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The Comparison of Teachings of Hebrew

Prophets and Modern Socialistic Prohhets,

Introduction.

The national outstanding social problem involves
every individual. On account of this and the group
interest offﬁcrson, he has meditated upon that im-
portant question., Moreover the solution of this pro=
blem bas a .decisive influence upon the activities with-
in a nation and with its relations to other nations in
various ways. Onc 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 Illillquit says ¢ " The
gospcl of Socialism 1s preached in more than sixty
tongues. Its creed is accepted b¥ thirty million
persons, "

Within florty years of the framing of the"Manifesto
of the Communist Party " by Karl Marx ,which was the
occasion that gave seocialism power in the world, therec
wags un epoch making book called," The Prophets and
Prophecy " by Keunen published. This German scholar
discovered for the first time the great significance

and importance of the Hebrew prophets to the Christian

bl -

1. Socialism Summed Up by Morris Hillquit, p 7
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religion. In the course of a few years the prophetic
eclement in the 0ld Testamcent was msteemed by most of
the great biblical scholars to he¢ of the greatest
value of all divisions. It is commonly aceepted

that tlh~ir message was to the nation j it was a secial
message. These prophets were leaders in showing the
weakncsses 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., Iilowever, the
prophetic element in the 01d Testament is prerequisite
and related to the Christian religion. Its value in
the cvolution 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 social
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 ohstacles nécessarily)
coupel the comparison to be limited to the general

teachings of both groups of prophets, These
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_ ey
dissimiliarities, also, hinder an adequate comparison

of the general taﬁchings, for the long period of
development of customs, morals, and religion intervened,
between the two periods., From the standpoint of the
theme alone, it has manifold limitations. Neverthe-
less, I shall proceed with the comparison and contrast,
Let us first consider the attitudes of hoth classes

of prophets to poverty.

The Elimipation of Poverty.

Kirkup in his hook on " The Hlstory of Socialism",
states the attitude and the contribhution that social-
ism has given to the deliverance of cilvilization from
the bondage of poverty. He says : " Socialism bhas
brought the cause of the poor most powerfully before
the civilized world, It is one of the enduring
results of sociallstic agitation and discussion that
the interests of the suffering members of the human
race, so long ignored and so fearfully neglected,
have hecome a question of the first magnitude, the
foremost question in all progressive countries. it is
1111z question which gives a suhstantial hasis and a
real mraning to the great derocratic movement." This
aim of the socialists is worthy of all commc;&ation .

It is one which meets the approval of all socially-

1, p 409.
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method
by
which
it is
done.

minded persons ; which incessantly demands the
attention of all; which enlists the memhers of the
social organism to eliminate this evil, In the
socialistie endeavor to eradicate poverty, we must
not confuée vurpose and method, The purpose of the
extermination of poverty has never been limited to the
interests of the socialists. The prophets of the 01d
Testament tried to deal with this terrible social
nmalady. The Christian Church through the centuries
has recognized that one of its chief purnoses was to
feed and clothe mean, women, and children who were in
the poverty lines. We may justly declare that
socialism has been the wmost popular modern organization
which compels the eradication of poverty to be an
issue of such magnitude,

The lmportant practical manifestation of this
purpose is the question whieh is disputed. What
method 1s capahle of accomplishing this gigantic task ?
Parenthetically, the socialistic prophets assume that
the production of food and clothing is sufficient to
satlsfy the needs of all mankind. They assert that
this problem could have never heen solved by the past
gen~rations., It is not reasonahle to excuse the

failures of our forefathers, because they did not



have the (~omnanie resources to couplete exterminate A
Y

the social malady of poverty, TFurthermore, this
estimate of the sum of production is exaggerated.
Undoubhtedly, the production of Western LRurope and
America is so enorrous that it could eradicate all
poverty within the boundaries of these nations. DBut
they have small pepulations compared with the countries
of the Rast. ky judgment is that the present pro-
duction is not adequate to drive away the wolves of
poverty from the doors of all mankind. Having
evamined this contention, let us continue to consider
the method by whitch 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 hefore tlhie different organizations for
charity, andl 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 hy the
capitalistic system. Profit, rent, and interest steal
the compensation that should go to the working-men,

To eliminate these, Socialism demands " the public or

collective ownership and operation of the principal



instruments and agencies fTor production.”

This method will give to cvery individual the
createst share of economic goods that is possible.

The socialistic method of eradicating poverty
is confronted with several ohjections. In the first
place, the present capitalistie sustem has ro-luced
the poverty lines more than anyv other economic svstem
that has worked. One might suggest that the purpose
is of surh importancc that it justifies the testing of
any method. No thinking man will attempt every new
method of reform. Moreover, .there have been hundreds
of methods planned for every reform; hut only two
or three metho'ls are suecessful.

.After all possinhle eriticisms to the socialistic
method of eliminating poveirty have rcen given, proper
appreciation must he bestowad upon the spirit or the
attitule of a group of persons who would suggest such
a method of reform. This attitude is worthy of
emulation. Changes in this mathod and new methods
will he created hy that spirit which expresses itself
in attermpts to hless this generation and all future

renerations hy a cure for poverty.
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: profiteeré saying, " When will the new moon be gone,

Let us now conslider the attitude of the prophets
of the 01d Testament to the poverty of their agef and
their method, if any, of elimination., Professor f
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- :
lessi“' Amos denounces land monoply, " Hear this, 0 ye

that swallow up the needy, even to make the poor of the

land to faill"™ ( 8:4), He hurls invectives against

that we may sell corn ? and the Sabbath, that we may i
set forth wheat, making the ephah small, and the shekelF
i
it
great, and falsifying the balances of deceit ? " (8:5).E
i

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

|
them ‘pure with wicked balances, and with a bag of deceit=

I
ful weights ? For the rich men are thereof full of

violence." ( 6:11-12a) Amos stigmatized the selling
into slavery of the Hebrews by the capitalists, on 1
account of tﬁivial debts, The prophets were sympath-
etic to the oppressed, for they measured righteousness ﬂ
in terms of social justice. Unrighteousness was 1
manifested in interest on capital, in monoply of

w

|
4
land, in exhorbitant prices, in the mockery of justice 1
n
which was in the civil courts, and in indulgence and }

— — et it s = === == s =

1., Kautzsch,"Geaschichte des alttestamentlichen
Schrifttums.” (Ramschbusch's Christianity and the
Social Crisis, p 11)

2, Amos 2 : 6 !

3, Amos 6 : 4 ~ 6 '
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debauchery on the part of the rich, ;

| Rauschenbusch says in this connection, "\then the f
. prophets conceived Jehovah as the speclial vindicator

. of these volceless classes, it was another way of say=

!
L
to stand for the rights of the helpless...............ﬁ
| I
| In Jeremiah and the prophetic psalms the poor as a ~

class are made identical with. the meek and godly, and ¢

ing that it is the chief duty in religious morality

=

"prich" and "wicked" are almost synonymous terms." 1.

e

The very nature of the prophetic mission required the

i prorhets 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

God of all classes and all nations. He was the helper

T

i of all. Only in one sense of the term 1s it " the

chief duty in religious morality to stand for the

rights of the helpless". They have More economic

TR

needs to be satisfied. 1In no other meaning of the

Car e

statement can 1t be acknowledged as true, for the '

i

! chief duty and the only.duty of religious-morality

i

f is to defend the rights of all persons, irrespective
i .

" of ceonomle wants. Bowne states this in a concise

. 1 manner, " In order to get any sufficient moral

foundation for social authority, we must maintain utter

——— T e e — e —— T e AT

1 1._Chrigiiani€& and the Social Crisis P 12413, 4

———

° ~
| 1 —_— -
e ‘_hl
-
- N




T

g —r

R

#

Method
of sol-~
ving ¢
the pro-
blem
of pov-—'g
erty.

Y

impartiality of social actlon, neither allowing the

rich to oppress the poor nor the poor to plunder.the

riech, but maintaining order and equal justice for and

among all classes.”
1,
It is self=-evident that Rauschenbusch overstates

—TEr = =%

= === =

the case when " the poor as a class are madé identical
with the meek and godly, and "rich" and "wicked" are
almost synonymous.,tcerms." This judgment of Rauschen-

busch does not eccrmport with the character of Jeremiah.

In fact, it does not comport with the character of
any thinking person, for what we would have the pro= E
phet saying i%/that the poorer arc more geodly and morei
blessed, and the poorest are the most godly and most

bledded,

=

The environment which was the poofest had the .
most godly persons as its citizens. The actual facts
of human experience refute those statements,

The method of eliminating poventy of the Hebrew

prophets is similiar to the method of the socialistic i
0

prophets. Both agree that a new form of government \
must exist, before poverty is exterminated. However, |
there is a vast difference hetween the new regimes.

According to the 0ld Testament prophets, poverty y

would cease to exist in the Messianic kingdom. This

T =Y R N B B L S e e e — =

|

i!

i

1., Principdes of Lthics, p 253.
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elimination of poverty would only be a symbol as to tha
inward spiritual change. The cure for poverty was
predominantly a moral and religious one rather than
largely an economlc one, as the socialists assert,

The duties of individuals to usher in the new arder

according to 01d Testament prophetic teachings are J/

repentance and moral regeneration, while the duties of

the individuals to usher in thc 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'
aspirations with the socialistic party. Another )
marked differencc in method is the allurement which
both offered to the persons-who were poor. -The 01d |
Testament prophets testified that the fellowship with i
God and exercise of righteous motives in dealdng with |
their fellow-men were the two focii of lire that they
were to seek, while, on the other hand, the socialfsﬁil
prophets offer the allurement of better environment in
which to live. They offer the fewest number of hours

toil and increased purchasing power. They offer

pleasure as the motive of appeal to the oppressed

persons,

Among the criticisms that may be Justly launched

§
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against the method of the 0ld Testament prophets was

that the Messlanic Kingdom never came to pass as they

have prophecied. Twenty-five centuries have passed

with their acheivements and the materialistic realiz-

ation of the kingdom has not existed. This fact only

S T Ehre e

weakens in one way the power of the Messianic element

==

in the 01d Testament prophecies, The actual develop~

TR

ment which has occurred since these prophets taught

has greater significance and great value to the world

r

than the fulfilliment of letter of the propheccies.

Nevertholess, ig this age little stress i1is given to .
this method of extermination of poverty. The immediatef
method of action of the prophets is the only one that ;
had effect. It was the establishment of social Jugtice;

within the competitive and capita%istic éystem in )
which they lived. They were anxious to eldiminate the )

corruptions by mending the existing system, The

»
EESR Y S)

continvous clamoring of the Hebrew prophets for social

justice in the existing order receives the endorsement

of persons in this age who are convinced frou various

"
d
reasons that the cure for poverty is in the eradication{
of the ills 'in the capitalistic system, since it is thei

most efficient productive system that we know. Thus

we have examined the attitude of the socialistic pro-

e
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phets and the 0ld Testament prophets to the problem
of powverty and their methods of solving it.

The criticism that the socialists and 0ld
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.

Critieisms of Both Classes of Prophets

of Their Respective Systems.

One of the chief contributions that socialism has
given to soclety is its searching criticism of the
existing social-econouic system,

It has uncovercd the sores of humanity and
demanded action in regard to them. Through its press,
its extensive educational propoganda, ana ics
organizations, the socialistic party kepdthe ;ttenta
ion of a large number of people on the inhumanities
of the capitalistic systeﬁ, and consequently the
socialists arrived at the conviction that the crimes
of the present system can only be exterminated under
a new systou. According to the socialists the 1ills of
existing order are in production, distribution, and

human values. These will bhe discussed in their res-

ST T T F—--.——- T T e s = = =T o ——r - o
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pective order .

First,there are the wastes of production. Under
capitalism there are enormous wastes of material and
men in the production of .shoddy goods and other nona
essential products,

There are large amounts of labor and materials
expended in the production of expensive luxuries,
which diverts the energies of thousands from the pro-
duction of the necessities of life for the many.
Furthermqre, 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,G00
separate farms in United States. The very nature of

cach of thcse industrial units arises many wastes

which cannot he avoided under the present system. -

The social losses in the natural rcsources in the
interests of private gain aré among the greatcst
wastes., Harry W. Laidler safs: "Billions of cublc
feet of gas are wasted. yearly in order to gain greater
profits on oil. 0il is'recklessly squandered', while
thousands‘of tons of coal, copper, lumber, and other
natural resources are anually lost beyond recovery in

the mines and forest, because thelr conservation

T
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would tend to interfere with tﬁgwdgalafing of big

dividends." The total of these losses to soclety are
colossal. 1éhe keen criticism that socilalism thrusts
against the capitalistic system is therough and
extensive. The standards that they employ in making
this injunction are : the largest output of the neccess-—
ities of life, and the basic righis of soclety as a
unit. The social justice of these two standards which
are social axioms, cannot be rcfuted. They are ;
inherent principles of human society. These two

standards of measurement in production are, also,

ac8epted by the capltalists. The differences arise

in the methods by which these standards are applied,

=

Second, the wastes of distribution are also |

- i
stupendous, under the present systcm. The distribntion

of commodities causes greater loss than.the prodiction
of the commodities. Competition demands the expendi-
ture of gigantieéisums of money in securing a market.
The wastes of advertising are among the greatest to ﬁeﬁ
charged against the systemy tThe destruction of d
materials and human energy without utility to society.%
The purpose of advertising to a very large extent is f
to persuade customers to buy william's Shaving Soap

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

TR TS
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1. Socialism in Thought and Action - p 17.
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.good quality of goods to the consumers, permit them to

devastation produced by the plague of advertising,

Professor Jenks says, "it 15 too much to sav that in
s

many lines it would be possible, @f competitive

advertising were rendered unnecessary, to furnish as

pick their brands, and chargc them -only one-half of the
prices paid at present, while still lcaving tlre man-
ufacturers, prifit-.nc less greater than that now
rccelved. " Annther source of waste under the com~

1.
bpetitive system is the large number of travelling sales-

men which includes the expenses of carfare, hotel bills s

and incidentals, There is the time wasted by the

I

trainmenj hotel cmployces, and over-solicited merchants.,,

|
Further waste of distribution is incurred in the trans= |

ferring the commodities from the producer, to the-con-
sumer. This totals millions every year, After the
commollity arrives in the city, additional expenses of
the hosts of middlemen .are added. This stupendous
waste from the transferring of the goonds from the
producer to the consumer applies to every necessity

of life. Thus the case of socialism against the
capitalistic system in the distribution of conmodities

brings the ills of the sytem to the foreground. They

are monstrous in size. They must be recognized as

- -

1. Trust Problem Problems , ;;{9.

-
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d&¢tual conditions of tﬂe prescent system. Any social-
econonic systcm must face the facts, and tgen make an
attempt to eliminate them as far a§ pos%}blg.

In the socialistic indictment against the com-
petitive sustem, they have failed to differientiate
betwecn destructive competition and productive com-
petition. The former 1s a struggle in which -nothing
is produced. All is wasted from a social point of
view, and to that extent it weakens the group. The
latter, that is productive competition, increases
production., The human enecrgy and materials expended
are socially useful. To that extent the competition
strengthens the group.

Third, there is the waste in human life., In this
connection Kirkup declares, " the workmen have no
reasonable control of their dearest interests; have no
guarantee of a settled houme, of daily bread, and of
adequate provision for old age. Thev possess a delus-
ive freedom which has no solid economic basis " 1In
the present social-economic system, human vai&es are
subordinated to monetary values. The evils resulting
from this are : industrial accidents, preventahle
diseases, and poverty. The waste in hukan life cannot

be measured from the evils mentioned above; hut the

-

o]l

f
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1. Histofy of Socialism - p. 410.
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effect upon the general conception of humanity that
develops through the supprossion 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 revealed in the development of
an idle class who have cxceptional opportunities to
become highly skilled technical workers for soclety,
but under the pre<ent system they live dehauched
lives. No man has the rights of human heing unless Hle
works, provided he is capable.

The total social losscs of the wastes in pro-
duction, distribution and human life aré colossal. The
criticism of prescnt system is penetrating. A constant]
focus upon the 11ls of the system is effective in the
development of a method by which these ills may bhe
removed. In my 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 system hy the socialists, I will next
consider the case of the 01d Testament pronhets
against the social-economic system in which they

worked. They, like the socialistic prophets are some
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what affectéd by the social condition in which they
lived, and their criticisms of the social«cconomic
system was relative to it. The prophets must he
related to the conditions in which they prophecied, or
¥hitrmessages would be unrelated to the interests ofthe¢¥
people; and thus they would have no influence. In
1light of these facts, the 0ld Testamont prophets'
analysis of the conditions in which lived must be vievefl.
Theyv, like thc socialistic prophets, hurled a scarching|
ceriticism 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 thc crimes of the kings, nohles, and
ofTficial classes in general. Awes wishes to have

"

judgment established " in the gate,
1.
courts of law which wcre controlled by the upper class.

referring to the

({ 5.15) The class holding power of administration of
the government practically always legislate in harmony
and promotion of theilr own interests. This was true
in Israel as well as the other anciont mations and
along vith these may Dbe classed to a ceriain fdegree
the administration of all governments irrespe¢tive of

form. With this understanding it is possiblec to =xzplaih

1, Hosea 5,13 Micah 3. 1-3, 9-11; Isaiah 10, 1-2;
Zephaniah 3.33 Jercmiah 1,18, 5.5-8, 19.1, 21.1%3,
22,1-33 Ezekial 34. 1-~24,
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many existing condition of any age. For instance, the
socialists would have a difficult task in reconciling
the institution of slavery. The 01ld Testament prophctd
dcnounced one form of slavery which included the
members of their own race. Social justice was con-
temporaneocus with the holding of slaves of other races
by the upper class,

The Jews had economic pride in the slaves which
they owned; 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 vay in which the penetrating criticism
manifested itself was the oppression of the wealthy
class who added house to house and ficld to field
(lic.2;1; Isa. 3,14, 5,7). Professor Louis Wallis
declares that prophets denounced the injustice from
the standpoint of a smaller landholder. He says,
"WWhat 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 whose loglc ultimatély denies "human .

rights’. As a consequence, they have no affinity with

modern demceracy. The prophets are to be compared to
the alert, modern, bhusiness man who pays no heed to i
the 'tage question' as it .affects the 'laboring class’,
but who protestg vigorouslv agalnst the competition

of his big rival."

1.
Unquestionable the majority of these statements

are accurate interpretations of condition. However,

I am inc}ined’to think that there 1s an element of
exaggeration in them, Hosea, Jeremlah, and Tzckiel
were the son® of priests. The social-economlic status
of the priestly class was not the same as a small
iapdoéher% Thé-duﬁies of the priest were to pronounce
blessings upon the péople, to supervise leprosy,
(Deut. 24,8), to give a hﬁ;atorymaAdress before the }
army moves into battle (Deut. 22.2), and to render I

jurisdiction on the minor legal questions, (possibility

of eliminating the dutics of the priest), From these

services , thc pricsts obtained social-cconomic
prominence which cannot be classified with the small |
property-holder. At least they ranked in the first
nalf of the upper elass, Still greater difficuity

arises when the soclal status of the greatest of the

¥
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1. Sociological Study of the Bible, p. 161 |
fz. Beacon Lights of Prophecy, p. 26. i
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prophets is examine%. Isalah was probably of nobhle |
birth. Dr. Knudsen says, "through a long ministry of”
forty to fifty years; he exerted a potentlinfluence
on the public life of the nation, and thus eventually
won for himself a commanding position in the affairs
of the state." Through his early environment and
through his piaphetic experiences Isaiah d#d 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 lighi of thesc facts, Professor
Louls Walli®s distorted the viewpoing froﬁ 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
surmarized by Professor Theodcre Gerald Soares. He
declares, "when the soclal injustice increased, the -
poor groaned and grumbled, but the prophets said that
conditions ought not to'be. They Gared to denounce
prosperity. I@ven in modern times this is frowned
upon as dangerous; but they 8ald that prosperity, when
1t 1s the luxury of the few at the expense of the many,
1s hollow and worthless; and they had the courage to
welcome national adversity. They said that a thorough

chastisement would do the people good. They beleived

!

1. Boacon Lights of Prophecy, p. 26.
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that the victory of the foreigner over their own
people was a nceded discipline. The time came when
they could even helleve that Jerusalem was to be des-
troyed, and the people exiled, before a purification
could be possible.

Before I con%inue the development of comparison
I desire to point out the weaknesses of the nld
Testament prophetic criticism and socialistic criticism)
The socialistic invectives against the present econonic
order presupposcs that there is the possibility of
eliminating all wastes., They look forward to a per=
fect soclety, There are two reasons why this all
inclusive assumption is not valid., First, perfect
social institutions can only exist in a world of naturc
different from the existing order, Stupendous wastes
could be 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 the developing moral beings who live in 1t,
and likewise the imperfect moral heings are somewhat
adapted to  the imperfect order of nature; while neither
one nor both of them are innately adapted to a social

organisms which has eliminated all wastes.

1. Social Institutions and Ideals ol the Bibie, p.213.

>




.2

IT the progtam of soclal reform or social revsélution
is to succeed in the hetterment of society and
strengthening of the group, it must not be spun in the
closet. Such programs are abstract ana unrelated to
the actual living social organism, To particularize,
the presupposition of the doclalistic program that all
wastes can be amputated from society is abstraet 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 bhe removed to a
large ertent in a system of gévernment in which com-
petition was confined to the.productive fields. Any
soclial-<cconomic system has to recognize the enormous
wastes of economic unproductive cnmpetition. After all
the prohlem of eradication of the wastes revolves
around the question as to whieh order is capable of
eperating with the fewer wastes. Professor Thomas
Nixon Carver gives a conservative yet thorough dis-
cussion of this point. He says, " the wastes (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
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waste of energy-iS‘léast. The same principle must
guide the statesman. He cannot eliminate waste
altogether. Under the most perfect social system,
there would be some apparent waste ;f hum;n eﬂérgy;
and it would be possible to write a startling treatises
on the cost of the system, whatever that system might
be. "

1.

The 01d Testament prophets presupposition in thein
eriticism of the social-cconomic system does not bear
the- trade-mark of being made in the closet. It dignored
fabstract social institutioris” and "abstract
individuals"; and dealt with concrete social institu-
tions and concrete individuals, And thus the wastes
which they criticised were largely those which could
be eradicated.

The chief weakness of the 0ld Testament prophets!
charges against the existing system 1s the lack of
thoroughness and extension. For example, the rights
of children and women were unknown qualitles to a very
large extent. The prophetic cirticisms are like all
invectives hurled against the soclal-economic systems
of the different ages, almost wholly dependent upon

the social idcals of justice which exist in the minds

of individuals., In this lies the strength ~ .. ir

J
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1. Ess;ys in Social Justice, p. 124.
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of their appeal to the people. From the historical
viewpoint, cach criticism of sgciety is adapted to and
a part of the system. Not one sriticism can be
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 g
the limitations of the 01d Testament prophets critieisy
of their systemn, |

Economic Interprctation of History. i

i
The third contribution that socialism has made toi

|

civilization is the conomlc interpretation of history. #

Karl Marx, the founder of scicntific sdécialism, was

= ;e

one of the first leading men to give prominence to

this method of interpretation of the evolution of the

human race. W. J. Ghent gives a concise statement of H
what is mcant, I

" The economic interpretation of history is the E
doctrine that the relations of men to one another in a
the matter of making a living arc the main underlying ]
causes of men's hahits of thought and feeling, their |
notions of right, property, and legality, their ;
institutions of society and government, their wars ;

-

and revolutigns."

L ¥ o
1, Mass and Class,. ch. 1, " - N
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This theory of Xarl Marx has received increasing
acceptance through the years., Histories have been
written whicl: maintained this principle as their
standard of interpretation of all events. The
economists, alsc, emplcy the same theory in the study
of the historical cvents. Unquestionably, the egonomiq
factor has bcen a pilot in the shaping of the evénts
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, " mcn arc not swayed
exclusively by considerations of material self-=
interest, ....¢...... Many of the great events of
history havec been éetermined by ideas that have no
relation to individual welfare, hut have inspired a
collective enthusiasm for collective action, for
national effort, of a disinterested kind; and thec liveq
of some of the nations have heen dominated by some one
Oor two SsucCh 1dCaS.seessscocsstarsssrssscscsssssstsccnns
ssesscssasssenseessre Consider one or two examples of -
idea .that have playcd 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 worid&céﬁquest had dominated and has‘ééétroyéd
several great nations, of which the latést is the
@prman 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 desirec of continued existence after
death, seems to have dominated the minds of ancient

Fgyptian people; the idea of escape from the evils of }

T

the worl@,‘those who have fully accepted Buddhisnm, 1like
theBurmans. The idea of casts as an external and
impassable barrier has largely determined the history
of India," I do not think that Dr. McDougall intended
to déscré&it 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
McDotigall, 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 01d Testament pyophets did not make any
contribution to the esnnvsio interpretation of history.|

However, as one idea to dominate the nutign they éid i

1. Group Mind, pp. 2495251, A
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ihterpretation of the historical events of thevHebrewst
This iInterpretation of history will be elaborated |
and discussed in a later division of the,thesis, under
" The sloral and Religious Aspects of the Prophetic
Movement."

Having discussed the attitude and sclution to
the problem of poverty of the socialistic pronuets
2n? 7172 Testament pophets, the indictments churged
against the two differeht éo&ialaeconomic systems,
and the economic interpretation of history which
conncets all past orders into am organic whole with
the future orders, I shall récount the proposed pro=
grams to eradicate the 1lls that exist in the Hebrew
soclety system and in the present system. Both the
social programs of socialistic prophets arnd 014
festament prophets will be given and a general

criticism of them,

The Socialistic Program,

The socialistic program is given in its economic
constitution, As usuai, first, I shall explain and
criticise the s0nial program of the socialistic prox
phets to clarify it, Hitherto there was no need ol a
definition of socialism, but it -is essential now. The

definition that I give is, one by Morris Hillaquit,

== am mx ==
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According to Secretary Kendall of the State Socialistigq
Party of Massachusetts, Hillquit ¢s the acknowledged
l1aader -in American socialism, Hillquit defines

socialism as, " The Socialist .program requires the-

public or collective ownership and operation cf the

principal instruments and agcncies<£9r;thegnroduciion

and distribution of wealth = the land, mines, rail=-

roads, steamboats,'telegraph, ang te}ephone lines,

mills, factorics, and modern machinery."
! This definition has the fundamentais of socialismi
and thus would probably he accepted by secialists of
other nations. I do not infer that there 1s un-
animity in agreement as to the main current of
socialism, for there are many smaller currents. The

main current is forcibly shown in an oulline of

socialism as given by Dr. Thomas Nixon Carver.

(nutline)

1, Soclalism Summed Up, p. 25.
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outline of Socialism,

( Religious
( Fulminatious }
( Utopian
(Idealistic £ Experimental
Types of( ( Opportunist
propaganda E
( z
( ( Political , ‘
(Marxian ( (Syndicalist ‘
( Militant (Bolshevist b
{(The I.W.,V, [
I
(Ownership acquired by !
(purchase
(General State ( ;
(ownership (Ownership acquired by i
( {force i
( (Ownership acquired by ;
Socialistic( (purchase :
Programs ( (

AAAAA/\A’\&AAAAAAAA

(0wnership by group§0wnership acquired by |
(of workers force

( Copied from Dr. Thomas Nixon Carver's Notes on

Socialism, Amarchism, The Single Tax.) i

The vast majority of socialists are Marxian, 1

Dr. Carver says. This is the only kind that 1s potentg
in the nations of the world., It is promulgated by

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

it is the most influential of all kinds .of socia}ism.a.

For thils reason and for clarification, the discussion

will be limited to the program of the Marxian=

soclalists, Hillquit's definition is Marxian, The
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rock fo&nd;tioﬁ of this definiti;n of sociaiism is
Karl Marx's labor theory of value, which is explained
in "Das Kapitas", This monumental work is recognized
as the‘hible’g%‘socialism. The labor theory of value
claims that capital is unproductive. All tools of
production are stored-up labor, JPf capital is un-
productive, interest,rent, and profit are merely
methods of exploitation employed by the capitalists,
According to the labor theory of value, the worth of
all commodities, is the socially necessary labor which
is required in their production. Hitherto, the
capitalists expropiated the surplus value contained

in production, while the proletariat is reduced go a
mere subsistence wage. Mark claims the value of
commodities is controlled by thc human energy expended
in their production; vhile all living economists

assert value depends not upon amount of labor hut its

desireahility by society. Thus,soclalism fastens 1its

soclal program in the basic rock of lahor as the source

of value and consequently, labor has the inherent

rights to'all the commodities of its production, ;
Under the socialistic ﬂ?ogram,fthe control of

industries and distribution of commodities would be

in the hands of the industrial -state. They would

C—
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impose the duty of labor upon every person with the
exception of immature child, the aged, the sick, and
the invalid mewbers of society. The greatest amount
of personal freedom would be given in the selection
of oececupations, The undesireable occupations would
he madc desircable by decreasing the number of hours
of labor, and by new inventions of machincry. No
person or group of persons would be reaguived to work
more than four hours each day in order to produce the
needs of society. The ideal of income would bé an
approximate equality of income. All inheritance oft
wealth would be done away with, no chance Hor invest=
ment and thus no one would, save. I have relatcd
hriefly 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 hefore
the bar of criticism, The distinctive characteristic
off the program is its purpose of making human values
supreme, That is one of the most commendable .aspents
of the whole program, ani one of transcendent
importance, The capitalistic system failed to
recognize that every working-man, hacause he is a
human being, has certain inalienahle rights, which

4 other person has a right to deny. The demand .for
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more sanitary and safer environment in the places of
employment, the 1lemand for shorter hours and hipher
waged, the demand for the abolitien of child lahor,
the demand for better housing conditions, the demand
for a voice in the management of the factories, and
the demend for 011 age nensions are differcnt methoids
by which the coumon pcople of the twentleth century
have attempted to 1ift up human values to the pedestal
and lower money values to its subordinate position.

Qonialism claims that thesce aspirations cannot
he fulfilled under the present ;ystcem and these demands;
on the part of the working-men compels them to
affiliate with the socialistic organization , so that
the human equation will be stronger than the economic
equations

Socialism demands freedom of the press; demands
freedom of speech; demands international pecace. The
realization of such demands in the proposed socilal
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 rcquire society to furnish
the bare necessities of life to every individual i

beyond these necessities luxuries would he given to
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to those who are technlcally skilled. This standard
of human needs being the measure by which commodities
are largely distributed also emphasizes human values,
On the other hand, as previously mentioned, there are
socialistic prophets who declare that the state would
impose the Jduty of labor upon every individual, but
an indivilual would be required to work only two,
three, or {our hours each day. The remuneration for
this labor would be douhled or trebled the present
scale of,éompensation for a nine hour day. The
hrevity of the working-time and the increased purchas=
ing power indicate that the onportunity is gilven to
ran so that his social and aestlietic natures may be
developed. Here, then , is 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 hcen cir-
cumstcntially compelled to expend most of their encrgy
and productive thougitt in securing money to satisfy
their econocmic needs. Thiese economic systems arce to
be contrasted with the proposed socialistic economic
gystem, which would give the large portion of
individuals an environment so that thay might develop

other aspacts of their nature. It would give these
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persons their inalienahle rights which hafl Hitherto
been denicd them by a small group of persons, This is
still another way in which thc socialist would express
the dominant right of humanity over the right of

things, There 1s no question bat the socialisps make

human values supreme in their system,

Since the socialistic preeram maintains the
supremacy of human values, 1t does not necessarily
follow that the system which they propogate 15 the one,
alone that can hring these values into realization,
Adverse criticisms may be justly urged against the
gsystem, One of these 1s the inacctracy of the labor
theory of value as‘the snle source of productivity.
Value 1s the result of productivity and not its cause,
No one factor in produntion has ever produced anything;
unless 1t was land. A coordination of factors are
absolutely prerequisite in production. Productive,
only means that a tool or lahor beLé factor in pro=
duction, To specify the waiting function is just as
essential as working, If not wages would bhe deferred,
Waiting for returns is just as much of a physical
thing as working. 7Tt is a necessary function in society,
for it means the postponing of a satisfaction in order

to purchase a. tool. With the increase in the number

= —— = e
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of‘tdbls » every community would he made more pros
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ductive, The adherents to the non-productivity of

capital overstate their case. Why would the state
desire to own commodities which are not productive ?
If the capitalists are parasites, why should the state

4
desire to become a parasite? No man tan argue

iutelligently on the subject of the non-productivity

of capital; and therefore labor cannot he the sole

R p———

source of valug but one of the coordinate factors.
Another adverse criticism of thé socitalistic E
system 1s its elimination of thrift. This is quite
consistent with the system, for the man who saved
would be rewarded for his postponement .of the
satisfaction of desires. Socialism fails to realdze
that thrift is a virtue prerequisite in a society in
which thé interests of all are primary. In the first
place, thrift is necessary, for there are 1imitations
to the quantity of commodities to be distributed, even j
though production would be greater than it is now,
there would remain the opportunities to develop the
habit of -thrift, for human beings creaté wants faster
thian the commod%ties are produced to satisfy them.

This is true under any system of government. Thrift

must be considered a saving virtue in the soclialistic

system,  In the second place, the socialistiec system
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claims to allow the greatest arount of frcedom to
every lndividual, TPreedom can only be conceived in a
self-coétrolled life, any other freedom is vicious
and wcakens soclety. Now the development of the habit
of thrift increascs self-control; and therefore it is
an important factor in the development of pcrsonality,
Any -»ystem which eliminates thrift, wcakens the
inlividual and th~ group.

Still another adversc criticism of socialism is
its abstractness. It is an ahsolute formal organiza-
tion, which is not adapted to humanity as it exists in
particular indiviluals. Socialists helleve in the
omnipotence of law, assumes human nature could be
changed by lcgislation alone. Ignorance, idleness,
anu vice are personal cvils that ecannot be ultimately
eliminated by changing the social institutions,.
Sorialism has a system which disregards human nature,
In this connection, Borden P. Bowne gives a ﬁerse and
accurate comment on soclalists' failure tn begin with
human beings as they exist. ' As to its adaption to
actual men, nothing could be more insane that the
fancy that society i&s te be rcileemed by removing the
motives to individual ceffort which lie in private
property and private ambhition. It is pleasant to

conceilve .of & soclety where c¢ach should exist fov all,
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where the best should rule, and the rest should serve,
where the invéntor should present society with the “
Pruits of his genius, where thcse feeble powers should
thankfully acccpt the humble place as=igned them by
the ruling powers, and where every one should have his
eyces fixed on public good, Unfortunately, the men for
such a scheme do not cxist on this earth, and when they|
do,the scheme will he needless. ueanwhile , we shall '
have to get on a.- we are, not only fixing our eves 1
on the millennium, hut now ani then taking some

account of human nature itsclf. "

The gist of my ckiticism i% the proposed
socialistic program is the fact that its z'o to make
human values supreme is essentially Christian, while
its methods tn accomplish this have , as I have given,
serious @efects, The ﬁ%hods by which an aim is to bhe
attained must Dbe taken iqﬁo account, =f thc aim is
pwterialized.

Having taken up the aim und methods of socialism
to ernlicate the evils in the existing order, I shall
next consider the aim andl methods of the 014 Testament

prophets to eliminate the 2vils in the system which

existed in their age.

1. Principles of @wthics, p. 264,
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The 01d Testament Prophetic Program,

Similaritics are found hetween the social program
of thc socialists and the 01X Testament prophets,
One similarity is in produection. Both forbid interest,
Such a law stresses the féeling 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
facgor 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 moncy without intcrest
being practiced. Concerning this W. Il. Bennett says,
" apart from Nchemiah 5 and the vague engagement in
Nehemiah 10.31, we do not read of these benevélent
laws being observed. Probably they were never con-
sistently enforced as a public law, for any long
periode..cseeese.00 Creditors generally took pledges,
required sccurities, exacted interest, and seized the

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

1, Jsa. 24,23 Hzek. 18,8,17; 22,12.
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‘but, proper appreciation of the former as an ideal
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The second similarity of the proposed systems
to eliminate the existing evils is in distribution. Y
The Jews also recognized,to a certain extent, the °
right of a hungry man to'help himself. If he becamea
hungry, it was his right, not an act of charity on
the part of the owner, to go in to fields and reap H
the grain to satisfy his wants, The worth of human *
beings was shown in the right of the poor to glean
grapes, grain and olives in the harvest. The owner
waslfofbidden to be too careful in harvesting.
Human value was rqcognized_in the Year of Ju%ilee
which functioned as a bankruptey law and Treedom of
individuals from servitude. ¥Was this law ever
practiced is the importdntaéuestinna The denouncila- .
tions of Micah and Isaiak of land grabbing, shows
that the law was 1lnoperuative, even though it existedj
The general evidence from literature is against
the observance of such a law, as the jubllge year.

¥Ye have sharply differientiated between theory and

practice in the Jewish similarity of distrihution,

which the Jews sought to attain must be rendered to

then. These similarities b~tween the socialistic

Imtﬁastinggﬂggctgon;}y ofazheﬂiible, vil, 1, p;580.
2. Leviticus 20,
2., Levitiens 25, 9=»10.
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new social order and the prophetic social prograﬁ,
are mere incidentals, The main issues in the pro=-
phetic social program will now be given.

The 01d Testament prophets had actually two
sorial programs: the immediate social remedy, and

!
the ideal social state., The latter is partly caused}

of the former. The two programs will be considered" ‘
in the order mentioned.

The immediate soclal program was not antithe~
tical to the existing system. Therc is no new orderj,
goncerning this social program, Professor Louls
Wallis says, " the prophets, indeed , raise the
social problen without solving 1it. Vhile they are "

evidantly dealing with public, dnstitutional
It

I
. I
trat, these questions -only in terms of individualism,

questions, their point of ¥iew permits them to

According to their view, all the troubles of the !
world arise from bad will of certain individuals = H
chin®fly rich persons. For the propnhets (denounce
the mischiefs that spring from slavery ( private
monoply of human labor ) and land ownership ( or

[
private monoply of the soil )- they denounce the “

evils attending these law-established institutions, |

~ e =z

while at the same time they tacitly or explicitly l
e e S 1

= = ===



42

advocate the contlinuance of thcse institutions. So

Jeremiah , the last of the pre-exilic thinkers and

heir of all presexilic prophets, demands only the re=

lease of Hebrew slaves from bondage; tacitly endorses
the institution of slavery as touching nonsHehrews;
and looks forward to the continuance of privaite lands
ownership.( 34. 8-16; 32, 15,43,44) In this regard,
the prophet Jeremiah stands upon common ground with
the other prophets,"

In a sense, théy accepted the existing onder with
its 1l1ls removed. But, in a more irmnortant socnse, they
rejected the pfesent oxder, that is, they denounced
the supremacy of the economic value over human values,
The 01d Testament prophets desired to eject a new
gpirit into the cconomic system, They demanded that
the monetary standard should be human worthj; they
demanded institutions to compete In social justice;
they kell the ideal of justice hefore the nation;
Institutlions were to be condemned or praised, ’iﬁé the
ritual service, according to the extent that they were|
conducive to human service.

For a group of prophets to realize the value of
prrsons of their own race when a man is cast into

prison and into slavery for a trivial debt, 1s a

1. Socialogical 3tudy of th. Bilile, p. 163
2e Micah 6, 8
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contribution to society which has immeasureable worths
They haid an unwvavering conviction concerning the value
of individuals and the nation to God, Isaiah asseéts
this when he declares, " I will make a man more
precious th.1 fine gold; even a man than the golden
wedge of Ophir." Jeremiah proclaims the supremcy

of human wort% in these words : " Thus saith the Lordg
Execute yec judgment and righteousness and deliver the
spolled out of the hand of the oppressor; and do no
wrong, dé 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
they sﬁﬁordinated the economic values to human valuess
In doing this, I contend that the (10 Testament pro-
phets made an unique contribution of inestimateable
wortn of the solution of the problems in the 30cial~
economic system. As I have shown, numerous evidences
are in the writings of the prophets to substantilate
this assertion. The solution of the social-econondec
wastcs by the ejection of a new motive into production
is one of the two fundamentals which are absolutely
necessarys. In view of this, Professor Louis Xallis's

statement that " the prophets, indeed, raise the social

problem without solving it," can only be partially
3a

1, Isdadiah 13, 12
2: Jeremiah 22,3
3s, Socilological Study of the Bible, p. 163.
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sustained,

The Through the conception of human value and through

s;g§3i the conception of God, the 0ld Testament porphets

states prophesicd the final olimination nf an ideal social
state, It was known as the messianic kingdom, It was
to be a new socialscconomic system, like the
socialists!, This Xingdom was not an innovation in
the thonghts of the Hebrews, for it was an early
belief. The pre-exillc prophets interpreted 1t in
ethical terms. 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
eternally; 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
would be transformed ;5 that it wonld be adapted to

serve man in his hipgher moral and spiritual state,"

e

"The plowman shall overtake the reaper, and the bredder
of grapes him that soweth the seed; and the mountains
shall drop sweet wine, and all the hills shall melt."
. A~cording to this conception of tl.c =oe¥al ideal sz;.te,
production would be enormously increased by the in-
creased ahility of man and cspecially by the favorable

1. Isaiah 11, 6
2, Amos 9. 13
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change in the material resources through the direct
changé in the inanimate world affected hy God. VWith
the cstablishment of divine institution and with the
transformed hcart of man together with enlightment, ¥
the prohlem of distribution would disappear, as darks
ness with the ceoming of the morning light.

In this discussion of the socialistic program
and the programs of the pre-exilic prophets, one
common factor of irmense significance 1s present ;
that is, the aim., Tach of thcse proposed remedies
have laid emphasis upon the supremacy of human values
over property values. However a difference arises
'1§ég¢the personal and social values. The wants of men
that the soecialists emphasize are cconomic ones.

This type of wants is considered uppermost in their
program, The justification of such extreme emphasis
lies in the nature of the hedy to the clamor for
satisfaction of 1its desires, when they are unsupplieds
On the other hand, the continual stress on the
'economic man?! gives a dreary picture of human life,
Man is largely an animal, while thc ethical and
religious aspects of his nature are subordinated..
Practically, the socialists stress the material aspect

of human lifes. This may not bhe their goal; nevers

1

I
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thgmless, the influence developed through constant
attention of their minds upon materials, causes it
to seem to be the most ilumportant 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 § but they believed thc méthed, by which these
could be satisfied and at the same time remain sub=
ordinate to the ethical and religious values of 1life,
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~exilic
prophets. TFirst, the stress on ehtical-religious
aspect of human nature would bring ahout the economic
adjustment and would also keep the values of life
in their proper place on the scale. Second, the
satisfaction of the economic wants, that is, matcrial
is a barrier to the recognition of the higher aspects
of human nature, according to the soclalists; while théd
pre-~exilic prophets develop the ethicalxreligious
values through matter, In the light of this brief
comparison of the human values according to the

socialists and the pre-exilic prophets, the prophetic
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degree to thc Christian ideal.

rethods by which Thie Two Social Programs

Are to be Attained,

The two diffTerent social programs have been
statea, the next logical step is the method or methods
by which the new orders arce 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 imethod or methods through which the
socialists bring into realization their new social®

econonic systen,

The methods of the Socialists.

Any discussion of the methods of socialism would
be incomplete without knowing Karl Marx's teachings
on this subject, The striking characteristic of his
mathod was its relation to Hegeliam dialectic method,
uarx has been accused of being a follower ofﬂﬂegcl.
Against this contention Marx gives his exact relation
to I:gel in the preface of Capital to the second
edition. He declares, " My aialegtic method is not
only different from the Hegellian, but is its direct
opposite, To Hegel the life-process of the human

brain, i.e., the proscess of thinking, which under the
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naae of "the Tdea," he even transforms inte an in< y
dependent subject, is thc demiurgos of the real world,
the r&al world is only the external, phenomenal fornm

of " the Idea." With me, on the contraty, the ideal
1s nothing else than the material world reflected by
the human mind, and translated into forus of thoughts,{

1.
His contention is consistent with his philosophy; and j

f

thus must be sustained. However, in ancther sense he

-

did use the principle of the dialectic method and
apply it to hils materialistic philosophy. Hegel's
thesis, antithesis and synthesis,bﬁﬁﬁkthc vogue of
the perlod, and it/§é 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 capitaliam; ‘
}

synthesis = the period of socialism., One ineviteably |

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

individual or groups of individuals are held respon-

3ible for the capitalistic system, This is tersely

|

"No individual or |

stated by Hillquit., He asserts !
class of individuals can be held responsible for' this

general social unhappiness, The average capitalist

———— = = —

- ———
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is inherently as good as the average worker. The ?
. average worker is by nature no better than the

average capitalist. Thc idls of our society are the
direct and inevitable rcsults of a svstem."

p
This capitalistic svstem contains inherent

forces which would eventually destroy the system,

Production is more and more centralized into the hand%

Ll

of a few capitalists,iupder which the proletariat are!

=

H

organized and dArilled into vast industrial armies. I

Crisis will succeed crisis, the last one more crucial
than the preceeding 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 impesition
of capitalism. According to Marx, these laws of
snclal evdlution will initiate the sociallstic system.
The change in the ec&nomic systems is fatalistilcy
but it was counter~balanced by a strong revolution-
ary will. Concerning these methods of Marx, Nirkup
writes, " on both sides we see over-statement. The
most prominent feature of his teaching, however, in

|
|
{
|
!
. % this reference, is the .excesslve stress which he lays
1 on the virtues and possibilities of the revolutionary
| i

method of action., The evolution he contemplates is i

- h! = o T mmem =z = J— -
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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 tc be visible throughout

his 1ife. According to his latest teaching, a great !

revolutionary catastrophe is to close the capitalistic
era." "The conclusion is logically drawn that Marx
taugh%.there were the evolutionary and revolutionary
methods to usher in the socialistic order.

Some of the leaders in socialism have not heen
contented with the methods taught by Karl Marx. They
are aware of the scrious objecticns to the use of
force. FFurthermore, they doubt its efficacy. And
consequently, they have pfomulgated more peaceful
and more gradual methods. These are lahelled by
Harry W. Laidler as the "Tactics of moderate socialist:

Thesc tactics consist in the organizing of trade
and industrial unions into working-men's cooperatives.
On the political aspect, the cosialists would ally i
themselves with the international socialists and labor
movements, and work continually for the success of the>
political movement of tlic worxcrs. 'Socialists in

v

office should strive to give the workers more power

H

— et

1, History of Socialism, p. 159 = 160,
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legislature should educate the people in principles of
socialism and at the same time beware of concentrating
their efforts upon a merc local feform. The workers
should continue their struggle at the ballot box for
the control of the mashinery of the govermment, until
their aims are acheived. The workers should teach
the valuec of a general strike and other legitimate
mass wmovements for political anil social ends, when
these movements are properly planncd and timeds The
gencral tactics of the "moderate sociallsis" as ro-
lated to forcc is summed up by Laidl~r when he says,
"The plan of thc moderates does not involve a resort
to violence, although contemplating the use of the
political and cmonomic pressure. The majority of the
moderates look in the question of violence as
expediopcy ani argue from the standpoint of permanent
irtcrests of the working=class, concentration on
political and economiic action and on general
educational propaganda will bring the best results.”
These two methods are different in three aspei%s;
first, the Marxian method resorts to violence, while
the moderate socialists resort to political and
economic pressurej second, the Marxian method is

cataclysmic, while the moderate socialist's method

1, Socialism in Thought and Action, P. 1686.
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is evolutionary j thirg, the Marxian method lays no
stress on the role of the individual in the initiating
the new regime, while moderate socialists depend upon
the offorts exerted by its leaders in polities, social
service and eccnomics,

On account of this dispute as to methods to be
employed in the ushering in the socialistic regime, the
method which will be used 'in different nations depends

upon the socialistic leaders, In one nation, the

Marxian method will be tried, while in another nation
the moderate socialisvic method will be tried. The one
that is the most effective will eventually become the
mnothiod adopted by all the soclalists.

Consider the methods of socialism as a unit; the
chief criticism urged against them is abstractness
and arbritrariness, If the Marxian melthod pf revolus
tion was criticised by itself, the use of violence
is sufficicnt 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 arhritraringss-is manifested
in the assumption that all nations and their civils
izations can be treated with *he same proscription,

As the methods of the pre~exilic prophets will,



Human
instru-
mental-
ity.

J3

i1 the gradual wethod anl iLe cataclysmic method with

the socialistic methods,

The lMcthods of the Pre—~exilic Prophets.

4o the preexilic prophcts there were two forces
which bring to pass the immediate social program and
the social idecal state., These two forces were :
human agenciesﬂﬁd vine agencies. They coopcratel,

«ithr the heavier responsibility upon the divine agency,
in initiating the new ethical and religious order.

The duty o tle individual and 2 cormunity of

individuals was to repent of their transgressions gnd

to obey the ideal of social justice. Hosea reiterates

this duty. He says, " Sow to yourseclves in righteous=
ness, reap in merecy; breal up your fallow ground: for
it is time to seek the Lord, till he cowe and rain his
righteousness upon you." Tn this connection, listen

to the wighty voice o%.the prophet Amos, " let judgmenty
run down as waters, and righteousness as a mighty
stream." The same message of moral regeneration and
sociai.justioe is heralded by Isaiah, sdicah, Jeremiah,
and Ezekiel, The prophets were unanimous in their
opinion that the realization of the immédiate 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 »H, 24
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! into it." The effect that the intervention by God

|
| atate 1s told by Ezekiel. He declares that " a new
|
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individuals and groups of individuals. :

However, the primary agent in the attainment of “

the new social regime was the Divine Personality. God

was to usher in the ethical-religious state., This i
| ideal of a soclial state was to be preceded by the .
. " Day of Yaweh " which was a day of moral judgment for |
all the nations. The messianic kingdom was to begin

* by the intervention of God in a cataclysmic event. God

Cxt ]

wvould bring the é&ternal order into the time order.
! Isiah forcefully states the intervention of God in
{

these words, " and it shall come to pass in the lasi

i gdays, that the mountain of the Lord's house shall be

established in the top of the mountains, and sliall be

exalted above the hills; and all nations shall flow

: 1, i
f will have on thec individual through this social ideal

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

i .
t 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.
inst&tutions and human personalities, but he will also

f transform nature. " And in that day will I make a

| covenant for them with the beasts of the field, and

1
~

with the fowls of heaveh, and with the creeping thingslI

1, Isaikh 2, 2 I
2, " 35, 26
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The com-~
parison |
of

methods
used by
the

soclal~ |
istic ‘
prophet.s]
and pres}
exilic
prophetsp

éf the ground; and I will break the bow and the swor
and tﬁ‘battle out of earth, and will make -them to

lie down safely." The heart of the profound convicthfl
ion of the proéﬂéts 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."ﬁ
2a

As the methods of the soclalists is compared with

the methods of the 01d Testament prophets, the former |

employs a politicalzeconomic methoed; while the latter !

¥

employs a ethico-religious method. This harmonizes

with the two different proposed new social orders.

One is to be a statc in which the poiitical and ;
economic aspects of human nature are d;awn 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 bfqgéém, us;W the

un just 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

violences The former, d4id net have a large place lor

the individual in the realization of thé new social-~ i

gconcriie system., The eRception is the moderate

socialists, who relied on individual and group action

I

1
2,

Hosea 2. 18

A.C.Welch, The Religion of Israel Undcr the Kings

dom, P. 184, (Religious Teaching of 0ld Testament
by Knudson, p. 369.)

]
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gb dlevelop the initial stops tc the new order; while
the latter declared the new social program depended
upon the good -will of persons. Oin the whadle, there
was greater responsibility upon the individual in the
01d Testament prophetic program-than the socialistic
program,

The faith of the modern socialistic prophets in
the final realizaiion 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. Host 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 preves to be
an effective working belief, The firm convistion

that ninety million our of every hundred million of
persons belcong in the proletariat class, and, if these
millions are organized , it is absurd to imagine that
they could not control the produciion and distribution
of the world, The main objections to their hope in

the final acheivement of the new social-economic

system are fundamental criticisms of the entire socialx

istic program. Thesc are : first, the failure to



e I A R o T R i i T R S —

T et

physical cahsalityx. As a result thie phenomenal causalil
has been taken for the met@physical causality which
gives soclety all the weakness of a materialistic
philospbhy. One of the woeful tragedies through the

. growth of the socialistic movement has been its
eﬁphasis upon matcrialism with its conception of human
values. Second, the inherent laws of sccial evolution
have not brought the crisis after erisis and the panic
after panic that Karl Marx had predicted. Furthermore,
his prediction that the middle class in society would
disappear and there would only be the proletariat and
the bouréeoise remaining is refuted by the incrcasing
numbers in the middleé class.

3 The basls of the faith of the socialistic prophets
in the realization of their néw social ordcer 1s to be

contrasted with the basis of the faith in the attain-

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

movement more of an emphasis upon thc higher aspects

|  of human nature. It stressed the human traits that
were akin to the divine.
Tach basis has proven to be a great dynamic to

i  bring into realization its new soclal-economic systcm.

Even though the basis of the sociallsts is
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.fringes on the religious dynamic that the prophets P
f
I
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materialistic, there is a certain sense in which it iy

possessed. This is caused by the feeling of depend=
ence that arises through the stress on the inevitable= |
ness in the mystie potent powers of the inherent laws

of social evolution.

The feeling of dependence 1s one of the character=
istic elements in religion. This touch of a religlous
trait adds to the effectivoness of the dynamic of the
socialistic method: No question can be raised to the
pover of the sociallstic organization in the weorld or
the power of the preexiliec prophetic passion,

The Ethics 0f The Socialists And 0l1d

Testament Prophets,

The socialistic system and the 0ld Tcstament
prophetic ideal state and the method hy which each is
initiated in society have certain ethical and religious

implications and principles. These will be discussed

<11 the order mentioned.

The Lthics of the Socialistgl

One of the fundamental ~rucial questions in any |
system of ethics is the goal of life and the goal of
society., According to the scolalists,the goal is g

happinesse. It is not the happihess of 1solated




inaividual dissociated with the social orgarism ¢ but
the happiness of an individual related in the social u
. organism, F¥rthermore, the happiness of only an
individual or a small class of individuals is con~
sidcred but the happiness of all the members of
organic socicty., This.standard is given by Bax. He
says, " at last with the dawn of a new economic era,
the era of social production for sccial uses, we shall
have also the dawn of a new Wthic, and Ethic whose
ideal is neither personal Iroliness, nor personal

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
seconda%} place of personal happiness. Becbel comes to
our assistance and clarifies it, " This antagonism of
interests is removed in socialistic soclety. Dach
unfolds his facultics in his own interest, and, bhy so
doing, simultaneously benefits the commonwealiesoecess
The gratification of the ego and the promotion of the
commonweal, harmonize, they supplement each other."
From these statements of the ailm of sociely makesg‘
personal happiness and social happiness are mmtually
inclusive. Happiness, which consists largely in the
.‘ satisfaction of economic wants, is the goal of 1life.

1. Dthics of Socialism, p. 28.
2, Womam, p. 280,
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l The first objection that arises to the goal of
B rd

sdclalists 1s the definition of happiness. More

== 5 R s

emphasis*needs to be given Lo the aesthetie, the morall
¢

and the. religious aspects of huwan nature. The

T IR TR L S, 2

economic aspect must be held down to its respective

e ]

place in the scale of values. The second objection

is caused by the extreme radical transformation in the

i

deslires of inflividuals. These persons who compose theh
|

nev socliallstic soclety are abstract and are only

i
distant relatives of the prescnt members of society,

Human nature as it actually exists in this particular

city of a concrete state is not adapted to the changes
'

proposed with the ushering in of the perfect institusx

tions. Furthermore, in an abvious impersonal physical |
world with obvious imperfect in@ividuals, society willg

never attain a stage of development in the near future

when the pereonal happiness will be identical with

social happiness. The third objection is, happiness

for self or society can never be aimed at, If it is,

it 19 elusive and is not redlized. The goal for the

individual to seeck for himself and for society is to

strive for beauty, truth, goodness and God.

[
.. Ethicsg In the acheivement of personal and social .
of thd
ndivides happiness,the most important factor is the ethics of

ual.

';
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the i1ndividual, t
This is 1limited by the soclalists to the relation :

.' | bhetween man and man. Morality is the result of the

interaction between two persons. "Ithics and morality

are tha expressiun of conceptions that regulate the

relations of man to man and their mutual conduct." .
L 1 . .
] "1t is not individual human conduct that falls within

the sphere of ethics.......s To be ethical or unethica}
human actions must have some bearing on beings other i
than the actor himself; they must he tested hy social |
effects, A numher of authorities extend the operation

of ethics to conduct towards oneself and one's fellows
men; Philoaophers of the theological school include

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

Spehcer at the head, classify ethical conduct as con-

duct towards self, offspring and race. But on closer

e, T

examination, it will be found that the addition of all
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 wellﬁ

1
— being of his fellow-men or the human race." These

@ 2
>
.

assertions clearly indicate the conception that |
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1. “'Oman by Bebelo p. 3241‘ L]
2, Socialism in Theory and Practice, by Hillquit, !

pp. 37 = 38.
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socialists have given to individual ethics. y
i
‘ I Undoubtedly, this is a large phase of the sthical

. 1life, and it cannot be oversstressed; however, the

inadequacy of that conception is inherent within its

conseption. The ethiecs ol the relation of an individuaj

S

to himself is prercquisite to the morality bearing !
|

person cannot be responsible for ant other person as ﬁ

i for himself. The uniqueness of relation causes him to |

upon society. Human nature is so constituted that a

i be peculiarly responsible, Each individual must be a
noral object for himself, an object of the greatest

value in the moral systemj for he is not simply a l
specific person but he 1s the bearer of the ideal of !
humanity. Dach individual must- have a sacredness for

; |
his own personality, and this begets sacredness for }
{

other personalities.

|
4

i Each person is peculiarply capable of understand= ¢
i' [}
inl&directing himself and on account of thkse, his |
f

» ethical responsibility is the greatest concerning his i

[ own moral personality. By the lessons that he learns
through his moral relation to himselfj he 1s capable of
' developing this ideal of humanity in his relation with
other persons; and therefore, in the light of these

statements, social ethics is bullt upon the foundation

S —
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Parthermore, morality cannot be confinedl to the
individual in his relation to himself and to é6thers,
but it must include the whole life as a unit. The
nature of 1life is such that it requires an organization
of all the values. This is the function of marality,
It is the total 1lifc of value. From this viewpoint,
morality would include tinc uoralization of one's
relation vo Cod. Thesc weighty ebhjections to the
compirehensiveness of the socialistic conception of the
ethics of individual,present a serious handicap to its
comy leteness.,

Still another aspect of the ethics of the in-
dividual is manifested in the practical expressiohs 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 hiz.portion
of the natural resources, the right to toll only 8 few
hours cach 4day, the right to all the earnings of pros
duction, the right to have a voice in thce management
of the industries, the right of most sanitary and the
lrast dangerous environment to work and liwe in, the
right of freedom of the press,and the right of freedom
of spcech are some of the rights that the socialists

stress, in their denounciation of the existing socialsx
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argnomic system, and their constructive pregram. As a
result, the luties of the individual are completely
subordinatcd to his rights. Fersons develop a dis=
torted philosophy of life. They become absolutely
dependent on society for the realization of their owm
personalities- The utter impossibility of the
acheivement of these numerous rights of individuals is
self-evident when each individual has his mind centered
upon his rights. Duties and rights are inseparable;
one alwa&s implies the other. Emphasis on duties 18
the only method by which the rights of all inlividuals
iay be attained. Emphasis on the ‘dutiss siresses the
truth that personal development becomes actual when
an individual manifests his duties to himself, society
and God. Dutics and rights are wedded ; they are one.
Nne of the outstanding Tactors in tne ethics of
gocialism is the moralization of industry. This is
tersely stated by Xirkup. He says, " the socialistic
conception of ethics....... is an ideal which is many
siled anl far-reaching. I such an ideal coulill only
e partially realized it would mark a wonderful
aavance in the history of mankind. Let us consiler
gore of its aspeécts. Socialism involves a special

condemnation of two great moral heresies, .csescecsee



It 1s opposed, Tirst, to the notion ithat over an
immense area of action the commercial relation
exhausts the range of duty and responsibility. It
has grown to be one of tune commonest heliefs that
economics and industry have laws of their own which
are not regulated by moral principlej.cscececessesscas
In direct opppsition to all of this, socia?ism main-
tains that industrial operations should be made sub-
servient to human 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 less ppposed to another kindred
heresy, which is almost equally prevalent, that a
human being may be degraded into an instrument or
coumodity. This position of degradation 15 precisely
th= lot of majority of wen and women in the present
industrial order..ccccceeccsevocecesescstrsceassccanss
Csecssssasssrcsssaccrsesnsesstssscssccnnsssascses.While
socialism has nothing novel to suggest, it certainly
present morality in a new light, and wibh regard to
the more positive aspects of ethical theory, it gives
fresh illustration to th? highest and best teaching
in the world..¢ses... It recognizes that the ildeal of

human conlduct is the service of man."
1.

1. An Inquiry Into Sociulism.pp. 145H5=149,
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This ethicalization of industry would have a
transforming influence on thé family, especially of
the poorer classes."It aims a6 putting the farily on a
more stable basis." The wife and mother in the home
would not bhe forcﬁ& to leave her place of eminent
domain in ord-r to secure the bare neeessities of lifed
The children in the home would not be stunted and
dwarfed by labor, Unquestionably, from the economic
standpoint, socialism will elevate the family
institution.

In the standard of etlhiics for the individual, an
ideal of attitude and action towards his felloyw-men is
maintaincd, It is coumonly called the brotherhood of
maﬁ. This ideal is Tound in socialism, for they pro-
claim the universal brotherhood ol wman, thec love of a
man for a man, irrespective of race, country, and
religion. They have taught with success that the works
ing-men of Jdifferent nations have comion intcrests and
have organized them with a view to promote their
interests. It has, also broadened their intellectual :
vision and moral sympathies by the promotion of the
common interests. On the other hand, the class

sviLggle has nurtured hatred and contefipt for persons

of large wealth, irrespective whether they employed it

1, Pemocratic Christianity by Frarncis J. McConnell,
p. 50,
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for further production or merely for consuumption;

One of.the methods by which the spirit of brother-=
hood is developed, is the International which is a
congress that assembles frequently fo aid the progress
of socialism, In 191__ the Congress met in Copenhagen
with 896 delegatcs sho are of tweuty=six nationalities,
Upon the question of world peace, 3farg lcclares,
"?eace congressas between naiions mark a big step ons
ward in the aAvelution of mankind to a niglicr ethical
state, But the really effective peace congresses, out
of which procecd invincible faith in th» peace ileal,
spring from and represent not governments but peoples.
esssesssse The representatives of the workers, in their
international Socialist Congress not only ieclared
unequivocally against all war, but also pledged them=
sclves to the promotion of such a feeling of solidarity
among the workers of the world as would make wap an
impossibility;"

In the s;éialistic stress on world peace, they
have tabooed national boundaries and the national
spirits as thc great enemies to tlie progress of the
brotherhood of man, The argument against national
boundaries was the prnletariat did not own any of the

land, therefore they had no country. " The working wmen

1, fuc¢ Spiritual Significance of Modern Socialism,
ppo 38 “39 2

I
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have no couniry. We cannot take from thea vhat they

have not got. " The argument against spirit of 1
1, }

nationalism is, the state is ruled by the capitalists '’
~ t

and to their interests, Nationalism protects the '
interests of the capitalistsy "For the socialist, the&
frontier docs not exist; for him the love of country

as such, is no nobler sentiment than love of class." |
9 by

i

This conception of nationalism as antithetical to
internationalism migses the mark, Tor the latter is
developed through the extension of the national \
sentiment. ;
In the first place, thec socialists ignore the

essential aspect of a nation. They fail to realize that

e =

"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 @ontinaity of
existences$ in the highest degree; a long past which
gives a large perspcctive of past history, involving
the history of self=sacriflicing efforts and many
heroic actions; and the prospect of an indefinitely
prolonged future, with the possibility of continued
prégress and development of every Rind, and therefore

some security for the perpetuation of the results

3.

acheived by individual efforts."- In the second place, |
f
H

E A~ — = g =

1, Communist Manifesto, part II. f
2., Religion of Socialism by Bax, p. 126
3. Group Mind by McDougall, p. 247,
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the mpirit of intcrnational brotherhood is developed
through the extension of the national ideal. " The .

nation, as an object of sentiment, includes all smallen

e N
.

groups with in 1t; and, when the nation is regarded
from the enlightened point of view, the scntiment for
it naturally comes to include one great system all
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 t;!
and incorporated in it, so the national sentiment is
not incompatible with still more widely inclusive
group of sentiments.... And, while loyalty to humanitf
as a whole is a nohle ideal, it is one which can only
be realized through a further step of that process of
extension of patriotism itself is the culminatinon at y
present for the great mass of civilized mankindi" ]
The contribution that soclalism makes to %ﬁe '
ideal of hrotherhood of man,in my estimation , is the I
extension of this ideal to include the working=men of

different nations who have orgaunized common interest.

In the socialistic conception of the goal of

human life, ethics of the individual, and ideal of

|
brotherhood of man, a general principle underlies them.]|

N 1‘
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1, Ibid. pp. 247-248,
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This doctrine off ethical relativity has "

e

all morallty.
been produced by three main groups of the socialistic
theory; namely, philospphical materialism, economic
determinismynand modern science which has revealed

through anthropology tﬁe vast differences in standards |

|
i

of right and wrong that have cxisted and are practiced.}
This doctrine of éthical relativity is boldly:
declared by Karl Marx and modern socialistic prophetsa
Marx proclaims "law, morality, religions are to him,
(proletariat) so many bourgeoisie prejudices, hehind
which lurks in the awbush so many bourgeoisie interests{"
The changcableness of the moral code is streesed by Y

Bebel. He says: "As cach social stage of human
development has its own conditions of production, so }

likewise has each its code of morals, which is bhut a i

reflection of the soecial condition. That is moral :

which is usage, and that in turn is usage which i

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

of a given period.”
2,

"For it must never be forgotten that idea of righti

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

fluld, changing with the changes in our modes of pro-

ducing food,

clothes,

and

shelter., Morality variles notr

e mmm e e s m—— —— i = e - o e e ar e e A e m e =
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1. Manifesto of Communist
2, Woman Under Socialism,

New York,

1904, p.

16,

Party
Translated by Daniel de Leon,

-
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! only with time but with the social attitude."
: 1,
The same changeability of worality is. proclaimed

§

R ST :4::‘_:..- L SRTTRET.
i

:. by Kautsky: " What is spccifically human in morality, |

i
i the moral codes is subject to continual change. This

" does not prove, all the same, thiat a class or a social

I
. Eroup cannot be ilumoral; 1t proves siwply that so far |

i as the moral standards are concerned, there is just as

little an absolute morality as an absolute immorality. T

i 2. ]
! The evidence for the doctrine of moral diversity

is to be found cverywhere, in the different nations,

in the different civilizations, in different climates, |

!1
in the same nation with the same eivilization, and in |

i
famlly group."No man can quite take another’s place or1
live another’s 1life." This evidence cannot be refuted%
however relativitysgé confined to the application of !
general principles to concrete persons in concrete :

s
circumstances, I

Thus the fallacy of the socialist's doctrine of

! ethical relativity lies in the assumption that moral

| diversity 1s inconsistent with unity of attitude.=== .
Here, again, the cause of this basis weakness of

morality is the failurc of the socialists to recognize

human nature, has certain innate traits that are not ;

| manufactured by the social institutions.~- No harmony

- memmmh - can be found-in .the moral. codcs that men have .
1, Socialism:Positive, and Negative. Chicago 1907, pp.59
| 2, RBthics and the Materialistiec Conception of Hietory.
‘ Translated by John, B. Askew. Chicago 1907.pp.192. !
3. Moral Values and the Idea of God, by Sorley. p 143,




established. Unity can onty he found in the principled

of action. These principles are as follows: first,
the categorical imperative, the feeling of obligation
to perform what is right instead ¢f the act which is
wropg with the inseparable duties,is common to all
mankind, irrespective of development, race, and
religion, The diffcrenttonly lies in the legree that
the feeling of obligation is extended which has many
great variations, TLis idca nf ohligation cannot be
traced to anything simpler. It is a necessary con-
seQUehce'of free inbeilegencey and is given in
expcrience 1tself., Secondly, a measure of agreement
is in the férmal principles of action and to a large
extent in the virtues and their opposites. Love and
truth and justice arc coumwcnded where ever they are
known and th~ir opposites condemmced. The chiel
dilfercnces that is manifested in the application to
persons in specific cirrumstances, 1s the extent of

the application. Most variations are caused hy the

lack of extent or the extent of the formal principles

of action:; Thirdly, thec concrete ideals and ideas are
not given, but thc general direction in which the ideaL
lies is usually discernible., Not only the direction

but the source of the ideal is vaguely intimated.
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In view of these facts of the moral naturc of
man, the basins principle of socialistic ethics is
. woefully inadequate and incomplete.

Having explained and criticized the ethics of
soriawlism, I shall now explain and criticize the
ethics of the Hchrew Prophets under the same divisionsy
I recognize that there is no systematized ethics u:

Lie propiiets viieh is discussed under the topics, but

vne beginnings of these are present.

The RBthics of the debrew Prophets.

The The goal which the lebrew prophets declared as
ultimate .

aim of thr ideal for the individual and the state, is clearly
man.

anu cmphatically stated by ilicah, "He hath shewed,
U man, what is goou; and what doth the Lord require of
thee, but to do justly, and to lovc mercy, an' to walk
humbly with thy God." Other similar announciations

-*

are given in the prophetic writingg. "The fundamental
conviection of the proﬁhets, which Eistinguisbed them
from the ordinary.religious life of their day, was the
convigticn thint God demands righteousness and demands
nothing hut righteousncss," Concisely stated, the
liebrew prophets assertedsihat the summun bonuis of life

. was to seek justice, kindness, and God,

1, 8.%

2, Amos 5,25; Hosea 6,63 Ysa. 1.,17; Jer. 7.4~8

1., Christianity and the Soclal Trisis by
Rauschenbusche. p. 4.
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This unique conception of the purpose of life
that thc Hebrew prophets have urged upon humanity,
reflects discredit on Professor Louis Tallis' inters
pretation of the tecachings of Amos and Micah, He
declares: "they are the outcries of two very bex
wildered countrymen, protcsting in thc name of their
ancestral delty against conditions and practices that
bear hard on the social class frow which Amos and Micah
sprang, The prejudice 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 maintain;

Aéas was a farmer, To be more exact, he was a shex
perd and a "dresser of sycamore trees" (1.13 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 environuents in the Mast were quite
different from what they are with ts. "Amnng the
Hebrews, knowledge and oratory were nnt affairs of
professional education, or dAependent for their cul-
tivation upon wealth and social status, The sum of
book-dearning was smail; men of all ranks mingled with
the Oriental freedom which is foreign to gup habhits;

sli . 4 observation, a menmory retentive of traditional

1. Sociological Study of the Biblc. p.1672.
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lore, and the faculty of original ohservation took
the placc of lahorious study as the ground of
acknowledged preeuinence." According to this
statewent of W. Rohertso:.Smith, there would not be
a marked difference between Amos' outlook on life and
the outlook of his friends who lived in the city.
Again, Professor Wallis' .interpretation of Amos'
and Viicak's tcachings does not comport with the other
teachings of these two prophets, It was Amos that
first kave Israel a practical monotheism. He first
moralized the "Day of Yaweh"; hitherto, it had been a
day 6f '‘dodwt Tor htl heathen mations, he declares that
it is a day of judgment even for Israel. He Tirst
ethic%aized Israel's election by Yé%eh; the belief
in divine care was transformed into a moral
opportunity. Mhicah gave us the highest conception of
prophecy, for the prophets arc possessed with a power-
ful moral comviction,' "I am full of powcr," says
*jcah, "by the spirit of the Lord, and of judgment,
and of mipht, to declare unto Jacob his transgression,
and to Israel his siQ;“ He also stressed the inwards

ness of religion, Again in 6.8, he contributed

ts

"tlic most couprehensive statement of the cthical

teaching of the prophegf."

1. DBeacon Lights of Prophiccy by A. C. Knuison, P. 84.

2, 3: ¥

q:e.s'r

4, ious Toaohlng of the 0ld Testament hy A. C.
\nuﬁgon, P
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sien who hau made very great and farsreaching
ethical and religious contributions to humanity, had
overcome their petty class*consciousnesss They were
measuring valucs in terms of social justice, irrespcct-—!
ive of classes. The frequent lenounciation of the rich
by Amos na sdecah is explained, for th: encrmous
injusiices are unviual an' attracts ones attention,
They also beleived the persons of wealth had grave
responsibility to society.

In view of thi=se unique contributions to prophecy
an? che clavificatior of hhe over=zemphasis of thc
iniquities of the rich, Irofessor Louis Walils?
crtiicism of Amos?! and Micah's teachings cannot be
maintained, Therefore, the writings indicate the pura
pose of l1life according to the Hebrew prophets was to
strive for righteousness, mercy, and God,

although the ultimate goal of man is not systematas
ized and organized as in the ethies 6f socialism,
nevertneless, ti~re 13 1 glimnpse at the goal which was
conpletely revealed by Christ,

In the prophetic goal of hmman 1life, what function
does the ethies of the indiviidual ir the realization of
t.ae aim ? The Hebrews do nnt have speoulativg minds,

and furthermore, in this early period o" et.dical’
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development, confusion reigned as much as in actual
practicc; und thus sprouting sceds of individual ethic'q
can only be discernikle, -

Until recently, the 011 Testament scholars unave
declared thot the individual wns submerged in the
family, city, anu racial solidarity, The individual
nad value in his relation to these Jdifferent groups
and that was the enl of it. Such scholars as A, C.
weleb, J. . Poris “mith, anl Albert C. EKnudscn, refutd
this acrepied doctrine of individualism. They proclaid
that inldivilualisr actually " co=existe:dl with various
ideas un’ custome imyplying the roral colilarity of
the family and nation." However speculative inuivi luals
isy {iu not arise un%gl the time of Jeremiah and
Tzekiel, They saw the antithesis between a coherent
individualism an?! the current ideas of group solid-
aritye.

Jeremiah propnegied the ethics of the individual
in 1is relation to himself and the gronp; "iveryone
shall die for his own inianity: every r.an that ~ateth

tne sour grape, hi *:eth shall he set on edge.”
o

@learer inferences are in the “ritings of Tzekiel.
One of these is " the soul thiu sinneth it shall dif"?

and inlividual is held re ponsible for every act that

1, Tite Religious Teaching of the 011 Testament by
Albert 2. 1 '4ason, p. 341,

2, Jcremiah 31: 79.

7. Eze. diel 18,4,
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he performs in a moral universe. This lmplies the’
acts of the individual in relation to himseclf are withs
in the field o” morality. The two otlhier declarations
ol Rzckiel that indirecctly touch on the moralitv of th;
inlividual are ¢ "I wrought Tor my mane's sake ”; and |
"for wine holy name's sake"., The profound ethical
prinriple of respect for E;e’s self underlies these
two remarkable parts of verses, This sclf respect
helonged to God. The prophet attributed this moral i

trait to the God of the moral universe. It is a mere

truism thal man's ideal of humanity reflects on his )

conception of Goll, likewise man's conception of God
influcnces man's conception of his ideal of humanity. ﬂ
Un-loubtedly in the course of time, moral principle of
res ecting the ideal humanity in one's seld was
recognized,

flaving consgidered the ethics of the 1life of the
indiviaual which had no direect becaring upon other
perschs, I shall noy consider the ideal whir~h existed
to cantrol the indiviluval's relation to his fellow—men;
The ideal tnat a persch should uwave the same attitude
an:: the same comduct to another person, as he would
desire te have is present in the early stages of human®

historye The only advance haz hecen in the stanaaru of

= ::‘J:‘ ==conduct. -and- the—eztbenaion.c -r—'—-"‘i?&-—-—"'—wl s %‘“*“" ti j':-' g-lyrq-é
= L
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1, Nzetiel 2N, 93 76.72. !
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a larger group of persons, Likewise the Hebrew prophet%
i

1 proclaimed such standards of condu~t which would !
i 4

1 practically demand the trecatment of any Hebrew as his
hrother. They tabooed human slavery among their own
race. This was arn advanced step to the ideal of brotnéf—

t hood of man, The prophets were men wiu were dependent

upon the previous revelation of dod and men who hrelong=

| ed tc their ovn age. And consequently, the ideas of

i brotherhood was not expressed in a fewer number of

. hours of 1101, higher wages, a s®fkitary and comparas

s tively saf'e place of amployment, and restriction of é.
4

child labor, ani 2qual suffrage; I+ srile of the Factj
4 that their prdéphetic teachings were o1 « loftier plane

|
|

E

than tlhie teachings of any other group of prophets ofl

conterporary nations, they were inevitablv interwoven |
1
with their own tines which gas ru.lined Lo imperfect i

o
i

!
ilowever, tl~ Hebrew prophels did attempt to includ

standirds and tn their own halion, or ruaces.

¥

the gentiles as their neighhors, Jeremiah had personal
experiences which created a friendly attitude towards

the foreigners, VWhen Jerusalem was captured by the
1,
Babylonians, they not oniy spared him but gave him
0
i  unusual consideration. He firmly beleived that the

"waweh's commission was to destroy lhis nation."As for

e il

N 1. 18,‘1{‘:.; 39. lll.‘. .

|
Ii
b
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the sJurrounaing peoples, he could not help sceing that
t ey, like Judah, must go lovn heFore Nebuchadmezuzar,
but h~ makes no specific charges against them an vE
manifests no pleasure in the prediction of tneir downs
fall,"

1

Ezekiel had enlarged his dlominion of th~ hrothers
hond of man, for his writings denote a echanged attitudéd
towards tlhie Gentiles, 4in spite of 1is ohjection of
the employwent of ta in the ~o0~1 of thas templg, and
in spite of his hostile ‘enounciations o” ih gc;tile
rations, he 1ad a frienily acttiitude tovards them. The
explanation of his denounciations of the foreigners
is his firm convidtion that they had maltreated Israely
not becuuse lay were aliens, hzekiel, sirongly as he
objected to the employment of forelgners gbout the
temple, dil not propose to hanish the sojourners among
tha Jews from th> ccuntry, JIndeced, h» makes wore livey
provision fur thewm than any predecessors, In 42,°17f,
he 'irects that, when tha land is relivided, the
so jowmers wio have livel long erough among th= Jews
to beget childrens= he s=ems to take for granted that
tliey rill be circumcised= shall be 'as the homeahorn
among, th= children of Isvale! and receive th#ir portions

each in the tribe in which he so journs,” Zachariah
3.
1, The sthics of th: N1d Tegtawent by Mitchell, p.21°2
J remiah °F, 1F £f,
%, 44,6 T,
3. The _thiecs of th=2 N1ld Testamant by '‘dtcnell, p.°”7°
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predicts that the lays shall come when "ten man will

take holdl of the skirt of hir that is a Jew, saying,

we will go with you, fo» we have heard that Gol is with
you," Th= recognition of the #deal of universal
bro%ﬁsrhooa of man is almost attained; Lut it has the
defects of Jerusalem kecomlng +th certer of th religious
aorld anl tha Jews would he the aristoccats in the new
day. And thus there is in the prophetic t=achings
reaching out tu Bring in more persons into the domain

of brothearhood of man,

The underlying principie upon which the goal of
man, the ethies pf the individual, and social morality
depends is to be contrasted with the ethigal relativity
of the sonrialists, The most important fact with the
prophet was his religious experience.

He had unwavering convigtion in the God of this
moral universe; and consenuently, he fecrlares the
basic principle underlying all rorality i God. Ethics
is grounded and rooted in religion, |

This conceptioﬁ of tha foundation of morality
gave it a great momentum in the lives of the people,
Religion furnishes the passion and the fervor which
compel morality to he a powerful vital factor in the

1ives of nationg.

1; 8, 22U,
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The Religion of Socialism, I

I will now discuss the second aspect of
igiplication and principles invoifed in the new social~
economic order which the socialists propose to bring
into existence; that is, the religion of socialism;
Around this part of their program, there is a swvarm of
difficullies, A portion of these are caused by the
theoreticil n uctrality taken hy the socialists towards
s *1%gion. " 'The socialist Farty?!, reads Sigmim the
1 solt Tons passed at thz 10N8 convention of the
American movement, ! is primarily an econowic and
political movement, It is not concerned with matters
of religious helief:i" The still larger portion of
difficulties focuslan the differences of opinion cons
cerning the r ligious wessage of socialism: No
concensus of opinion can he ittained here; and thus I
must necessarily make two main divisions und r which
all of the various judgments can be arrangel, Thrse
are: the God of socialism and the religion of humanitys
These three contantions cone-2rning the religion of-
socidtism will be examined in the order which they haveé
heen given. ,

First, some socialists 1l=olare that socialism is

2z N

1, Yocitlism in Tiought and Action by Laidler, p. 156,



only concerned with economic an” political intarests,
Tha r~ligious interests are foreign to the movement,

Of course, they will admit that ths early l=aders of
socialism were ardently antogounistise to religion,

The modern socialists criticise the judpments of its
former leauers hy leclaring they were encroaching upon
interests wnich do not concern the main issues of their
movement? Again , they would acknorledge that atheists
are among its aggresive leaders; but they leelarc luis
is not a condsmnation of their social program anyv more
that athz2ists among the scimntists couucumed the
sceintific movament, In this contention of neutrality
of socialism in r=gard to religion, two motives might
have rendersl tnis lecision. By neutrality thes
gsncialists recignized this as a method of campaign
propanganda which would quell all possiktle adverse
eriticisms of soecialism on account of its irreligious
tone; or by n=utrality th» socialists were convincec
that religion was unrelatel to their program.

Religion, as a matter ox 'priv.te' is a method &f
relieving the socialistlic movement of adverss criticism,
Socialism i3 a political~economic movemert, but it is
more than that, lor it is a philosophy of 1life, Like
all philosophies of 1lif~, they include ans<ers either

p2ro or gon the gquestiorn of the abtitule of th= dmivarse
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dr the c-eator of th~ universa towards maﬁ.
Again, the value of parsons whiechh tihe msoeciali-ts

arsistently ass~rt must be tie determining Factor o°
judging all er~onomic procuitlon is not derived from
marlitation on th-: poiiticar rd¢ c~onoidic factors in
soriety, but thes i.+al of supr-mucy of human values is
tha result of levelom ot of the ctrical and religious
aspects of 1an's nature. uan's conseption of tr-
character of Gou nas dcciuedly molded his corception
of the human values; Socialiswm does furnish its
followers a philosophy of 1i“~ anl1 an ideal of the
sup: amacy of human values which inevitdally ovaerl:ips
+ith the inter=sts of resligion., I 2ar inclined not to
eriticise the early leaders. of soclalism for their
artagonism towards r<ligion, I adrdt their criticism
718 ovaersexaggeratad; nevertheless, tn:y sar’ clearly
that religion wis a poverful factor in the Iife of the
nation which must be dealt with in the socidlistic
program, In the actuas progress of the passion of
3ocialism, religion is not 2 matter of 'private concsrny?

second, muany staunch so6rialists ¥ =1k v= Ir a

parsonal God ~hich is antgthetical to philosophical
matergalsim., Th-y 4. ve Laiuvh in a God wit]l vlvom the

buman values ar supr-'me, God is the ~r=ator o® th

vorld and of infinite “=ings, The »urpoie of human

14



1if~, if the socialist is consistent with his new
gocial~econonle system— is happiness, This group of
sonialists have a God whos- sole aim is to produce
Lappiness anl th=* 30le im of his finite creatures is
happiness,

we naturally evpect the God whose sole purpose ig

happiness woull have created a world in which happinnds

rf

vas possible Tor hic {inite beings. The stubborn

facts of the physical univerae =éfuta the idea that
the world is adapted to happiness; The lives that are.
crushed- out by the forces of nature are daily |
refutations, Fusthermore, the physical evils of
limitations in time and space eliminate happiness as
the goal of life; Tne phyoical evil of universal f
sufféring i3 an ever present enigmay Th~ universal ﬂ
fact of udeatlh also refutess ity The physical universe "
is an unsuitable environment for the happiness of §
humanity,

Iv the gepcond' place, since the goal of buman lifca
is happiness, tha God of happiness would sur-<ly make |
a pgoal which is attainable.for all persons of pociety.l
Happiness a~cording to the socialists, Jepsnds upon “
exbarnal circumstances; and thus inevitably it will |

come into conflict with similiar happiness +of other
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persons, or the happinessg of one group will conflict
with the happiness of another group. The inters
depsndence of society and the limitations of food and
clothing necassarily brings cowpecition, .Furthermore;
the God whoc purpose is bappiness and _this purpose
for his finite creatures is happiness, has no place
for tha Great Vorld War, The cruel facts of human
1ife and society ar~ unanswerable arguments to a God
whouse primary concern is happiness,

In the third place, a God of happiness neeessaril
forcms the moral values to subsude to secondery

considrration, As I have previously stated;the love

= & a==T oEsni.
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for truth, kindness, righteousnmss, and personality 15“

more capable of baing partially realized in this
sohvious imperfect world with obvious imp-rfect
developing woral brings, Happiness is the by=product
of thess iaals inculcated into human activity, And
thus the universe is findamentally and primarily
moral. Indsed, the socialist's conception of a
personal wou whose purpose is happinens 13 untenahle
when confronted with the stern facts of 1ife,

The lust and most important iz the religion of
humanity, The large majority of socialists, either

theoretically o» practically or hoth, helieve in the
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Forship of humanity, "It is in the hope and the 1

struggle for this higher social life, ever=wyidening,

averaintensilying, whose ultimate posaihilities are

: beyond the power of language to express or thought to

L conceive, that the sociilist finds his ideal, his
religion," Socialism is called the religion of
humanitylﬁy Teter Burrows, "Granting 'the cause? of
religion to he found once for all in the cause of the
world's workers, soriilism becones with all its
dféveldpments the relipgion of humanity." Socialisim has

2.
p always developed enthusiasm, passion, and Jdevotion in

|
ﬁ its follouwers, This intanse devotion to an ideal has g
! become a religion, And consequently, I am not surprisel
" in pre=ading the following comment : "in its essence '
w socialism ds a religion; it stwnls for tha harmonious
L relating of the whols of lan; it stands for a vast and
collmctive fulfilling of the Iaw of love. A% the
socldlist movement grows, itas religious forces will

come forth from the furnace of consuming exp~rience," |
“ This religior of humanity is consistent with e
ahsolute empbasis on man's redations to mane That is
th~ only valu~ rceording to the sncialists. Condequents

1y, their passion For this ideal develops into a worshiyp

of humanity, "
I
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1, Th= Religion of 3ocinlism Dby Bax, p. 52

Q2 International Socialist Review. .iarch 1905,p, 535

3. Why I am a Socialist by Geo. D. lierron, Chicago 1900%
Pe 27,
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And tLherefore, in ;iew of soclalism, élnse
alliance with science and materialism , it 2ls0 allies ;
itself with positivistiec philosophy¥ The founder of
positvism, Auguest Comte, nroclaimed the worship of
humanity as the only religion..

The religion of humanitariarism ridicules tlie hope

of a luturej anl d:mands complete oheisance to the ddeal

of scrvice for glorious humanity, If socialists find it

necessary for an inlivilual Lo sacrifice his 1life for |

the hencfit of the nation, the individual gladly does i?
i
without ti:iouzht of reward an?! continuation of lirle.

That 1= a tremcndous sacrifice to require of its ¥

#®

|

Adgsciples. Improvemert of conlitiohs «3 is strossed hy
the religion, after all strrs6is giwven the high ideal
of sacrifice in behalf of hurmanity, the yuestion arises
is il socially nohle tn deprive tlhie penple 'rhon they
servé&%gb of the most valuahle things of life= faith in

God unl ivmortality ? In the attempt of sorlalists to

.

exalt hhmanity, they debase it, for lhey take away two nf

of the nost potent uplilfting factors in human 1l1life,
Again, thesc persons in the religion of socidlism who
levote their cnergies anl training to secial scrvice
needl a dynamic to propel them. Txp-ricnce shows there |

are a Tew individuals -rith exceptional goodness who 1o
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ot require this séimulii, hut the average wnrker*does#
especially he influences the persons with whom-he )
associates. The worship of Goi can supply this dvnamid.

Secondly, the religion of Y“umanitarianism fails
to adapt 1tself te human nature, M2n 1lesires more thar
Yread ar' clotling; he has deepnr ‘tesires which must
also be satisfied. If a wap understanls himsell he
Acsires aesthetics, intelligence and God. In the Tinal
analyéis all lesircs are seeking Gols

Thigdl&, thie religion of hwnanity %ins not future.
The possihilities of limited time are révealed hy
sceinre., The goal of society according to the religion
off humamity= if it #s consistents is complete des=
tru~tion of Sodicty. And §hus the goal of the new
social=cerromic system o the socialists would te an
abyss of nothingness. Such a goal propogates
pessimism,

Pourthly, the relig*on of humanity fails to
enrich 1life as it should. According to a sociilistj
every aet of an individual would be an act of good>
will towards societv., The act is respencte’ solely of i
ité relatior to the sommunity. Now deeper significanc$
is given to scrvice, if it is not considered only as

an act of serviee te man but also an anrt of co-opcratign

with God,
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Thus the religion of humanity whi-h iz pro-

claimed by the majority of the socialists i3 confronted
b

with severdl =weighty and fmans.erable ob jectinns.
This along with the religion of a pcrsonal God of
the soecialist, are rejected as a fundamental oriticism)

of the soecialistic tcachingsi:

The Religion of thc Hehrew Propliets.

In my dis~susainsm of religinus trachings of the
Hebrew prophets, I shall confine my tl.ought to topiecs

gimiliar to those that arc precsernt ir the religion of

sorlinlisti, |

The God of the Hebrew prophets was ri#ghtedus, The
universe which lie created was oné in whieh moral
purpgses could be acheived; God created finmite beings
whose sole purposc was to Lkeep in intimate fellow—
ship with him, and perform kind and righteous deeds

in socicty, God himself was a rightecous person and

demanded ripghteousness from all individuals and nationf.

[t
The Hebrew prophets insisted on righteousness as the

one essential element in truc worship of Yaweh,
Rightedusness was conrcived by th~ prophets as hoth
objeetive and subjective, both social and individual.
some laid stres on one aspect, and snme on another,

hut all agreed ir their coneeption of the essential
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nature of righteousness, Il meant social justice,
; is s.cwnt personal purity, it meant a clean heart as
- well as right comluct. Amos emphasizes social
" justice, and tais is also prominent in Isaial.
et jusiice®, says Awos, "Roll down as waters, and
t  yripghteousness as a mighty strecam," "Seck justice?,
1,

b says Isaiah,"rcliceve the oppressed, judge the fatherw

less, plead "o “hie widow," Hosea comiemns moral evil

b 2.

l in gencrel, Lut diwells with special emphasis on
I
H personal puriiy. Jerciciali stresses the subjentive

g side of righteousness, "Break up", h~ says," your

fallow ground, and sow nol among thorns. Circumcise

yoursclves to Jehovah, aod tvake away thiec foreskins of

vour heart," "This is the covenant that I will make '
«itih the house of Israel after thoss days, ~aith

Jehovahs T 7ill put wy law in their inward pa-tis, 4
and in their beart will I write iv." This ddea is ;
alsn cxpressed by lkzekiel. "A newsﬁeart also," ac F
repeesents Yarch as saying, " witl I give you, and a
new spirit will I put within you; wnl I will take f

# away the stony heart out of your flesh, anil T will

h  give you a heart of fleshb."
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