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our eighty million stars now visible by 
telescope, plenty of lacunae still remain. 
Our scientific world revels in data but of­
fers still ample chance for progress. The 
vast dark lacuna in the belt of Orion, which 
is the astronomer's broadest window into the 
invisible, which yet defies our strongest 
lenses, is symbolic of the challenge to 
modern scholarship to develop, through dynam­
ic research a logical, consistent basis,making 
truth powerful for progress. Research which 
has this motive back of it need not be dis­
counted as lacking that detachment and disin­
terestedness which is favorable to the unbi­
ased evaluation of facts, provided it avoids 
the shoals of mere enthusiasm and the rocks 
of partisanship. 

The writer confesses that he recognizes 
the difficulty of undertaking a task involving 
this third step in research. He has on his mind 
a phase of the problem of human progress which 
transcends any merely accumulative process of 
handling physical facts,-though it must begin 
with that. Unless it can be made dy·namic, by 
skilful appeal to the spiritual forces involv-
ed in human nature and human society, our def­
inite problem will not be met. The difficulty re­
ferred to, is not the risk of criticism, but the 
difficulty of handiing in the scientific spirit 
data which are largely .intangibles and invis­
ibles. It is necessary to take issue at once 
with the idea that only the physical data of 
sense · perception can be admitted to the bar of 
scholarship as genuine data for research. 
Ideas are as normative as the foot-pounds and 
as dynamic as the electrons of physics; and 
ideals, though invisible, in the humble judg-
ment of the writer are the most powerful of 
all conceivable forces. Concepts, therefore, 
as well as percepts will be regarded as legiti­
mate material for investigation in our study. 
Otherwise we should deny the validity of any­
thing beyond the physical, ("meta-physics") and 
eliminate not merely philosophy but all the higher 
functions of humanity. 

This is simply claiming the legitimacy of 
philosophy as a field for research. It would 
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naturally be a foregQne conclusion, if the 
scope of the degree Philosophiae Doctor 
should be taken literally! In view however 
of the prevalent stress upon the strictly sci­
entific use of data, I desire to call atten­
tion to two facts. My first fact is that 
philosophy, as well as science, is accumula­
tive, constructive and dynamic in its research 
methods. And the second fact is that every 
branch of science, even o f natural science, is 
obliged to develop a philosophy of its own, to 
complete the formulation of its own laws and 
to project these laws into the great cosmic 
process. For example, it may reasonably be 
said that there is not only a science of bi­
ology but a philosophy of biology also, in the 
higher ranges of that great science o f life, 
in which some broad generalizations of profound 
signi f icance are made by some true biological 
seers. The same is true of all the sciences. 
In fact it might be said that 11 Pure Sci ence, " 
so called, is really the philosophy of sc ience. 
All the great physical, chemical and biological 
laws, such as the law of definite proportions, 
the law of the impenetrabili ty of matter, the 
law of conservation of energy, and the laws of 
gravitation and of evolution ar e essentially 
philosophical inductions. To be sure, this 
philosophy which caps the sciences is based up­
on the scientific data in each field, but it 
far transcends the physical facts involved. 

But if concepts as well as sense percepts 
are to be admitted as dat?- for our consideration, 
we must still hold as faithfully as possible to 
the scientific spirit and method in dealing with 
the spiritual and the social data which are admit­
tedly "beyond physics", but none the less real. 
I do this the more willingly as I discover 
candid scientists like the zoologist L. J. 
Henderson of Harvard frankly acknowledging the 
necessity for completing their statement of sci­
entific results by metaphysical deductions 
to cover points not yet scientifically explained 
by tangible evidence of the senses. (Henderson, 
The Fitness of the Environment, p.308, "This 
is in very truth a metaphysical doctrine; but 
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it has strong claims to sympathetic regard 
from men of science.") I feel certain that 
broadening the scope of true research to in­
clude not only the scientific data of sense­
perception but the philosophical data of 
conception does not involve compromising the 
scientific spirit or method. Dealing with 
super-sensuous facts, we are as a matter of 
fact handling the most real of all values, 
if idealism has taught the world anything. 
There should be, and certainly is, no less 
of the spirit of scientific reverence in 
the presence of data, and utter conscien­
tiousness in giving full consideration even 
to the undesired and troublesome fact which 
comes under consideration. And while such 
intangible material does not yield itself 
readily to such exact measurements as sci­
ence gives to matter and physical energy, 
the mind has its norms and scales no less 
than the body, and psychical and social 
tests and standards can be applied at least 
in the spirit of true science. 

Statement of Purpose, Plan and Methods of Work 

This dissertation is to consider "The 
Sanction for Religious Education, Based on­
the Function of Religion in Social Evolution." 
Viewed as an undertaking in the field of re­
search, it will not be successful unless it 
does more than accumulate data and endeavor 
to interpret its facts constructively; but 
because of the very nature of the problem as 
stated, it must venture into the field of dy­
namic research. For there is not only an aim 
here to discover, and a desire to correlate, 
but an earnest purpose to energize the data, 
with no less momentous a goal in mind than 
human progress. 

To state informally the genesis of the 
thesis, I would say, that it is the result 
of a quarter of a century of study upon this 
great fascinating riddle o f moral and social 
evolution, which challenges the educational 
and the social and the religious forces of' o.ur 
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dynamic in the social evolution which we 
seek. The summing up of these religious 
elements in the supreme contribution of re­
ligion, ¥ersonalized ideals, brings us to the 
climax o · our study. We discover that the ul­
timate problem of human progress inheres in 
ideals, and to this same point are we brought 
by our study of the special contribution of 
religion. We therefore make an intensive 
study of ideals, as the leverage in social 
evolution and religion. 

In supporting my psychological analy­
sis of ideals and the explanation of their 
functioning, I shall present personal data 
whi ch I have gathered from a large number of 
individual boys of different ages, and from 
a wide variety of environments, from a state 
reform school to protected groups in city 
Sunday Schools of the finer type. Some of the 
data I have gathered personally, much of it 
has come through my friends in the Boys Work 
department of the YMCA, both rural and urban, 
some from workers with boys in high schools 
and industrial groups and some through teach­
ers of boys in country and city Sunday School 
classes. The sources of the returns are suf­
ficiently varied to ensure their representa­
tive character. I have also safeguarded my 
results, I hope, from the dangers of the 
questionnaire method. I have guaranteed pri­
vacy and secrecy in all cases, to' ensure 
strictly candid reactions; no names have 
been report ed, only the age in each case. 
All .conditions have been carefully explained 
by the leader before the questions were an­
swered. The questions have all been care­
fully and neutrally worded, so as not to 
suggest either alternative as necessary; and 
nine-tenths of the questions have be en so 
stated as to be answered yes or no. The few 
working principles which I have deduced from 
this data I have carefully stated, in the hope 
that a constructive policy may be suggested 
on the genetic development of ideals, which 
will enable us to f ormulat e in more detail 
the chief function of religion in social evo-
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lution. This function I discover to be to 
furnish and to vitalize ideals, both personal 
and social. The development of these ideals 
is a point of special interest in this in­
vestigation. 

This will bring me to my conclusions in 
Part III, in which, building upon my two pre­
ceding lines of study, I endeavor to formulate 
the Sanction for Religious Education. Here by 
utilizing the convenient figure of the Warp 
and the Woof I endeavor to summarize concrete­
ly, in review, the main problem i nvolved. 
Again I endeavor to show how our Christian 
civilization with all its hard-won treasures 
is wholly dependent upon social transmission, 
and finally suggest a platform of Ideals for 
Religious Education, for so reconstructing 
our halting institutions, especially the 
Chur.ch School and other religious education­
al agencies that the ·danger of serious loss 
in this vitally important transmission may be 
prevented. 

The fact that continued study of the prob­
lem convinces me that the very nature of the 
process of social 1nheritance makes conceivable 
and possible a rapid improvement in succeeding 
generations; granted efficiency in the agen-
cies for progress, has given me a real enthus­
iasm for getting at the roots of this proposi­
tion with the purpose of producing a consistent 
"Sanction for Religious Education." The time­
liness of such a study is perfectly evident . . 
The conservatism which te mperamentally resists 
change is giving way. before the movement of 
world democracy which is amounting almost to 
a revolution; and this democratizing is per­
meating the world of thought and of religion 
as well as of politics and social organiza-
tion. Inertia is just now at a discount and 
the day of change is with us. There is there­
fore special incentive now for the study of 
every phase of the perennial problem of human 
progress. 

3. DISCUSSION OF THE LEGITIMACY OF SOCI AL 1.1ERivii NOLOGY 

I have found it necessary to use fre-
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d) In the more specific field of Ideals, and 
e) In Religious Education's present challenge 

in America. 

I infer that it will be necessary for 
me to report on the elements of this litera­
ture which 'have proved most helpful to me in 
the development of ITIJT thesis, and which have 
suggested lines of thinking which have helped 
me to develop the trend of the argument in 
the dissertation. From the vast amount of 
available literature which would constitute 
a complete bibliography, about a hundred 
books, pamphlets and magazine articles should 
be treated here in a more or less adequate 
way, as touching closely upon our line of dis­
cussion. It is obvious that this cannot be 
done without unduly extending the length of 
the paper; so I must content myself with the 
briefest possible characterization of the work 
of these hundred writers. 

a} In the Field of Organic and Personal Evolution 

The latest word in this field, which 
.represents the most thorough attempt to ex­
plain the points of crisis in the great gen­
etic process, comes from Henry F. Osborn, one 
of the most distinguished and authoritative 
of American biologists. His latest book, nThe 
Origin and Evolution of Life," was published 
in September 191?, while I was beginning to 
develop this dissertation. I have found in 
this book a consistent attempt to unify the 
processes of organic and cosmic evolution on 

• 

a rather new basis, the physico-chemical theory 
of interaction of energy; which is extremely 
suggestive at the various points of special 
crisis, such as the first appearance of life, 
and the evolution of animal life from plants. 
Concisely, Osborn conceives of evolution as 
essentially the evolution of energy, and even 
goes so .far toward vitalism as to say (p.3} 

11 Without being either a mechanist or a 
materialist, one may hold the opinion 
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animus being a socialist's bitter objection 
to Kidd's discarding socialism for its es­
sential selfishness, and his claim that a 
progressive state must couple free competi­
tion with equal opportunities for all. Bald­
win's constructive volumes, "Mental Develop­
ment in the Child and the Race" (1894) and 
"Social and Ethical Interpretations in Mental 
Development" (1897}, I have already referred 
to in my discussion of the legitimacy of so­
cial terminology They are chiefly valuable, 
in oux .field of discussion, as the books which 
first made clear the psychological usefulness 
of the term "social heredity." The term was 
rather tentatively suggested in the earlier 
volume, but skilfully defended in the later 
work , after Lloyd Morgan had challenged it 
in his "Habit and Instinct.'' In Baldwin's 
second book mentioned above we find a fine 
description of the simple pr ocess of social 
heredity: "We have found that the prime and 
essential method of the child's learning is 
by imitative absorption of the actions, thoughts, 
expressions of other persons. He has grown up 
in a setting of social functions of a type high­
er always than that of his private accomplish­
ment; and his elevation to this higher plane, 
at each stage, is just by his gradual absorp­
tion of copies, patt erns, examples, from the 
social life about him. n (Social and Ethical 
Interpretations, p.67) "The growth of a human 
personality," he says a few pages further, 
"has been found to be pre-eminently a matt er 
of social suggestion.n (p.75) 

One of the most scholarly wr iters in 
this field is L.T.Hobhouse of London . His 
books "Morals in Evo lution" (1915) and "So­
cial Evolution and Political Theory" (1911) 
are both distinct contributions; but it 
seems to me he keeps his discussions of so­
cial evolution too slavishly near .to the 
biological functions, that he trusts more in 
eugenics than the facts warrant, seeking to . 
breed up a superior race instead of util iz­
ing in education the powerful elements of so­
cial heredity which absolutely cannot be or-
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ganically transmitted by physical heredity, 
The emphasis upon the splendid potentialities 
in the social consciousness for the develop­
ment o f humanity in a way far transcending 
the organic inheritance is perhaps as ef­
fectively presented by Cope in his "Social 
Heredity and Social Evolution" (1914) as in 
any other single book. He develops with f ine 
clearness the fact that social evolution ac­
complishes exactly what organic evolution is 
unable to do, - preserve the cumulative ef­
fect of acquired parental character; but in 
so doing he does not neglect the basal fact 
that · " Society is a superstructure bui lt by 
social inheritance upon a foundation laid by 
organic inheritance." ( p .300) Essentially the 
same positions are t aken by B.N.Henderson in 
his "Text-book in the Principles of Education, " 
(1910 and '15) to which I have already re­
ferred, and he gives them practical applica­
tion in his development of the philosophy of 
the educ.atio nal pro cess. 

Another valuable book is Ellwo od ' s ''In­
troduction to Social Psychology" (1917) which 
develops constructively this same principle 
of the progectton of biological proc.esses 
essentially into the field of social evolu­
tion, from the view-point of a leading sociol­
ogist. F .S.Chapin ' s "Introduction to the 
Study of Social Evolution,-the Prehistoric 
Period" (1917) is chiefly an anthropological 
study of the early stages of social evolution, 
with ample concrete illustration, adapted to 
college text-book use. The evolutionary formu-
la is applied rather closely in Keller ' s "Societal 
Evolution" (1916), whose newly coined quirk in 
the title, societal, is not in the dictionary! 
The book is largely involved in the discussion 
of various ty·pes of social selection which are 
compared with natural selection in biology, pre­
ceded by an interesting chapter on the evolution 
of folkways through " societaln variation. Like 
ot her writers from the purely sociological view­
point, he says practically nothing about ideals 
but presents an almost fatalist i c theory of the 
mechanics of human mores. E .W.Burgess is psycho-
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is apparently troubled by no . special pre­
possession for religion. He refers to God 
and religion as "the imaginary environment! n 

Yet on several counts he appreciates religion 
as a social factor, but mentions "fostering 
idealism" as its highest service. He concludes 
that nreligion must be considered as one of 
the chief elements in the formulation and main­
tenance of social value • '' "I ClD not know 
whether this is true or not," he says. nBut I 
do know that the imaginary environment has had 
a stupendous effect in the selection of cer­
tain of man 's ideals, _his institutions for con­
trol, and his systems of education." (p.425) 
This author's scathing but discriminating ar­
raignment of anti-SOQial religions as a chief 
hindrance to progress seems to me quite fair. 
The same can be said in generaa of Andrew D. 
White's 11 His,tory of the Warfare of Sc ience with 
Theology" (1895). George J.ll asmyth's "Social 
Progress and the Darwinian Theoryn (1916) is 
a defense of Darwin's social theories against 
those who wo uld confuse Darwi n with the 
apostles of Kultur and their philosophy of 
force. In his chapter on ·Religion and Social 
Progress he agrees with Darwin in recognizing 
religion "as a potent influence in moral pro­
gress." (p.293) In passing he quotes Darwin 
as asserting, "With the more civilized races, 
the conviction of the ex istence of an all­
seeing Deity has had a potent influence on 
the advance of morality. (Descent of Man p. 
159) Among the frank adherents to the doc­
trine of religion as a social force is Chat­
terton-Hill in his exhaustive study of "Hered­
ity and Selection in Sociology." (1907) I 
feel however that this author makes little con­
tribution to our discussion, because of his 
attenuated idea of religion, obvious in this 
quotation: "There is not a single example in 
history of a society ex isting for any length 
of time without religious belief; and by 
religious belief we do not mean Christianity 
alone, but a spiritual organization based on 
super-rational principles." (p. 516) He in-
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