

these words, ” and it shall come to pass in the last 

gLays, that the mountain of the Lord’s house shall be 
established in the top of the mountainsj and shall be j 

exalted above the hillsj and all nations shall flow j 
into it.” The effect that the intervention by God '

1. ’ 
will have on the individual through this social ideal 
state is told by Ezekiel. He declares that ” a new 

II 
heart also will I (God) give you, and a new spirit

will I put within you: and I will take away a stony

heart out of your flesh, and I will give you a heart

of flesh.” God will not only change the social
2.

insti'tutions and human personalities, but he will also 

transform nature*  ” And in that day will I make a 

covenant for them with the beasts of the field, and 

1 I

with the fowls of heaveft, and with the creeping things '
1. Isaih'h 2. 2
2. ” 35, 26 
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of the ground; and I will break the bow and the sword , 

and to battle out of earth, and will make them to

lie down safely?' The heart of the profound convict- 
. .1ion of the prophets concerning this ideal social state 

was the state," must be set up through God*s  direct 

action, and could only endure' through God^s presence-" ------

As the methods of the socialists is compared with 

the methods of the Old Testament prophets, the former 

employs a political^econoraic method; while the latter 1 

employs a ethico-rellgious method. This harmonizes 
with the two different proposed new social orders.

One is to be a state in which the political and 
/

economic aspects of human nature are drasvn to the 

foreground; the other is to be one in which the moral 
and religious aspects of human nature are predominant. 
The former, at least a portion of^^ST^^usei^the 

unjust method of violence to produce justice; while 

the latter uses the just method for the aim of social 

justice- They failed to understand how a heart of 

stone could be transformed, into a heart of flesh by 

violence*.  The former, did not have a large place for

the individual in the realization of the new social- 

economic system. The exception is the moderate 
socialists, who relied on individual and group action 

i; Hosea 2. 18
2. A.C.Welch, The Religion of Israel Under the King­

dom, P. 184. (Religious Teaching of Old Testament 
by Knudson, p. 369.) 
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to ievelop the initial stops to the new order; While 

the latter declared the ne^v social program depended 

upon the good -will of persons. On the wh61e, there 

was greater responsibility upon the individual in the 

Old Testament prophetic program than the socialistic 

program*

The faith of the modern socialistic prophets in 

the final realization of their new social order is 
dependent on the mystic power of the material laws, 

and the fact that at least ninety per cent of the 
population of the world belong to the proletariat 

class. SIbst of the theoretical emphasis is placed on 

the inherent material forces at work in the social 

evolution. In the practical expression of the social­

ist organization my opinion is the numerical power 

of numbers of persons in their own class proves to be 

an effective working belief*  The firm conviction 
that nlnrty million our of every hundred million of 

persons belong in the proletariat class, and, if*  these 

millions are organized , it is absurd to imagine that 

they could not control the production and distribution 
of the world. The main objections to their hope in 

the final adhelvement of the new social-economic 

system are fundamental criticisms of the entire social-’ 

istic program. These are : first, the failure to



distinguish between phenoiacnal causality^ and netaa

’ physical causalityy. As a result the phenomenal causality 
t I
; has been taken for the mettfcphysical causality which j 
■t Igives society all the weaicness of a materialistic ’

' philospphy- the woeful tragedies through theI I
I growth of the socialistic movement has been Its

emphasis upon materialism with its conception of human ' 

' values. Second, the inherent laws of social evolution i 

i have not brought the crisis after crisis and the panic > 
i after panic that Karl Marx had predicted. Furthermore,! 

' his prediction that the middle class in society would |

I disappear and there would only be the proletariat and ' 
I tlie bourgeolse remaining is refuted by the increasing ;
I '' nvanbers in the middle class*  |
! The basis of the faith of the socialistic prophets'
I in the realization of their new social order is to be !

I contrasted with tlie basis of the faith in the attain-

■ ment of the social ideal state ef the prophets. Their
' faith was in the God of the universe. This gave their

1 movement more of an emphasis upon the higher aspects
! of human nature. It stressed the human traits that

were akin to the divine. J
1 Each basis has proven to be a great dynamic to '

I
I bring into realization its hew social-economic system, ij-; II
: ^ven though the basis^ of the socialists is



raaterialistio, there is a certain sense in which it 
-fringes on the religious dynamic that the prophets }

i 
possessed. This is caused by the feeling of depend­

ence tliat arises through the stress on the ineTitahle- 

ness in the mystic potent powers of the inherent laws 

of social evolution. iii I
The feeling of dependence is one of the character­

istic elements in religion. This touch of a religious 

trait adds to the effectiveness of the dynamic of the 
socialistic method*.  No question can ho raised to the 

power of the socialistic organisation in the world or 

the power of the preexilic prophetic passion. i

The Ethics Of The Socialists And Old

Testament Prophets.

The socialistic system and the Old Testament 
j prophetic ideal state and the method by which each is 

initiated in society have certain ethical and religious 

i implications and principles. These will he discussed 
j in the order mentioned.

i The Ethics of the Socialists.

One of the fundamental crucial questions in any

I
 system of ethics Is the goal of life and the goal of 

society. According to the socialists,the goal is 

happiness^ It is*  not the*  ha^iplhess of isolated 



inaxvidual dissociated with the social organism f but 

the happiness of an individual related in the social 

organism. Fij’l'thermore, the happiness of only an 
individual or a small class of individuals is con­

sidered but the happiness of all the members of 

organic society*  This - standard is given by Bax. He 

says, ” at last with tlie davzn of a new economic era, 
the era of social production for social uses, we shall 

have also the da^m of a new Wthic, and Ethic whose 
ideal is neither personal holiness, nor persotiai 

interest, but social happiness— for which the perfect 
individual will ever be subordinate to the perfect 

society.” This might confuse a person as to the
1.

secondary place of personal happiness. Bebel C’omes to 

our assistance and clarifies it. ” This antagonism of 

interests is removed in socialistic society. Each 

unfolds his faculties in his own interest, and,- by so 

doing, simultaneously benefits the commonweal....  

The gratification of the ego and the promotion of the 

commonweal, harmonize, they supplement each other.” 

From these statements of the aim of society makes 

personal happiness and social happiness are mutually 

inclusive. Happiness, which consists largely in the 

satisfaction of economic wants, is the goal of life.

1. Ethics of Socialism, p*  28.
2< Woman, p. 280.



t
I)

I'

The first obj,ection that arises to the goal of '' 
r 

socialists is the definition of happiness. More1 I*
emphasis Tieeds to be given to the aesthetic, the moral ij

! and the. religious aspects of human nature. The

i economic aspect must be held down to Its respective
i
; place in the scale of values. The second objection
I is caused by the extreme radical transforraation in the I

I desires of individuals. These persons who compose the 

new socialistic society are abstract and are only
.1

distant relatives of the present members of society, it I
Human nature as It actually exists in this particular
city of a concrete state is not adapted to the changes iI [
proposed with the ushering in of the perfect jnstitus. I 

tions. Furthermore, in an abvious impersonal physical . 

world with obvious imperfect individuals, society will :

never attain a stage of development in the near future

! when the personal happiness will be identical with
i‘ social happiness. The third objection is, happiness

for self or society can never be aimed at. If it is, ,,
I it is elusive and is not realized. The goal for the 

individual to seek for himself and for society is to 

: strive for beauty, truth, goodness and God.
Ethlcf^Hl of thei 

"ndivid
ual.

In the acheivement of personal and social 

happiness,the most important factor is the ethics of



bf

  

the Individual
This is limited by the socialists to the relation . 

between man and man. Morality is the result; of tiie |

interaction between two persons. ”l3thics and morality 

are the expression ot*  conceptions that regulate the 
relations of man to man and their mutual conduct."

1.
"It is not individual human conduct that falls within 

I
I

the sphere of ethics  To be ethical or unethica 

human actions must have some bearing on beings other 

than the actor himself; they must be tested by social 
effects, A number of authorities extend the operation ' 

of ethics to conduct towards oneself and one’s fellow®

men; Philosophers of the theological school Include 

conduct towards God within the purview of ethics, while 
the thinkers of the evolutionary biological school with! 

Spehcer at the head, classify ethical conduct as con- 
duct towards self, offspring and race. But on closer 

examination, it will be found that the addition of all 
a factors other than social factor. Is meaningless or | 

confusing. Ethics remains indifferent to’-the conduct | 

of the individual towards himself, as long as the
conduct does not directly or Indirectly affect the wellf I
being of his fellow-men or the human race?' These i

assertions clearly indicate the conception that i
       ii 

1, Woman by Bebel, p. 322, «
2. Socialism In Theory and Practice, by Hillquit, j

pp. 37-38. ?
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I socialists have given to indlvictual ethics. jj
I
I Undoubtedly, this is a large phase of the ethical

i li-fe, and it cannot be ovor^stressed; however, the
i inadequacy of that conception is inherent within its
Ii conoeptlon. The ethics of the relation of an individuaj 

J to himself is prerequisite to the morality bearing ! 
I! upon society. Human nature is so constituted that a j 

*1 person cannot be responsible for ant other person as '

for himself. The uniqueness of relation causes him to |

J be peculiarly responsible. Each individual must be a i

' moral object for himself, an object of the greatest

valUe in the moral system; for he la not simply a
specific person but he is the bearer of the ideal of I

I humanity. Each individual must have a sacredness for

j his own personality, and this begets sacredness for
! ' II other personalities. I’
I ’ 'I
! Each person is peculiar3»dy capable of understand- «

I' "
], in^^lrectipg hmmself and on account of th»se, his ,|
I! IP ethical responsibility is the greatest concerning his i

j own moral personality. By the lessons that he learns 
(
i through his moral relation to hiraselfj he is capable of

; developing this ideal of humanity in his relation with

other persons; and therefore, in the light of these
I statements, social ethics is built upon the foundation

<'>f Ib^l'^ldual ethic^_^-_.^ ... ■ , —



Furthermore, morality cannot he confined, to the 

indiTilual in his relation to himself and to others, 

hut it must include the whole life as a unit. The 

nature of life is such that it requires an organization 
of all the values. This is the function of marality. 

It is the total life of value. From this viewpoint, 

morality would include the moralization of one’s 

relation co Cod. These weighty objections to the 

compi'ehcnsiveness of the socialistic conception of the 

ethics of individual,present a serious handicap to its 
completeness.

Still another aspect o^ the ethics of the in­

dividual is manifested in the p* ‘actical expressiofas of 

socialistic propaganda. It Is the almost exclusive 

emphasis upon the rights of Individuals who are pro­

letariats. The right to work, the right to his.portion 
of the natural resources, the’ right to toll only d few 

hours each day, the right to all the earnings of pro= 

duction, the right to have a voice in the management 

of the industries, the right of most sanitary and the 

i<*ast  dangerous environment to work and live in, the 

right of freedom of the press,and the right of freedom 
of speech are some of the rights that the socialists 

stress, in their denounciation of the existing social- 



o^cnoniic system, and. their constructive program. As a 

result, the luties of tlie individual are completely 

subordinated to his rights. Persons develop a dis' 

touted philosophy of life. They hecorae absolutely 
dependent on society for the realization of their o'lvn 

personalities*  The utter impossibility of the 
acheivement of these numerous rights of individuals is 
self-evident when each Individual has his mind centerec^ 

upon his rights. Duties and rights are inseparable; 

one always implies the other. Emphasis on duties ifi 

the only method by which the rights of all individuals 
feiay be attained. Emphasis on the ■duties stresses the 

truth that personal development becomes actual when 

an individual manifests his duties to himself, society 

and God. Duties and rights are wedded ; they are one.
One of the outstanding factors in tne ethics of 

socialism is the moralization of industry. This is 
tersely stated by Kirkup. He says, " the socialistic 

conception of ethics  is an ideal which is many 

sided and far-reaching. If such an Ideal could only 

be partially realized it would mark a wonderful 

wivance in the history of mankind. Let us consller » 

sore of its aspects. Socialism involves a special 

condemnation of two great moral heresies, 



It Is opposed, first, to the notion that orer an 

immense area of action the commercial relation 
exhausts the range of duty and responsibility. It 

has gro^TO to be one of the commonest beliefs that 
economics and industry h.aYe laws of their own which 

are not regulated by moral principle; .

Tn direct ppppsition to all of this, socialism main­

tains that industrial operations should be made sub« 

servient to huiaan good; and that the moral law should 
control the relations of business and the whole field 
of human action every day of the week."

" It is not loss opposed to another kindred 

heresy, which is almost equally prevalent, that a 

human being may be degraded into an instrument or 

commodity. This position of degradation is precisely 
the lot of majority of men and women in the present 

industrial order ..................

................ while

socialism has nothing novel to suggest, it certainly 

present morality in a new light, and with regard to 

the more positive aspects of ethical theory, it gives 

fresh illustration to the highest and best teaching 
in the world. . It recognizes tiiat the ideal of

human conduct is the service of man.”
1.

1, An Inquiry Into Socialism.pp; 145^149.



This ethicalization of industry would have a 

transforming influence on the family, especially of 

the poorer classes,”It aims at putting the farfS.ly on a 
more stable basis.” The wife and mother in the home 

would not be forced to leave her place of eminent 
r 

domain in ord?r to secure the bare neeessities of llfe»[ 

The children in the home would not be stunted and 
dwarfed by labor. Unquestionably, from the economic 

standpoint, socialism will elevate the family 

Institution.

The In the standard of ethics for the individual, an
brother4 
hood of ideal of attitude and action towards his fellow-men is 

man*  
maintained. It is commonly called the brotherhood of 

man. This ideal is found in socialism, for they pro­

claim the universal brotherhood of man, the love of a 

man for a man, irrespective of race, country, and 
religion. They have taught with success that the work*;:  

ing-Rton of different nations have common interests and 

have organized them with a view to promote their 
II 

interests. It has, also broadened their intellectual 

vision and moral sympathies by the promotion of the 
common interests. On the other hand, the class

1^ -/biuggle has nurtured hatred and contefiipt for persons

of large wealth, irrespective whether they employed it

I4 Democratic Christianity by Francis J. McConnell, 
p. 50.



^or further producLion or merely for consuiaptioni

One of the metliods by which the spirit of brother­

hood is developed, is the International which is a 

congress that assembles frequently aid the progress 

of socialism*  In 191  the Congress met in Copenhagen 
with 896 delegates .vho are of twenty^ax nationalities*  

Upon the question of ^^orld peace, 3parg declares, 

”Peace congresses between nations mark a big step on- 

ward in the evolution of mankind to a Higher ethical 

state*  But the really effective peace congresses, out 
of v.hich proceed invincible faith in th? peace ileal, 

spring from and represent not governments but peoples*  

..........  The representatives of the workers, in their 

xnternational Socialist Congress not only declared 

unequivocally against all war, but also pledged them­

selves to the promotion of such a feeling of solidarity 

among the workers of the world as would make war ah 
Impossibility.”

1*  II
In the socialistic stress on world peace, they 

have tabooed national boundaries and the national II 
spirits as the great enemies to the progress of the 

brotherhood of man. The argvmient against national 

boundaries was the proletariat did not own any of*  the 

land, therefore they had no country. ” The working men

1. Ihu Spiritual Significance of Modem Socialism, 
pp. 38-39.

I)



have no country.- We cannot take from them biiat they 
have not got. " The argument against spirit of

1. I(
nationalism is, the state is ruled by the capitalists ’ 

t 
and to their interests. Nationalism protects the 

I 
•interests of the capitalistsi ”For the socialist, the i 

frontier docs not exJstj for him the love of country 

as such, is no nobler sentiment than love of class.” i 

This conception of nationalism as antithetical to 

Internationdiism misses the mark, for the latter is 

developed through the extension of the national ,
sentiment. I’

In the first place, the socialists ignore the i 
essential aspect of a nation. They fail to realize thaii 

"loyalty to the nation is capable of exalting character 

and conduct in a higher degree than any other form of . 

group spirit. For the nation alone has .axjntinuaity of 
existencei< in the highest degree; a long past which 

gives a large perspective of ipiasrtfc history, involving 

the history of self-sacrificing efforts and many 

heroic actions; and the prospect of an indefinitely 
prolonged future, with the possibility of continued ' 

progress and development of every Rind, and therefore ; 

some security for the perpetuation of the results i 
acheived by individual efforts^.In the second place> i

1, Communist Manifesto, part II. [
2. Religion of Socialism by Bax, p. 126 i
n. Group Mind by McDougall, p. 247.



the spirit of international brotherliood is developed

j through the extension of the national ideal. The » |
i’ nation, as an object of sentiment, includes all smallerf '

t

groups with in it; and, when the nation is regarded . 
flI from the enlightened point of view, the sentiment for
i;

I it naturally comes to include one great system all
ii , 1

, minor group sentiments and to be strengthened by |
their Incorporation........ Just as the minor group ;

sentiments are not incompatible with, but rather may 
strengthen the national sentiment, when subordinated to! 

and incorporated in it, so the national sentiment is
I

not incompatible with still more widely Inclusive
group of sentiments.... And, while loyalty to huraanltyj

l'
as a whole is a noble Ideal, it is one which can only

be realized through a further step of that process of

.1 extension of patriotism itself is the culmination at
present for the great mass of civilized manklndj” 

le
The contribution that socialism makes to the

ideal of brotherhood of man,in ray estimation , is the

I extension of this ideal to include the worklng-raen of 

i different nations who have organized common interest.

Ethical , In the socialistic conception of the goal of
relatlv-l

Ity ! human life, ethics of the individual, and ideal of
IB brotherhood of man, a general principle underlies them.

, 1. Ibid. pp. 247-248.
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According to the socialists, this is the relativity of i 
H"

all morality. This doctrine of' ethical relativity has 
' been produced by three main groups of the socialistic 

i theoryj namely, philosfjphical materialism, economic j 

1 determlni6ra,)nand modem science which has revealed 
' through anthropology the vast differences in standards i,
of right and wrong that have existed and are practiced,J

This doctrine of ethical relativity is boldly. ■I 
i declared by Karl Marx and modern socialistic prophets. ‘

Marx proclaims “law, morality, religions are to hlm^

which lurks in the ambush
moral code is stressed byThe changcabieness of the 
social stage of human

development has its own conditions of production, so

likewise has each its code of morals, which is but a

which is usage, and that in turn is usage which 

corresponds with the innermost being, i.e., the needs

reflection of the social condition. That is moral

(proletariat) so many bourgeoisie prejudices, behind
so many bourgeoisie interests

Bebel. He says: “As each

of a given period.”
2.

"For it must never be forgotten that Idea of right | 

and wrong are not absolute, but relative, not fixed, but 

fluid, changing with the changes in our modes of pro- i

ducing food, clothes, and shelter. Morality varies not

1. Manifesto of Connnunist Party
2, Woman Under Socialism. Translated by Daniel de Leon, 

New York, 1904, p. 16.



only with time but with the social attitude.” I
1.  1*

The same changeability of morality is, proclaimed '
, ' , j

by Kautsky: ” What is specifically human in morality, ■

the moral codes is subject to continual change. This 

does not prove, all the same, that a class or a social
l| 

group cannot be Immoijalj it proves simply that so far ;
as the moral standards are concerned, there is just as^ 

little an absolute morality as an absolute immorality.* 2.'
The evidence for the doctrine of moral diversity 

is to be found everyirhere, in the different nations, 

in the different civilizations, in different climates, [!
.1 

in the same nation with the sane civilization, and in I

family group.**No  man can quite take another’s place or

live another’s life.” This evidence cannot be refuted^ 
3<1

however relativity is confined to the application of

general principles to concrete persons in concrete 
circumstances. '

i
Thus the fallacy of the socialist’s doctrine of 

ethical relativity lies in the assumption that moral f 

diversity is inconsistent with unity of attitude.

Here, ggain, the cause of this basis weakness of 

morality is the failure of the socialists to recognize j 

human nature, has certain innate traits that are not i

manufactured by the social institutions.— No harmony
can- be -found-in .^theunocal. xMQS tbat.,^eD, .
I4 SocialismjPositive, and Negative. Chicago 1907,pp.59E.
2. Ethics and the Materialistic Conception of History.' 

Translated by John, B. Askew. Chicago- lOOT.-pp. 192.
3. Moral Values and the Idea of God,, by Sorjtey. p 143. 



established. Unity can only be found in the principle^ 
of action. These principles are as follows: first, 

the categorical imperative, the feeling of obligation 
to perform what is right Instea^^g^the act which is 

wrong with the inseparable dutles^ls common to all 

mankind, irrespective of development, race, and 

rellgim. The diffcrentt-only lies in the degree that 

the feeling of obligation is extended which has many 
great variations. This idea of obligation cannot be 
traced to anything simpler. It is a necessary con­

sequence of free intellegence^and is given in 
experience itself. Secondly, a measure of agreement 

is in the formal principles of action and to a large 

extent in the virtues and their opposites. Love and 

truth and justice arc couiuonded where ever they are 

known and th-'ir opposites condemned. The chief 

differences that is manifested in the application to 
persons in specific circumstances, is the extent of 
the axjpiication. Most variations are caused by the 

lack of extent or the extent of the formal principles 

of action^ Thirdly, the concrete ideals and ideas are 

not given, but the general direction in wliich the ideal'i 

lies is usually discernible. Not only the direction 

but the source of the ideal is vaguely intimated.



In view of these facts of the moral nature of 

man, the "basic principle of socialistic ethics is 

b woefully inadequate and incomplete.

Having explained and criticized the ethics of 
so^ialishi, I shall now explain and criticize the 

ethics of the Hebrew Prophets under the same divisions4 

I recognize that there is no systematized ethics ui 

bjiu pxGphets »hich is discussed under the topics, but 

bxie beginnings of these are present.

The Ethics of the Hebrew Prophets.

The The goal which the Hebrew prophets declared as
ultimate
aim of Lhc ideal for the individual and the statC’, is clearly 
man • anu emphatically stated by Micah. **He  hath shewed, 

b man, what is good; and what doth the Lord require of 

thee, but to do justly, and to love mercy, an ’’ to walk 

humbly with thy God.” Other similar announclations
1.

are given in the prophetic writings. ”The fundamental 

conviction 0^ the prophets, wh i ch distingui .shed them 
from the ordinary, religious life of their day, was the 

,conviction that God demands righteousness and demands 

nothing but righteousness.” Concisely stated, the
3.

Hebrew prophets asserted that the summun bonufii of life 
V was to seek justice, kindness, and God.

1. 64^52. Araos 5.25; Hosea 6.6; Isa. 1.17; Jer. 7.4-6
3. Christianity and the Social Crisis by 

Rauschenbusch. p. 4.



This unique conception of the purpose of life 

that the Hebrew prophets have urged upon humanity, 
reflects discredit on Professor Louis ViTaiiis’ inter­

pretation of the teachings of Amos and ftficah. He 
declares: "they are the outcries of two very be« 

wildered countrymen, protesting in the name of their 

ancestral deity against conditions and practices that 

bear hard on the social class from which Amos and Micah 

sprang*  The prejudi-ce of the small country property­

holder against the wealthy class in the centers of 

population is so clearly in evidence that it cannot be 
denied." This interpretation is difficult to maintaini 

1.
Amos was a farmer. To be more exact, he was a she*  

perd and a "dresser of sycamore trees" (l.lj 7.14). 

In view of his lowly station one wonders how he 

acquired the degree of culture that he expressed. The 

reply is that the environments in the 75ast were quite 
different from what they are with ds# "lUnong the 

Hebrews, knowledge and oratory wore not affairs of 
professional education, or dependent Cor their cul­

tivation upon wealth and social status. The sura of 

book-learning was small; men of all ranks mingled with 

the Oriental freedom which is foreign to ©uj, hahitSJ 

sbi d observation, a memory retentive of traditional

1*  Sociological Study of the Bible- p.l63 



lore, and the faculty of original observation took 

the place o'*"  laborious study as the ground of 

acknowledged preeminence.” According to this 

statement of V«. Robertson Srpith, there would not be 

a narked difference between Amos*  outlook on life and 
the outlook of his friends who lived in the city.

Again, Professor Wallis*  interpretation of A^nos*  

and Micah’s teachings does not comport with the other 

teachings of these two prophets. It was Anos that 

first feave Israel a practical aonotheisra. He first 
moralized the ”Day of Yaweh”; hitherto. It had been a 

day df ‘dodtii for hil heathen mations, he declares that 

It is a day of judgment even for Israel*  He first 
ethic^^ized Israel’s election by Yaweh; the belief 

in divine care was transformed into a moral 

opportunity. Micah gave us the highest conception of 

prophecy, for the prophets arc possessed with a power­

ful moral conviction.’ ”I am full of power,” days 
’"icah, ”by the spirit of the Lord, and of judgment, 

and of might, to declare unto Jacob his transgression, 

and to Israel his sin.”' He also stressed the inward- o
ness of religion. Again in 6.8, he contributed* •
”thc most conprehensive statement of the ethical 

teaching of the prophets.”4.

1. Beacon Llffhts of Prophecy by A. C. Knu’son, P. 04. 
qj P 

•q. 6. 6^-74- Relirious Teaching of the Old Tostiunent by A. C. Knudson, p.
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lUen who hau. made very great and far^reacliing 

ethical and religious contributions to humanity, had 

overcome their petty class^onsciousnessi They were 

measuring values in terms of social justice, irrespect-l 

ive of classes*  The frequent lenounciation of the rich 
by jhnos ma j.icah is explained, for th? enormous 

injustices are unu iual an ’ attracts ones attention. 
They also beleived the persons of wealth had grave 
responsibility to society.

In view of th?se unique contributions to propliecy 
an’ Che clirificatioi of bhe over^emphasis of the 

iniquities of the rich, Irofessor Louis Wallis*  

pose of life according to the Hebrew proj^hets was to 
strive for righteousness, mercy, and Godi

although the ultimate goal of man is not systeniat-=-
ized and organized as in the ethics of socialism, 

nevertneless, th'^re is a glliapse at the goal which was

completely revealed by Christ.
In the prophetic goal of human life, what function 

does the ethics of the individual ir the realization of 

crtiiciam of amos’ and Micah’s teachings cannot be 

The 
ethics 
of the 
inllvid*  
b ual.

maintained. TJierefore, the writings indicate the pur­

t.ie aim ? The Hebrews do not have speculative minds^

and furthermore, in this early period et. .leal ’ 



development, confusion reigned as much as In -actual 

practice; un'T thus sprouting seeds of individual ethir’^ 

can only be discernible.
Until recently, the Oli Testament scholars nave 

declared that the individual wis submerged in the 

family, city, and racial solidarity. The individual 

had value in his relation to these different groups 

and that nas the eni of it. Such scholars as A, C» 
t'Zelch, J, ’.I. Po’T"is ®mlth, and Albert C. Knudson, refute^ 

this acrepued doctrine of individualism. They proclalii| 

that indlvi luallsir actually ” co-existed xrith various 
-ideas an-’ custome implying the i oral <=olila’'lty of 

the family and nation.**  However speculative inuivi lua:|j«s
1.

isEi tiu not arJsft until the time of JereuiiaJi and 

Ezekiel. They saw the antithesis between a coherent 
individualism an’ the current ideas of group solid- 

arity»
Jeremiah propneeied tJie ethics of the individual 

in lis relation to himself and the groupi **Everyone  

shall die for his o^m Ininulty: every ^.an tliat eateth 

tne sour grape., hJ * iefi shall be set on edge.” 

Olearer inferences are in the "ritings of Ezekiel. 
One of these is ** the soul thiu sinneth it shall d:^e”; 

and InUvidual is held re ponsible for every act that

1*  The Religious Teaching of the Oil Testament by
Albert C. 1 ’ ason, p. 341. 
Jeremiah 31! ?9.

3. Eze.-lei 1S«4.
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he performs .-in a- moral universe. This implies the^

,5 acts of the individual in relation to himself ar-e Kithr 
" „ in tlin field o^ r’orallty. The t^To other declarations |

It
of Ezekiel that indirectly touch on the moralitv of the;
individual are : ”I wrought for my mane’s sake ”, and

"for mine holy name’s sake". The Iffofound ethical

ii principle of respect for one’s self underlies these

■’ two remarkable parts of verses*  This self respect

I belonged to God. The prophet attributed this moral !
I' [I|, trait to the God of the moral universe*  It is a mere i 

truism that man’s ideal of humanity reflects on his j 
conception of God, likewise man’s conc^^ptlon of God j 
influences man’s conception of his ideal of humanity. |

!l 
Undoubtedly in the course of time, moral principle of I 
res ecting the ideal humanity in one’s seld was |

J, recognized.
The ij Having considered the ethics of the life of the i
brobherk
hood of’ Indlviaual whicJi had no direct bearing upon other 

man.
persofis, I shall now consider the ideal whl-^h existed 
to control the individual’s relation to his fellow-menj

The ideal tnat a person should XlCbV Q the same attitude 

arm the same conduct to another person, as lie would
11 desire to have is present in the early stages of human
I

I history  The only advance ha' been io tho otanaaru. of*

J ^^.-eoniluc-'U and-
II ><

1. Ezekiel 20^ 9- 36.22,



a lar^^cr group of*  persons. Likewise the Hebrew propbetfe
9 

proclaimed such standards of conduct which would ij 
practically demand the treatment of any Hebrew as his j

br'othcr*  They tabooed human slavery among their own

race • This was an advanced step to the ideal of broLiLcr
hood of raan. The prophets were Ti^cn who were dependent 

upon the previous revelation of dod and men who belongs^ 

ed to their own age. And consequently, the ideal 

brotherhood was not expressed in a fewer number of 

hours of .la'«03-, liiglier wages, a stoitary and compara« 
tively safe place of einploynicnt, and restriction of j 
child labor, and st.ual suffragei ^ipit© of the fact,!

that their prdphetic teachings were on a loftier plane 4

than the teachings of any other group of prophets of 
conte’^porary nations, they were inevitalilv interwoyen ;j

witli their own times which was xflned to imperfect ||
.1

stand irds and to tlioir own hation, or race. "

However, tl Hebrew prophets did attempt to inclinfe

the gentiles as their neighbors, ueierriiah had personal 

experiences which created a friendly attitude towards J 

the foreigners, When Jerusalem’ was captured by the 

Babylonians, they not only spared him but gave him 
unusual consideration-. He firmly beleived that the 

'Vaweh’s commission was to destroy his nation<"As for 



the sdrrounaing peoples, he could not help seeing that 

t :ey, lixe Judah, mint go do«7i heFore Nehuchadnezzar^ 

but makes no specific charges again’st them an 
manifests no pleasure in the prediction of tjicir doom­

fall,"
Ezekiel had enlarged Ills lomini-on of th*  brother­

hood of man, for his orbitings denote a changed attitudcj 

towards the Gentiles, xn spite of lis objection of 

th*-  emplojnuent of t.i in the **0*1  of the temple, and 

Ip si»ifce of iiis hos + lle '’.enounciations o'’ th gontlle 
nations, he lad a friendly attitude tovrards them. The 

explanation of his denounclatlons of the foreigners 

is his firm conviction that they had maltreated Israel^, 

not because liey oTere a'iiens, Ezekiel, strongly as he 
objected to the employment of foreigners about the 

temple, did not propose to banish the sojourners among 
the Jews from th» country. Indeed, li*  makes more liveif 

provision ^or them than any predecessors. In 4?,‘^3ff, 

he ’irects that, when the land is r.elivided, the 

sojourners who have lived long enough among th*  Jews 

to beget cbildrenyi he seems- to take for granted that 

tiiey .Till be circumcised- shall be ’as the home-bom 

among the chUd’^en of Israle’ and receive th*:ir  portionjs 
each in the tribe in ^rhich he sojourns," Zachariah

3-

The Ethics of th’5 Old Testament by Mitchell, p.212 
J reraiah ff.

ff, 
■2, The 2thics o'^ Ch’s Old Testament by Mltcnell*  p.'^oo



The 
founda­
tion of 
moralltjl*

predicts tJiut the lays shall come when **ten  men w-*ll  

take hold of the sKirt of hir that is a Jew, saying, 

we will go with you, fo^ we have heard that Gol i^ with 

you.” Th-“ recognition of the mdeal of universal
1.

hrorherhood of tiian is almost attained^ lut it has the i- 
defects of Jerusalem lecoraing th center of th religious 

world and the Jews would "’^e the arlstoccats in th*  new 
day< 2\nd thus there is in the prophetic teachings < 
reaching out to "bring in more persons into the domain 

of brotherhood of man*
The underlying principle upon which the goal of 

man, the ethics of the individual, and social morality 

depends is. to be contrasted with the ethical relativity 

of the socialists*  The most important fact with the 

prophet was his religious experience.
He had unwavering conviction in the God of- this 

moral universe; and consequently, he rteclares the 
basic principle underlying all morality ii God. Ethics; 

is grounded and rooted in religion.

This conception of the foundation of morality 
gave it a great momentum in the lives of the people*  

Heligion furnishes the passion and the fervor which 

compel morality to be a powerful vital factor in the 

lives of nations.

8m ?2f.
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The Relip:lon of So.cial-lsmv

ReligioiJ I will now discuss the second aspect of
of soc-icp- 
ism, iiaplication and principles involved in the new social- 

economic order which the socialists propose to bring 

into exi^tencej that is, the religion of socialismi 
Around tljis part of their program, there if^ a swarm of 

difficulties. A portion of these are caused by the 
theoretical n ucrality taken by the socialists towards 

j *51-*gion.'  * ’The socialist Tarty*,  reads the

i soTl *o:h passed at th*  long convention of the 

American movement, * is primarily an economic and 

political movement. It is not concerned with matters 

of religious bellefi” The still larger portion of
1, 

difficulties focus on the differences of opinion con­

cerning the r ligious message of socialismi No 

concensus of opinion can be xttalned here; and thus I 
must necessarily make two main divisions und r which

all o**  the various judgments can be arranged. Th^se 
are; the God of socialism and the religion of humanity^ 

These three contentions concerning the religion of- 
sociAllsra will be examined in the order Which they liav# 

been given*
First, some socialists declare that socialism is

1, Socialism in Thought and Action by Laldl^r, p» 15G. 



only concerned, with economic an''' p.ol"’’tical interests*  

Th^ r-^ligious Interests are foreign to the movenienta 

Of course, they will admit that the early leaders of 
socialism were ardently antogoiiisti-c to religion*  

The modern socialists criticise the judgments of its 
former leaders by declaring they were encroaching upon 

interests rfnich do not concern the main issues of their^ 

movementi Again , they would ackno/rledge that athei'=’ts 

are among its aggresive leaders; but they declare this 
is not a condemnation of their social program any more 

that atheists among the scientists coiiu.cuined the 
sceintific movement. In this contention o^ neutrality 

of socialism in regard to religion, two motives might 

have renderel tnis lecis-’on. By neutrality the 
sncialistd recognized this as a method of campaign 

propanganda wliich would quell all possitlr adverse 
criticisms of socialism on account of its irreligious 

tone; or by neutrality ch*  socialists were convlncet 
that religion was unrelated to their program*

Religion, as a matter oi ’priVite*  is a method of 

relieving the socialistic movement of adverse criticism)^ 

Soclalirira 13 a polltical^economic movement, but it is 
more than that, for it is a nhilosophy of life. Like 

all philosophies of 11***,  they include ans’ers either |i 
or non tJi*  q^ucstixin _of tlj£ ^ittltuie j^f th*  Aniy«r^e 



dr th? creator of*  t’l*  univer^**  towards man.

Again, the value of*  persons which the .so.ciali‘~ts 

persistently assort must be t le determining factor 

judgjng all economic procuitlon is not derived from 
meditation on th*  political m cononic factors in 

society, but th**  i.t^il of ->upr**rjiucy  of human values is 

the result o'f' ’.evelo’" nt of tlie ptiical and religious 
aspects of i. an ’ s nature. aan ’ s conception of • 

character of God ms decidedly molded his conception 

0^ the human values; Socialism- docs furnish its 

followers a philosophy of li^*  ani an ideal of the 

sup’! einacy of human values which InevituTly overlaps 

>flth the int*5r*sts  of religion. I- an inclined not to 
criticise the early leaders- of socialism for thei»" 

artagonism toATards religion. I. adriit their criticism 
JIS ov*r«exaggeratedj  nevertheless, rn^y sa ’ clearly 

that religion w»h a po-^erful factor in the life of the 

nation which must be dealt with in the socialistic 

program*  In the actuux progress of tiie passion of 
socialism, religion is not a matter of ’private conc*rn>*  

decond, many staunch idbiallsts b’ii v*  Jr a 

p-.psonal God nilch is antf tlietl cal to philosophical 

materfealsiiii. Th-^y h. ■’’e f»tibh in a God witl JlVom the 

human values ar sup»“ne, God is the creator o**  th 
world and of infinite ^eings^^ The nurjpo’e of human 



lif-', If the socialist is cnnsjfatent witli his ne^’’ 

docial-ecfniomic systepj-^ is happiness*  This group of
‘I 

socialists have a God whose sole aim is to produce 

happiness and th*  sole tim of his fihlta creatures is 
happiness.

hC naturally expect the God whose sole purpose if|, 

happiness would have created a world in which- happines s 

was possible for hie finite beingSB The stubborn
h facts o'T the pliysical universe '^fefute the idea that j 

the world is adapted to happiness'. TJie- lives that are >
I! 

crushed out bv the forces of nature are daily |,I- 
refutations. Furthermore, the physical evils of 

H 
limitations in time ami space eliminate happiness as 

u 
the goal of life*.  Tne physical evil of universal 
suffering ii an ever present enigmas Th" universal j 

fact of death also refutes it'i d?he physical universe j| 

is an unsuitable environment f-or iihe happiness^ of 
humanity.

f.In tJje s/^cnnif place, since the goal of human life
I 

is happiness, the God of hcippiness would surely make 

a goal which is attainable.for all persons of society. 
Happiness according to the socialists, depends upon 
external circumatan^es; and thus inevitably it will j
come Into conflict with similiar happiness ^of other |



ll
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, persons, or the happiness of one group ttIII conflict I!
'I . X ®
*' with the JiapplncBs of another .group. The inter-

'* deijenJence of society and the limitations of food and »
•I clothing necessarily brings coupecition. ,Furtherinore| I

i, the God whoc purpose is happiness and.tills purpose
i. for his finite creatures is happiness, has no place 1
!' '

for th*  Great World War*  Tlie cruel facts of human |j
i!

life and society ar*  unansTcrahle arguments to a God 

wlio.se primary concern is happiness.
In tlie third place, a God of happiness neeessarli;!-

H
, forces the moral values to suhsude to secondary j

consideration. As I have previously stated-jthe love 
for truth, kindness, righteousn-ess, and personality is

I' more capable of b*ing  partially realized in this 

jobvious imperfect world with obvious Imp-^rfect

developing moral brings^. Happiness is the byproduct '> 
of these ideals inculcated into human activity*  And 
thus the universe is fundamentally and primarily

i* 
moral. Indeed, the socialist’s conception of a ||

personal uou. wliose purpose is happiness is*  untenable

p when confronted with the stern facts of life*  
I’

The Tlie l«.sb and most important is the religion of
- relig-i '
■rlon humnnitv. The large majority of socialists, either J ^of

human-j, theoretically practically or both, believe in tlie >
.== — ..r.T r ■. ■. -.-.T-r=--Ji.t=iLJ'.rgrr,-rx.^------------------ tt---- ------------------ .. , .j;
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.Torabip of humanity. "It is in the hope .xnd- the j

struggle for tJiis higher aociai life, eTcr-irldcning, ; 

ever^intenslfylng, whose ultimate possibilities are 

beyond the power of language to express or thought to 
conceive, that the socialist fln<ls his ideal, )iis 
religion." Socialism is called the religion of

1.
humanity by Teter Burrows, "Granting ’the cause*  of 

religion to be found once for all in the cause of the 

world’s workers, soritlism becomes with all its 

developvients the religion of liumanity." Socialism has
2.

alxrays developed enthusiasm, passion, and devotion in 

its follo.»ers. Thin intense devotion to an ideal has !
II 

become a religion^ And consequently, I am not surprised 

in reading the following comment • "in its essence j

socialism is a religion; it stands- for the harmonious i 

relating qT the whole of hiaji; it stands for- a vast and 
collective fulfiillng of tlie law of love. AS the 

socialist movement grows, its religious forces will 

coBio forth from the furnace of consuming experience," 1 

This religion of humanity is consistent with I
absolute emphasis on man* ’? relations to man*̂  That Is 

th'*  only value iccording to the nnclalists. Consequent’ 

ly, their passion for this ideal develops into a worship 
of hiiroanity.

1» The Religion of Socialicni by Bax, p. 52 i
2, International Socialist Review, uarnh 19O5.p, 535
3. Vhy I am a Socialist by Geo. D. Kerron, Chicago IPfOJpi 27, ’
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And tJierefore, in vie^r of socialism.
alliance witli science and materialism , it al allies ! 

itself witli positivistic philosophy^ The founder of 

posltvisra, Auguest Comte, iiroclairned the zrorship of 

humanity as the only religion.-
The religion of humanltariarism ridicules the hope 

of a future} and demands complete obeisance to the idea] 

of service for glorious humanity. If socialists find itj

necessary for an individual to sacrifice his life for [,' 
t}>o benefit of the nation, the individual gladly does ilj

it 
without thought of reward and continuation of life.

That is a tremendous sacrifice to require of its «
II desciples. Inprovnment of conditiohs us is stresseii by 

the religion, after all str'^^.is given the high ideal 
of sacrifice in heha3,f of humanity-, the i(uestion arises 

is it socially noble to deprive the people ’dion they 
serv^^t^o o^ the mos+ valuable things of life- faith in 

God and immortality ? In the attempt of socialists to 

exalt humanity, they debase it, fo-^ they take away two r. 

of the most potent uplifting factors In human life.

Again, these persons in the religion of socialism who 

ievote their ciicrgies and training to social service 

need a dynamic to propel th-^m>- ^xp'^ricnce s>iows there 

are a few individuals ^ith exceptional goodness who lo 



ot require this stimulii, tout the average worker ■'do es,j 

especially’he influences the persons with ^hom^he 

associates*  The tvorship of Goj. can sujiply tliis- (lynarai(^[.

Secondly, the religion of humanitarianism fails 
to afhapt Itself to human nature; Mon desires more thar|t 

tread an’’ clotting; he has deeper iesires which must 

also toe satisfied. If a man unf?-er star Is himself he 
desires aestlietics', intelligence and God. In the fina^ 

analysis all lesii''GS are seeking Go-'’’^
Thirdly, the religion of humanity has not future- 

The possibilities of limited time are revealed toy 

scelnce-*  The goal of society according to the religloij| 

of Jiunianlty" if it is consistent- Is complete deS" 

truction of Society-, And thus the goal of the new 

social-eccporaic system o**  the socialists ’’ould be an 

abyss of nothingness. Such a goal propogates 

pcsslmism,
Ihourthly, the relig'^on of humanity fails to 

enrich life as it should. According- to a socialistj? 

every act. of an individurtl would toe an act of good­
will towards socletv. The act is respec^a-'’ solely of’ • 

its relatlor to the community. Now deeper significance 

is given to service, if it is not considered only as 
an act of service to man tout- also an act of co-opcrati^n 
wl_th Go_d«.



Thus the religion of humanity nhl"li is pro­

claimed hy the majority of the socialists is conf'ronteC 

with several ’teighty and toanswerahle objections*  | 

This along with the religion o^ a personal God of 
the socialist, are rejected as a fundamental criticismj 

or the socialistic teachingsi

TYio Religion of the Hebrew Projhets^ »
In my discussion ol religious teachings of the I 

Hebrew prophets, I shall confine my thought to topics I 

slmillar to those that are present in the religion of 

soclnlisr.i*
The God of the Hebrew prophets was rlghteens. The 

universe which lie created was one in which moral .

purpQses could be achelvedi God created finite beings 
whose sole purpose was to keep in intimate fellow- I 

slilp with him, and perform kind and righteous deeds 

in society. God himself was a righteous person and 
demanded righteousness from all individuals and nation 

The Hebrew prophets insisted on rigliteousness as the 

one essential element in true worship of Yaweh. 
Righteousness was conceived by th- prophets as both 
objective and subjective, both social and individual*  

Some laid stres on one aspect, and some on another, 
but all agreed In their coneeption of the essential



nature of righteousness. It meant social justice, 
it ucunt personal purity, it meant a clean heart as 

well as rigJit conduct. Amos emphasizes social 

justice, and tnis is also prominent in Isaiah,

'' justice*̂,  says jbnos, ’’Koll do^n^ as waters, and
’’ righteousness a mighty stream,” ”Seck justice^,

I- says Isaiah,"relieve the oppressed, judge the father*  

less, plead -^or the wiaow,” Hosea oomlemns moral evil
It
Il in general, Lut dwells with special emphasis on 

personal puriby. Jerciciu.li stresses the aubjective 

side of righteousness, "Break up", h-' says," your j
'I 

fallow ground, and sow not among thorns. Circumcise 
yourselves to Jehovah, and take away the foreskins of 

vour heart," "This is the covenant that I will make ’• 'I
.rath the house of Israel after tlioso ^Uys, '’aith
Jehovah}. I will pur my law in their inward pu'^ts, !j 4 

11 'Iand in their bear-t will I write ib." This idea is <i
3, '

also expressed by Ezekiel, "A new heart also," iie j

repeesents Yareh as saying, " Trill I give you, and a 

now spirit will I put within you; I I will take ;

" away the stony lioart out of your ^lesh, an l I will
1! give you a heart of flesh."
It y|•’ it

II
1, 5.24
2. 1,1T
3. 3G,26
4, Religious Teaching of the Old Testament by

Fnudson, pp, ‘ -
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