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31, {
The Idesa of Gad in 20th Century Philosoohy.

¥hat & hodge-podgze! What god-makers our 20th century phllosophers are!l
Then revenled religion is condesmned to the rubbligh heep 2nd modern philésoph

relie eolely upon their intellect, senees, exneriences, neture, etc., what
in ]

unimaginable and ofttimes ubtelligoble idsas of God do they not create for

. 2.

‘hemegelveg, We are inelined to exclaim with 2yrrho, who lived 386 before tche

iime of Chriet or twenty yesmres ofter the birth of Arietotle," There are:no
iro schools of nhilosophy that agree udon the es=ential problems. Speculetion

brings ue only trouble and uncertainty =nd involves ue in endless contredic-

tion. Abandon bearren speculstion and - insteed of the suzgestion of Byrrho %o
’ i

»LET

ovey the lews of nature - let ue siudy the revealed word of CGod, vhich ig not

meculative but posiiive, »ffordine the zrestest comfmort and neace of mind
vho study
(80 thogenite "elad tidinga" in the nroner epnirit,

Th2t an imnoseible trek 1t .would be to hnermonize the concentions of
modern philosonhers! How nanifold are thelr gods, and how different their
descrintions of them, It ie true, modern philosophers azree in certqin:‘m;n'hm
tut it seemg that before one can hope to be recognized as 2 real “1331119-.':-’;.::1191"

one must heve conceived of an idea of life or God thet ieg =2f least pertially
or Gisazreees with what has been . pe
oziginalhpropounded before, To helieve whet another philosopher has satd, and
it
0 subscribe t2 211 of his viewe, bringe withavery little recognition in the

i
fai

leld of philoeophy, eince a strict =2dherence to snother's views recuires

0 vhich philoscophy ie fundament=lly opnoeed, so in order to be considered &
: —~
hilosopher of note, one muet think for oneself and under no circumetances &

ept blindly what esnother has sald. The more original a2 men's idees asnd the

Las
ore onnoeed they sre to traditional ideas, s0 much more of an Onnortunityﬂh

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRAR
e for becoming recognized =s & great philosopher.~yNGORDIA SEMINARY

= : ST. LOUIS, MO. wibl
A few good definitions of whet we commonly iunderstand as philoeonhy,Wl

fke it clear why all the modern ideas of God are in some points at varisnce



=

ia,
well
A portion of Wm. ¥. Wright'e,"Students' Philosophy of Religlon® (P.3) will

help us to better understand the definitione thet Zfollow: " The purnose o? th
Dook will be to help the resder think out hie philosophy for himself. ‘:}%
the suthor will alwaye conclude by giving his own oninione, the resder ehould
never eccent any of them, unleer, pfter criticizing them in every way he"ﬁan,
they apnes» to him more resson=ble to him than any sliernative opinions’ ,_'n.a.t
occur to him. No educated person con ever =2cauire any veliefeg on the su )

of relicion thet will be of the slighest benefit in his own 1life or that“#ill
increase nie effectiveneses as 2 memoer of society until he has thought them
out for himeelf and made them hie very own," This puts a rather eingle-pinded
Anterpretation on the seeming =2ll-embrecing, universal, truth-gesking Gefini-
‘tion which follow:

Teber and Perry, 1935: "Philoeophy ie the eesrch for a comprehensive view
of nature, an ettempnt nt 2 universal explanation of things. In philoaophy‘f}he,
bumen mind endeavors Lo rise beyond such groupe 2nd their particular lawg)” en
t0 exsloin the world s=c 2 whole, or the univereal fact or nhenomenon, by the
ceuse of the couseg, oar the firet ceuse, In other worde 1t attempts to mp=ver
:lt‘e queetion, Thy does thie world exiet, and how does it happen 10 be vhet

is."

The Stondard Dictionary: "Philosophy: FEtymologiwally, the love of wiggom
2g leading to the eearch for %% it; hence the resulting knowledze of zeneral
princinles, elements, noweres, or o2uses, and laws - 28 explaining facts end
exietences, In novular ns=re! The zener2l nrineciples, laws, =nd ceuses that
furaieh the rational exolanation of snyhfing; the reationale by which the;Tact
of any region of Y¥nowledere nfrknswiedxe are expleined. H.Z.Smith:"Philosohny
le the nroduct of hunen thousht, =2eting unon the data given by the world“witns
out‘or the world within »nd eliciting from these data nrinciples, laws, and g
gyeiene,"

711l Durant, 1226:" Philosophy is & hyoothetical interpretation of the un-
tnorn ( 25 in metaphyeice) or »f the iffactly knowvn ( 2e in ethiee or nolitical
philosophy); it i€ the front trench in the siege of truth. Stience is the icpp
turad territonry, 2nd behind 1t are thoee secure reglons in which knowledgme nn
ert bulld our imperfeect world. Philosophy secme to stand etill,nernlexed; “bhut
only becauce she leaves the frulte of victory to her daughters, the sciences,

end herecelf nnzees on, divinely content, to the uncertsin and unexplored. Th
phllosopher ie not content to deseribe the fact; he wishes to ascertein its
realtion to exnerience in mener=2l and thereby to get at ite meaning =nd ’t'ro;.'th
he combines thinzs in internretative synthesie; he triees te put tomether, Tet
then before, -that zreat universe-watch which the incquisitive scientist hasg m®
emalytieally taken apart,

-
-t

Hax Osxl Otto, "Things and Idealg", 1224:" There is something exnileratir
in the attempt of the philosopher to survey all time and 2ll exietence and™tc
report the result in one all-comprieing picture; to take estock of 21l we knov
and to houge all we know under one intellectual roof. For, taking us as we =
come, we know so little and so suwerficially. In so far ag the vast majorit
us are equipned with anyhting resembling an outlook upon life and the worlay:
‘consiets of 2 eubgtratum off cupersgtition about the supernaturzl, a2 smatterin
o# sociel theory, 2 neet of group.nrejufdices, a few wige sews, 2 Tumor or 4
from gcience, a number of elip-shod obgervations of life. To call this hodze
%Edge a philosophy, 1s to take unwarrented liverty with 1§nguage. No, the
: e edid is that, spemking menerally, we are epirijuslly hungry =ng .
; %f:egaﬂf%er coemic interpretations, 1t is this lack of philosophy which sac

-
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for the eage with which any philosophic wind eweepe ue off our feet."

= ey,
ax Oarl Otto's definition seeme to be 2 frank admis-lon of The incompleterce
vaguenees, =2nd esuperficieslity of nearly =1l nhilosophic speculation "once;hi

the idea of Cod.

Y. A
Though the gzod-imaieée drawn by the modern shiloeophers are in themsely

5 (18
very often vesue and unintelliseble, the crguments which these men emploé for:
E

the existence of their gode 2re at times very sound and convinecing, thouzh no:

conclusive, =nd may resdily be emploved in the rational dAefense of the Chris—

tian concention of God. The sugwestion has beenmade by W.X.Wright, that al-

-t
though no one of the classicnl srsunents for the erigtence of God is in 1?591:

conclueive, otiil some when ta 1en eingly eare probeble, =2nd 21l combined eetas
blisgh 2 Ascided weight of ?roaaékity in fevor of the doctrine. In.order to

- . - A
underetond more fully the conrceptionz ndvanced by modern nhilosophers, we“ﬂaﬁ

best stuldy o few of the more immortant 2rsu ents vhich they employ:

moral, cosmologliecal, teleologlcal, onuqlori-

f
2eacmatic, or those baesed on religious experience, the"fight

-

ument, the hansineess errcument, and that of Xant,

;in 1Religion and lind of Today", P. 281:" The moet po EIfU]

argument for JeJ ief in o Supreme Re=lity whlch includes, conserves,

after 2 more
yous errore,

tranecends the nighneu SﬂiritLﬂl guslities of human personality is to b
orecicely in that undying u

urge of the human spirit, that unnuenchable aeh)

F 2afins

rat:

nerfect 1life, which impele men.

not rithetanding thelr om or

?—

iamentaile failures, and sine, to pursue spiritusl -self-ful®{l

Im

The conetent struzsle of man for a hermonious spiritusl content of life, for

the possession and enjoyment of beauty, truth, =and reality, goodnees, and €
tranﬂforwau*on of their beinge by theee th*n"s, is the best witnese to God 'Th
It is in man's vocation

28 n beinw cﬂbﬂb1e of continoug cuest fo“ a2 more hermonious, deeper, =2nd mors
connrehens*ve epiritusl life thet we find the surest evidence of the reali

£ Cod. For it cannot be for those cuslitiea, without the nartiesl aohi/e M el
f vhich man is never sstisfied and the partial achieverent of which onl an
im on to more of the same kind, are lllusory byproducts of 2 meaningless an
orthlees universe! This arqument is mueh akin to the moral argumente which

ollow:
£

G.P.%onger," A Couree in Philosophy", P, 450:" The moral arcument
eede by inference from an unavoidable or unenuivonel recuirement to the
n the exipgtence of a Power able to help us fulfill that re¥uirement,



!#4.

Thie wes the grest argument of Kant, that we muet postulate the exigtence of
God ae the implication of the "catkgdrical imperative': the fact that have un-
avoidable duties muet bringwith it the nossibility of our metting help 1ﬂ’%ﬁeﬁ
fulfillment. One of the objections to this theistic argument le etriking; it

is that there may be o Power outside of the individusl adecauste to moral ge-

guirement, but that thies Power mifht be humen soclety, =nd no the God of taels
Thie givee vs'the relizion of numenityll

WE, X, Wright, P. 345ff:; " A moral universe implies a God. To be e moral
teing and to be morslly resnaneible, 2né so to a2ct in a manner that ie €f%ner
morally praieceworthy or bhlameble, impliee coneclousneses, reasoning pawer,i%
choice, and volitinn. From this snology it folows that to the extent that This
ie » morel univerese, - that lg, 2 universe esiming 2t ende which include tﬁ? de
velopzent of man ae 2 moral heling, - it rust be 2 univerce thet is guided‘%n g
ite course by 2 Beinz thot ip conscious, thet is rationsl, anéd that wills heg
ultimate triumph of whet is rood, Muet we not supose that there hag been 2 |
@lvine Mind immanent in the prosesses by which the achievements of menkind, |
have heen Pccomnliched, and that human interpreters of nistory, lew, art t-
érature, ecience, snd religion 2re gaining seli-coneciousness of the thoufnts
of thie Coff

On noge 348:"The consclousnecs of p duty implies a CGod. Therefore if
morel oblizrtion or duty, really is what it apoeare to be, = command o “B5so-:
lutely juet =nd holy, %0 =ccomplish in the full 21l our poesibilities of“Eer-
vice, end to realize 21l of our dhscities to the utmogt, it me2ne that man 1=
immortal sand thet there 1ie o Qod, In the exnerience of the call of duty men
h2e o precious ~esurance o9Ff endlees life and of divine sunmport. A lazysoul
might e diecoursased =% the prasnect of en endleses task, 2and become peséfﬁfsti
but the more afctive epirits muet rejoice, For the rewards in 1life come no¥ in

tpere having of thinre or the gaining of goals, bt ib the Joy of vors%ﬂnd
the coneccinuzness of sccomplicshment. 'To the rightminéded man, therefore, ere
1g every recgon for jov in the consclousnese that hig tasgk is infinite, and E
that in thgl teek he is ascomplicghinz the work that CGod had given him te do."

Cosmolosiczl Arpunent - Leizhion," The cosmoldgical argument 1s that*ﬁhe
existence of an orderly universe implies the Couse or zround of the wo}e”m%de:
0bj: It does, but not in the sence 5f en extrs-mundane csues or divine mecheni

or Agent who brought it into being. Objections: While 2 thing which id rEAde
oubtlese recuires o msker, a thinz which grows does not necesearily a Grgwer.
(Evolution). Cod =nd matter exigted eternally &#nd God creacted the coemos Sut
f the existing metter,

Lacsat
Conzer, 2, 442:" The cosmos must have originated in the act of a primel CEuse

Teleologicel Argument -~ Leighton," The teleolozicel arzument is thaf&%he
daptation of the veridus parte of the world implies = purnoesive designing
ntelligence. Objection: The imperfections, wastes, feilures, melaceptions,

n nature =2nd human life, W.X,%Wright, P. 341,"That there ig 2 God of scome
ort seems =2lmost =an inevitable consequence of believing that the world or-
er is purnosive in 1te development. For, wherever we see the evidences 25‘
urnose, we are inclined to assume a purposer. If the world is purpoeive;“Thi
eeme to imnly = world Purnoser.

Five teleological in G.P.Oonzer,P,444ff,——-1,) "The firet type proceed
rom what are interpreted as evidences of the sdjustments of natural etrudk:
nd procespes to one another to the belief that these structures and process
ave been contrived in accordance with the preconceived nlan of eome iang,
roof: The stars do not collide; the megnifiwent spectacle of the gtare in
hifr iggfses must evidence a digign and with thie, = Designenr, Youm-bQGE?

pned with an eye more wonder n its structuré and adeptétiong then "y
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eny camera - how then can you suppose that the eye could Shve 2pveared as the
result of coincidences and not have involved the work cf 2 Designer? Another
armument traces the complicated processes of symbiosis and crose-fertillzZat ior
. of certain plantes by certain insedts to a nreconceived deelgn. —p ;
| FNo. 2 = The 2rgurents for contrivance pace over escily into the Vitalietic
Arguments which nroceed from the view that the structures and processes of
orzanisme differ from those of mechanicel systems to the belief that some
epecific life-force is directing or controlldng the development of the or-
genisma. The vitalistic arpuments in their eimplest fhgms call attention

the thinge which an orgeniem can do and a machine cannot do - like seeking it
food, rejairing ite lossees, restoring ite loet varts, modifying its actions,
reproducing its kind. - eced

No. 3 = Arpuments from orzanic character of reelity as & vhole. These nroce:

from the foct of the mutusl relstions of parte in = whole, whether orgzanism
or msmos, to 2 stetement of these relatione in terms of teleology and some-
timee of purnosenese. Those who like J,8.Haldane, employ this tyce of a

gument usuelly m=intain the Aristotelian view that in a living orgesniem the
gctionzs of the parts are constantly zdapted to the needs of the whole, and k&
hold that where the action of the perts 2re conditioned by their effects on
thevhole, we have sr orgeniceé unity, as is the case in the universe.

. Wo. 4 - The fourth tyne of nrgument cites the world's fitnese to our pur-

| poses and erguees from thei that we are justified in at leest assuming the =z

exidace of nurnoms=ivence-s in the universe, Hobhouse argues that what exists

must be cenable of being harmonized, or else our understanding of experience

would not be valid - since we can define our expericnce in = way to give ug

i};téonal satiefoection only by defining 1% interms of development along de 'nl1i
nes of tendency,

- gacanty
Yo. 5 - The fifth type of teleologloal arzwment we have celled the argupent
from natursl gelection; they mre to the effect that structures and progesfes
of preceding levels. in the coemss, though not contriving, nor vitalistim
nor mental, have merelv in their own natursl course constituted the strﬁk@ﬁre
2nd processes which we know, rather than others. This last 2rgument is one |
vased on evolution 2nd,ih my estimation carries littlef or no welght, |
Objections by lechanietic biologists: 1.) Or=anisme obey the laws of
physice and chemistry. 2.) ILiving orzeniems have been enalysed in terme of
physicsl, chemical, or electriczl structures or peocesses. 3.) Living or-
‘genismex can be imitated by artificial structures. 4.) resulis of ceriain
experimente in artificial fertilization. J. Loeb has shown that the unfer-
tilized ezge of sem-urchins cen be made to produce = new generation by phy-
£l cal means( suncturing the egg-membrane) or by chemical means( altering The
compeeition of the water), without the action of the male. They rust admit
thet avthentic snd sccepted results in this field are only'fragmentarfééggd

‘they themselves say, Certain possible beginnings have been made, =2nd cerjain
steps which are possibly intermediate have been teken in the way of & he—
'sis of living organisme from non-living comrounds.

i Teleological arguments are 2lso criticized from the standpoint of
Pesrimism with its estimates of the evile found in the world. Thesez evils
‘sometimes scem g0 monstrous that, even if one thinks that the world is to

‘be traced to the agency of personel forces, it appears that those forced &re
‘recklese or incomnetent, 3

|

§ The Ontological Argument - Leighton — "The ontological argument is
that the idea of a Perfeoct Being necesserily implies the existence of guch a
being, since to add existence to 21l other.attributes of =h idea 1s to in-
crense ite perfection; end therefore the idea of @od minus existence is not

|
|



§ 5. :
S ey -

the idea of a perfect being. Objection- This arzument does not prove the .._gx:l.g-i
tence of m loving, a good, or even eon intelligent Supreme Being, but thé exie=
tence end continuence of the imperfect with its accent(2epiring) towards. !
greater measure of neriection, does imply a Perfect Rerlity of =zome eoﬁa_hieh
realizees iteelf by eelf-exnrecsiosn in the succezsive zradations of the Amper—|
fect. Conger P, 44F M Ancelm gaid," I have an idea of a2 Being than zﬁﬁ%ﬁnon?
W,

greater can he concéived, But a Belng which exists ig #reater than on
doee not exiet; therefore the Being which I conceive rist exist, "

ch

- ot PN

Idealietic Arzuments - lentrliem - W.X.%Wright,P. 350," 8ince we nﬁ 'éxpe:f:
ience a common world, compoged of the smme objeets, the same Lind rust bE the’
comuon colee of 211 our idezse of the externsl world. The so-called uniforhaity
of nature 1e the regular menner in which Ood imparte the eome idess undel’ the
pemeé conditions. There ie mno matter; whaet we eall netter is the system oOF 1des
which God imparte to 211 of us in 2 unbform way. As eeperste individuslg/Fou !
end I never perceive any of the contents of each other's minde; we cean only
perceive each other's bodiesz, We can never get inéide each other's mind'e at
fll, Jet we do communicnte; we sre able %o Giengree, a2nd if we are foirly'ree-
gonable sné pood-nntured folk, we can pometimee even sgree with each other,
Conececuently it muset be thet in reality are minds 2re not sundered =2s :l.n‘ﬂé._'ioea
ence they eeem to be, nreality we share, however imperfectly, in the mindf of !
God. The nmesumntion of God is tifrefore necessmry ivprder to exnlain the sei-
bility of comnron knowledre on the part of different individuanls. The conéiEntio
of God ig =lec nececsary to zccount for mutéfyl sympathy =nd underte.ndingé” fox
conmon recoznition of stenderds of =oodnese, truth, and veauty, and fo uni‘{'.ed

effort in thes fornniion 2nd re=lizolion ,of common iderle." TN

Speculnrtive Idenlicom - "The meaning of enrthly environment cannot be un-
derelond annrt f£rom man. lisn ie organic to the world; throuzh man the world
reasone, aoorecistes its values of beausy and morality, =nd other of its meeni
g, fnd eo comes 0 consciousness of iteelf, To be a gneculative philosopher
one must == why thinge 2re, what are they for, and whet is thelr meaning, |
their velue, and their sipnificance, Sneculative philogonhy is & coherant
rhole, =nd the tvuth of each detsil in the eyetem ies seen in the lizht o:;‘“’fhe
gystem ipfite entirety. To know an:fz\‘qing' thoroushly 1e to see it in 1its rele
tion to Re=lity 28 & vhole, which includes God, The nosition is well expr?e‘ged
in Tennveon's lineg:

" Flower in the crannied wall,
I »nluck vou out of the crammies,
I hold you here, reoot 2nd all, in my hend,
Littvle flower - but if I could understand
What you 2re, ront snd 2l1l, and 21l in all,
I should .know what Cod and men is."

Lo
Pragmatic Argumente -~ W.R.Wright,P. 355, " Tne method of investigagicn
g, thet ngy iéen, belief, theory, hynotheels or doctrine should be testeqg/ by
he nracticel consequences thet follow from acceptimlit and =Reting upon % . If

i1t sivee men more plemeant emotions to believe that there is a God, why ere
8 one. Jemee doeg not go this frr, His pragwetic arjument is bPased upon The
act that the sccentance of God leade to deeirable congeguences in the 1lif

f the individual. Such 2 belief leade to the cuickening of humen powers‘mnzmi
there their development. Other beliefe @s to the nature of the universe, ,ou
s etheisgtic materialiem and the sort of Pantheism that makees God 1ndiffé‘f§aﬂ
0 distinction between good 2nd evil, wesken mzn's resolution. There cer Pe n
uestion that the bellef in the right sort of a God stiruletes man to hig Tes

The Right to Believe Arcument, Faith, P. 384- Is very similar t

oregoing. " If a man believes that th ht g
1y, endgwithout rezard to hie prggexegcggigr ng:&g}gg’é‘cfﬁ %ﬂ%‘%&ﬁ%‘%,rﬁ_ I
J u_‘
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lavor of & God, but is not =beolutely conclusive, has he 2 right to bElieve
in God? ———-—- He cert2inly has thie rizht., What man or womsn ever marri who
tes absolutely certnin that the merrisge would nrove o hapny onef Who ever m
2 fortune who did not rTun some risk of losceg in hie investments? WheT SUdces
ful bueiness houee could za thiru 2 day'es treneactione without running risks
3f meking some mietakes ond poseibly serious ones? How often in the history
3f ecience iteelf men hove walked by faith, have believed in and have devited
2 larre pvart of their whole lives tn investizaiiones based upon hynothesld of
rhich they weee not sheolutely certain? And it cen be 2e right to 2ct Ingreld
ion 2g in other fillgde vhere momentous decisions have been made unon probable
but not conclusive evidence, ———-- If the evidence in favor of God seefa
ably probable, =nd if men knoews thet the saceptance of this belief, and“scking
upon it, will enable him to be s better man, to achieve & nobler life £47 nim—
gelf, and to he of more eervice to others, than would othervige be noseible,
is 1t not his duty o believe ? Iz it right for a man to refuse the entidhinent
that mizht come %0 his 1ife throuch consecration to Yod, and the 2id he mav =2
give othere snd receive from them by particinating in the public \'?orshin‘?f th
church or synscropue in which he hes been brourht up, or which for other #&dton
ne finds will De of moed service to him, or in which he c=n be of most £%fvice
1o othere?

= A5 . Sene
nient - Although few nersons nrobably think thst the con-

The Hasnineee Arg
eiderations of onele nerson=2l hap-iness should eserve ae the sole standarg) of

duty, eluoet everyone belisaves that those vho do their Guty in 1life, =s/falth-
fully ne they con, deserve to e heppw., However, no one ncede wide experieﬁc t
be arare that virtuous pagnle often suffer unuerited misfortune of 211 kindg
rhile wicked aften undesdrdly =nrosner, It ie accordingly urzed that the
e 2 future existence in vhich the wrongs of this worldsx are rizhted, shd vir
e end viee receive their deserts. !lorover, ns there is no inevitable necé€eity
that comnecte the mttoinnent of virtue 3 with hspninese in this 1ife, tH2 mere
continuation of these in another life vould not zusrentee the uliimete ful-
fillment of {.etice. Consequenily there mist be & God whofae Judze DY ap...
et of arbitrary wolition ultimétely will effect s union between:ﬁ heppiness;

Arcument Roszed on Rweliziouns Exnerience - When ve consider the great Yoice |
f tesetimony to the exnerience of God that har come down throusght Xhe age rom |
zen of every roce, natiom, end relicion, and when we conslider the multituge ofg
eople in every walk of life today vho feel comforted and susislned by © or &=
ence of God, can we rezard this evidence 2e nezligablet (¥.Z.Wright P, 344) |
0 many of us no doudbt the empirical srgument apcears s:irongest when someone
hom we personally know and revere.-— eome good men or woman the strength and =
elnfulnese of whoese personal charscter hags been o source of moral beneflt to
e 2nd to others .- telle us ( or better, does not need tell us) that the ex-
erience of God h=s been the gupport of his or her life. Everyone has known
uch neople nnd profoundly reepected them, and considered it a privilege to
ave come within their influence. Stronger than 2ay reasosned argument, will
poear to meny the evidence that such lives afford. It cannot be that thgse
eople have been dzluded - that the God who has been the inspiration of Laneir
ives, and thru their live, of ours - is merely a2 product of thelr imegin&Tion

Argunents Ageinst Belief in God -~ P, 381 (Wright) Holbech,"If there rZal]
ere 2 God, we heve no doubt upon the subject at =211. Such =2 Relng aes God is
ought to be, =211 wise =nd powerful, who expects men to believe in Him “wdul¢
ertainly have made Himgelf knorvn to men in epome Absolutely unmistakesble Tan.
ler, and not merely by the mode of improbable miracles and revelationa vhich
81 ncanﬁpoi g.to the most thoughtful of men. ILf God exlsts, why hag He no+

= MEELET Fant'e anewer to this question,is = consequence of hig doet.
deellag !




thet the mein vnlue of hwsnn 1ife is zZoond will, that is, ce8practer and
fidelity to duty.If men ¥new the exiesience of fod beyond question, they would
automaticelly do what he recuires, 2s mere puppets, out of fear of Him, and
they could develop no regord for_@uty and character for thelr own salzes.
Expreseed a liftle differently, we might say that orobably the maln re=w #’fo_
the exietence of wankind is the exnreseion in finite belnzec of character “And
that this ie better secured by f2ith in = Supreme Being then by certain know
ledge of Him, (Athelem)
Agnosticiem -- dnes not deny that there is n Qod; 1t merely denies our
2bllity tn find out whether there i= one. Hervert Snencer, Firsti Principles:
All husien ¥nowledze is rektive. The ultimete ccientific concentioneg, suc i
es epace, time, comee, effect, matter, 2nd motion, sre 211 relative to the hu
zen noint of view, ancd full.of contradiction if teken in many sbsolute sence,
Ultimate relisioug ideop z2re unattaineble, There =re only three waye of ex-
plaining the world, - atheiem, pantheiem, and theism. If, with atheisn, ﬁ§%
gsupnoee that the universc is self-existant, we have expilined nothing sovout 1
nature. If, with panthelem, we believe that the universe ig self-crective,¥ve |
are unrble to ghote the chorncter of this creation; we heve explained nothing.
If, with theiem, we believe thot the universe wee created by 2n external Fien-
ey, ve find ourselves unrble to exnlesin where the meterisls came from thaﬁw
T he |
|

were ueed by the Crestd] not how the Creator himeself came into existence.
vltimbte zround of nll exigtence ie therefore Unitmorn and Unknowable,

- L34
The Eternal Existence of God, by Leander Xeveer, in'Problem of 6#f§éns"
8Who made Qodf There ig something now, for the universe ic here end we are,
here. Since there iz something now, there miet hove 2lwsys been so:::ethingé!'foz
if there ever wos o timw vhen there weg nothing, nothing could have vexr ©TEen.
PEX ninilo nihil 71tV . Therefore there must be some ultimete reality that hag
Xaxey alveve exieted. (P, 28) If the cosmoe were an eternally unfoldingz ﬁﬁg, 1
ghould h=ve renched ite nrecent state long 2go; because it had eternity 1Y “whi
Rk to develop., But eince it hos reo
develonuent, thet fact ie prima fa
e

ched only its nresent imperfect stage %EE-
e =vidence theot it hed 2 Deginning in Uicm
(-]

ome Being vho never heg 2 veginninz - God,

e
(sl
-’

e e wnll .

Thenit must heve Been crested by

]

.
n
s
]

-
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Fow thet we heve hesrd the moet importent ersuments emnloyed by moderr

bPhlloeonnere, we sh2ll be hetter mble, 1f 2t =211, to understand the conclusior
2t rvhich they arrive in théeir natural, rationel, and unecriptural search for
To 2 Chrietian the term "Philosophy" is sbout as repugnont as thezfgbé
"nolson" on sny bobhtle of liquid, ané there is a good reason for this avéfgﬁq:
Philosophy ibself is no zrester & menace to Christianity than Buﬁdhimmfﬁgﬁﬁﬁ‘
edeniem, or any other Aiverzent béliefs, but the attemnt oFf modern nhiloso-
hers to_intmoduce their theories under the guise of Ohriebianity, is mast:
eetrucﬁ%ﬁ&‘to Ohrietian fundamentsl truths, and hef resulted in lodern ﬁ;g;g

8 Liberalism which threstens to rob chrietienity of ite very essence, This

Thotise 1g o counterfeiting of Philosophy sg well as the Ohrigtisn relizion

ehould te most distasteful to all intelligent end nonest-thinking men,




ﬂv_’l's. _
. The Modern Relirious Libermliem,vhich is a result of An attempt to har@on-
ize nhiloeopny 2nd the temchinge of Ohristisn religion, i1s deecribed by Dr.
arthur Sache, = Jewish 41-91’4" at the university of Bresleu, in the following
Zanner:" Every liberalictic religion cearries 1n\1ts bosor the zerm of death.
4 relizion without dogmn iz & ereature of the imegination which un€dr no “;':":!.1-—

ol -
curnetences is abhle to give to the individual man, much less to the humer fa:.‘.i-:
\

ly, the necesenary snchor-hold in thie 1ife and the hope for nerfection in tne
teyond. At the moment it becomesg "liberal", it begpine to dezgrade into a2 mere

ohilosonhy., No syetem of nhilosophy hae yet heen nble to satiefy the sunernr
ral longzinge of wmen, 2nd we may eonfidently »nrophesy that nhilosophy will =l

raye fell in thie raenect, for very philosophy originates in the human ‘orain

L4

i

Fhile relizion represents = sracious, divine revele.tian. The 1iteralist o te!'r;;:a
to solve the oroblem between Chrietiesnity 2nd modern culture. Admitiing thet
scientific obiections may ariee ag2inet the nerticularities of the Onristian
relicion - asainet the Chriitisn doctrines of the vereon of Cariet, and of
redemption thru Hie desth =2nd recurrection - the liberslist eee%s to rescue
certain genersl nrinciplee oFf religion, of which these peculiarities armqeug
to be rre ternorary eyroole, and these reneral vnrinciples he ';'errard as "*"he
eseence of Chrietisnity". The liversl attempt at reconciling Cnristianitﬁith

modern science hee really extintuiched everyihing distinective of f‘hrietiarﬁty,

80 thet whet remsine iz in eseentials only thet seme indefinite type of reli-

glzus agpirstion or philosophic speculztion which hag always existed outside

of Christisnity.

Whenever su-ch theories are attempted I =iIT endeavor to ddsprove them
on the grounds of SGi'ipture; but whenever 2 philosopher does not attempt to
harmonize his theories with those of the Bible, es the case usually is,‘éﬁgm
?erely present them for thelr fece value., Horsch, in his llodern Religiousg I.-:Lt
"e.libm, says,"The most striking thing a2bout nhilosophy is the variety o7 o‘?ﬂm
xiongoyés renresentatives, or, in other words, the unrelisbility .of their co

Leslie Stephen saye," State any proposition in which =2ll pmlog'{ﬁ-f"ﬁe
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ggree, 2nd I will edmit it to be true; or anyone that has 2 manifest iﬁﬁzﬁnee:

of authority, snd I will mzree thet it is probable. But so long as every
ohlloegopherr flatly contredicts the principles of his nredecessore, why
‘;fect certainty?"Philosophy cannot take the nlace of Beriptures es thé‘FEsh{
for the Christisn faith. Scripture, being divinely inenired, is the only

true baeie for theology.

Xy theme, "The iden oé énd in 20th Century Philosody", is 2an atitempt
%0 colleet the various ideag of (0od vropounded by those men ~hozm are rewigéed
Aag the grentegt thinZ%ers in the modern »hilosophic world. I sbrll nsuse 2
mozent 2t the threchold of the 20%th century and oriefly review the concep-
tions of such men =g ﬂiﬂtérehe, Haeeckel, and Spencer, and continue from the
vesr 1200 on till the present day, ordering my materizl according to théhgé?e
jof appearsrnce of the various publications from which the following qnoéégfbns

heve been snken:

Friedrieh W, Hietzache, 1244-1800, Uncompromising foe of Chrietiééit'.
: j2 & g

Lad
"The Twilicht of the Idole", P.142: " The Christian concept of God - God

28 the deity »Ff the =ick, God 28 a spider, God =s a spirit - ie one of the =k
moet corrupnt concente of Zod thet hae ever heen attained on earth, iMaybe 1t
repregents the 18w weier merk in therevolutionary ebb of the zodlike type.

God dewenerated into the contrediction of life, inste=d of being ifis trans-
fizuration 2nd eternsl Yen, With Qod wer ie declered on life, naiure, angﬁthé
»111 to live., (o4 ie the formala for eve*y celunny of thie world =nd for ekex

lle concerning 2 beyond. In @od nonenitj ie deified, end the will to nonéﬂit;

/)
1e declered holy."

"Human - All too Humen" :Whet thinker etill needs the hynotheeis of aiggdj
o reltrion, direct ot indirect, either Ag =2 dogme or ce an allegory, ha
icontained a truth? YAntichriet", P, 185: The doctrine of immortality is the
zreat lie“.Ioid., No. &8- "It 18 indecent nowadeys to be o Christien®, Tbi
o, 82s 1 Chrietianity ie the one =zreat curese, the one enomrmous 2nd innErmo
parversion, the one great instinct of revenge, for which no meens are too

venoymoug, t00 underﬁand too underzroungd, and too petty ————- the one imwo
tal 1e!I‘I1éh uof monkind.! d’ ¥ immor
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"Thug Spake Zaruthrustral,” P, 108 and 419, :" Dead are 211 Gods; now we wil

that punermen live. lon ie some ing that shell he surpassed. I tecech youw/ sun
man, Whet have ye done to purpsse mant Whet is =zreat in men that ne is €7p%F%
and not o go2l? Wnat con be loved in wmen is that he ie a traneition and go
truction. Love unto the most remote men ie higher than love untn your neIfibo
Durent, P, 454~ " Wietzsche is not content with having ceeeted God in his™3wn
imare; he muet moke himeelf immortal. After the supermen comes Eternz2l Recur-
rence, All thinge will return in precise detzil, and an infinite muuber of
iimes; eveb Fietzsche will return.”

£¥5~
fietzsche etande ag Aan example of nsked, naturasl humenity, vithout met=—

. "k
dhysleal bhackeground, witheout CGod, iv:::ns;;a.lity,u and relicion. He 1e Ohristié.tr'xit;

noet determined foe, ite bhitterest defamer,
- tevs
Zrnet Hneekel, 1834..1919, Renrecents " the nhilosophicsl cenerslizaiion
= Ldanis
of science in terma of the conception of evolution", Zvolutionary materisliem
&
n3iddle of the Tnlverse': "The 'monlem of the coemns! which ig egtoblished on
the two Lasic srincinles »f substance and evolution, nroclaime the absolute
= 2 it fa s~

fominion of ' the crest eternal iron lawe! thruout the universe. It thus =hn=s
idme the hhree centrel dogmas of the dualistic nhllosophy -~

-
tere 2t the same 1
&Y - s de =
e persgonality of
oo
W

God, the immortality of the soul and the freedom of thE w
The emencinnted miod wil) warshin nature itslaef, or 'the Goddess of Truthi*%
gdwelle in the temple of nature? Haeckel nroclaimed thig natural religion in

. = Laur
ponpoeltior to the nther-worldliness and asceticiem of Chrietianity. ( llonism
of subatence)
Herbert Soencer, 1220-12038, Agnostic reslism and evolutionary survey of
nature and men, 7
Thouzh he rermained a diesenter to the end, in regard to the subesatnce

LN

eptabliched religions, he nevertheless recognized a2 certein disciplinary value

in relizious beliefs.

lr

"Avtobiozraphy", Vol., T, P, 171: " Thus religious creede which in one wey
o r other occupny the ehpere thet rotionsl interrretation seeks to occupny and
fails and faile the more it ceeke, I have come to regerd with a sympathy,: be-
ged on community of need," B, 18, Vol II: Truth generally lies in the cordine
t1lon of antagonietic oninione,"

Thourh Spencer ip a skentic by nature, he »nroves thet the human heart

neede relizion, which no am>unt of theoretical ineight will ever cucceed irn
banishing,

"Firet Princinles",P, 58: The ecientist, more then any other, towuly
Enoee that in itg ultimete nature nothing can be known. P, £3: On watching o

thoughts we see how immossible it is to zet rid of the Consciougness of =
actuality lyingz bekind Appearsances, =nd how from thie imposesibilty resul g 8

indestructadle belief in that Acturlity. But what that Actunlity ie we canno-
know, Mind and metter mre ecually reflative phenowena, the double effect of
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en ultimete cause vhose nature muet remain unknown. The recognition of this
! Ingcruteble Power" iz the core of truth in every.religlon and the beginning
of 21l philosonhy,™ ;

L. Tolstol, 12838-1910, "Kingdom of God, ¥nat is Art, What is Relizion"
Comnlete ?orks, Vol. XX, P. 317:" Yo religion ever proclziwed gstdements so
otviouely out of a-reement with reason and contemporery'human knowledgze.

I believe in God whom I c:mvvcnend as Spirit, ag Love, 28 Sourcl of all.

I velleve that He ie in me And I in Him, I believe that the Will of God is
the most clear1y and comprenensively expreessed in the teackinge of the men,
Christ, - to regard whon 2g G224, 2nd to pray to whom, I deem the greatesy
s?crileﬂe. I beliove that twue welfare of men lies in the fulfiliment af
111 of” Cod; =nd that Hifwill consiete in men lovingz each ofher, gnd theﬁ’*o -
beheving towarde others =e th&y deslre that othereg should oena"e with then——
I believe that the wmeening of the life of every man, therefore, lies on1"'En
the i"cre"ﬁn of love in himgelf; that this inerease of 1ove 1ewd~ the indiyi-~
dual man in this life towaxé ?fP"+E“ snd wrenter welfore; thet after death 1t
glves the grecrterf welfare the more love there ve in me:; end that, =t tHE oor
time, more thnan anything n‘ﬁc it contributeg toc the estaolis ment of the
?1P”PD" of God.on earth, 'i.;., to an oxcéer of life where the discord, deceit,
=né vislence which now Teipn will be replaced by free azreenment, gruun ang

brotherly love hetween nen."

Williem Jonee 1842-1710, Prasusatism and Pluralien.
Till Duran®, ', Z50:" OGan a philosophy be found that will hars icrnize toth t1=
| reliance of people upon thelr senses and their need for reliriove belielt
Jores believez that = nlurslistic thelem ﬂffo"ﬁP sueh 2 eynthesgie, He 0‘4h
¢ finite Cod, not =n Clvmnian thunderer sitting aloof on a cloud,"but one
nelper, nrimys inter paree, in the midst of all the shespers of the great
rorld'e “nte. I/bid, P, 2928," Twe coenmos ie not 2 closed and normoni-us/éve—
tem; it ig = battle~»rround of cross-~currents &nd conflicuin~ nurpoeces; it
shows !tself "i?h sethetie Jﬂviquﬁeas, as not 2 uni- but 2 multi-verse. Per
hepe thse ware wiser thean we, ond “OIV“ elien may be truer then mono--
theiem to © qurn1n~ diversity c_ the world. Such polytheism hes elwavs
teen the tne » relicion of the common people, and is atill eo today.®

8; " The wods mey be like concepre, consubate;
e ables snd tenwible chasins and still be B2y
.ive and secondary functin ong, mere measninge vhope significance is in thelr.
arophetlec outcome, not in their act tive and individueie being. Indeed th° f%al
tv of the concent god ie juet su uch =, fnnﬂtional reality, the reelity
tenﬂerc" in,caxr nrivate na‘urc of 2 "faith-oftater rether then e l*vir“ﬂﬁ
ﬂent in en ind enendant obiect, exieting by the nr imncv of 1te own will 2
sinteinine that existence by it own Fozce. B. 194, ilen And zods may g FEn
eoldiere in 2 etrugzle to banish evil from the world ané in thie etrugzle
men mey help *v-oéo *)ern-:pe as rmuch 28 zods hedp men. 2, 519, Verietfies 2’1{'
?e11~1ous Ex:P ience,"%ho %mows whether the faithfulnees of individuale re
below to their own poor overbeliefs, may not sctually help God in turn %o
more effectively faithful to his ovn greater tasksi"

i, en on 18
al with nerec epte, with actual
L . vﬁ
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Georce H, Howieon, 1825-1916, Plurzalistlc Idealignm.

Fiatarc
"The "oncention of God" P.113 =nd "The Limits of Evolution"P.. 338: " Natuze
18 the creation of our sever=zl nersonal selves, because we are like-mindEQ
and guided by the same retional purnose. This unifying ourpose finds 1ts‘g¥

b

preme expression in God. As = *eqlity, God is one person among others. On j
e

J*eco"nizinv nersong other than himself who have rizhte, =nd towerds whom
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l ~ranfls
dutiee, can God he moral person nt =21l., He doee not include human individu=als
vithin himself, nor does he coerce them, but he zcte upon them 'byl attragtion
( by finel or mor=l csusetion) ne the ideal which they 2dopt of thelr fre
vill. The re=lm of nsiture, or the world of semse, 2lso falle outside of _God,
2s being the produc‘tfof the human mind. So God is nod responeible for egvll Jut
usy be worshipped =8 the embodiment of nerfection. He is the "Supreme”Instanc
in the " etern2l circle of percone! the firet "citizen" in the " 211-Ffounking
211l- governing R[eolm of the Spirit." ( Personal Idezligm)

——

H.G.Wells,"The New Republic! Vol., 1X, P. 234,"Wells tries to sunply menkin
e new Tinity snd = new God. Ee ofifers a finlte QGod, ,"There ig first the
Velled Being, beyond all and nbove 2l1l,"enigmatiocel and incomnrehensiplel.,
rhich "broods over the mirror upon which the buey shepes of life are moving",
TEQ Veiled Being does not concern iteelf sbout men, #nd 1en can heve no Aesli
g with it. The out of thés inscruteble teing comes 2 lesser beling," as § wave
comeés rollinz to usz from bevond the horizon," This is the Will %o Be, © Lif
Force, the Strugsle for Exickence. It 1eg a breeding, fizhting thing. In Y% we
live se the becets live, Of it =re our passions o2nd desires 2nd fears., 3&{
nelther of thece ie Mod. Cod ies thPid ond least in the celestisl triumvirste,
" He ie epirit....the immoritrl nert 2nd lesder of mankind." He ie boundless,
imnortal wvouth, =nd thus noturally boundlees, immortal couraze 2nd boundless
immort=l love, He is "our friend pnd brother snd the light of the worla"f®irf:
meeting him = wen' =—oee =bout the world like one who ie ldnely =né has found
e lover, Iie one who wae perplexed and has found 2 solution, " Some day ;g_e
zey even lerd the war to the Veiled Being. (lax O2rl Otto,Thinge & Ideal® P.5
' - 1208 -
I™iret and Leet Thinzs"P, 85-" ¥ow Mgy moset comnrehensive bpel fé':?i?.'o.
t the externnl »nd internnl and myaelf ie that they make one universe If“whict
Iand every port nre ultimntely important., It is guite poesible {0 maintain
thet everything is a chootiec sesembly, that any nart micht bve destroyed rmith- |
rout effectine sanother nart. P. 1loR" I%t peems t¢c me that the whole living cores

on may be rexsrded 2s velking in the sleep of inetinet And individualis €324
elon, and that now out of it 21l riees men, bezinning to nerceive hig 1%§%§r i
celf, hiz universsl brothernond and a collective synthetlc purnoes to re se
pover and Lesubty. It ie only by such imeges, it ie only by the uee of wha¥ are
practicnlly Baresbles, that can in anywey express thefee thinge in nmy mind, |
These two thinze, I ery, are the two sspecte of my bhelief; one 1g the fgégi f
end the ofther the l1licht, The former placee me s8e 1t were in 2 schneme, th atﬁ
11luminetee nnd inepires me. IfAm o member in thet grest Being and my fudé?ion.

H

ie, I take it, to develop my capacity for Beauty and convey the nercentiof,of |
1t to my Tellows, to gather and store exnerience and incre=sse the racila on— |
sciouenepe. I hazard no why nor wherefores. That ie how I see things; _thet is
how the universe in resoonse to my demend for 2 synthesizing esspect preésénts

itsel? to me."

»”
.S, Ames "The peycholozy of Religions Experience" and "The New G=tRddo:

g -
G .P.0ongexr, P, £30:" Aqes thinke that theldes of 2 personel CGod ies = useful a:
}.nepiring one, tut, as Leiba would agree, not an idea to be taken literalily,

, According to Ames, like the ides of "Alua Mater" or "Uncle Ssm'; withopt
i\-aviia%riliteral validity it sime up in in symbolic form = host of purpsses and
oye. 2.

¥m. Windelbrand, Aufs=zetze und Reden, Philosophy of Velues.

Jos.A, Leizhton, P. 482 ( Field of Philosophy):" The »roblem of the
.;glue in the univerege ie the nroblem of the statue of-hume.nit n: e{g‘:tus n¥e
+he idea of God ie that of » supreme reality or spiritusl ors T, “an 95? o%ﬁ

¥hich humen nersonality =nd ite vslues are sustained, God 1e n An

i ]
ound of human nersonality, the oversef, which is the SOLZLS -’5'#; E:‘::_:ﬂigfa 1*-\1'

selifhooa n
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Georee Bernard Snaw, by Edwin Bioerkwen,1211,"Ie There Anythinz Hew un-
@ the SunP, 178:7 As Snaw secs 1ife it ie never purposeless, never a majter
)f chance; it alwahe leads onwara, and the direction is determined from wIthin
)y 8 univergal force , the Life Force — the game 2s Bergson's elen vital
'hich employs whetever hae being for ite omn unformulated 2ime. Whet thisz
force demands according to Shaw is merely that we learn to eee 2nd act updd
iruth thet flashed ite 1llumination into Rlanco Poenet'e heart ss he cried:.
'There's no good ~nd had; by Jiminy, cente, there's 2 rotten game, 2nd there's
t greet game, I played the rotten ceme; but the great game weas played on me;
ind now I'm for the rreat gome every time."

W.E.Hocking, 1273— ) G.P.Conger P. 1l4i: " Hocking in hies "The Meaning
of God Inm T, mrneriencet (1912) mpkee come concessiong to reeliem, He %’fgr
k reconclliation of ideslliem and pragmetism - holding, with the latter, th=
leeet "that which does net work ie not true", and with the former, that qu»
tnowledee of Nature can not be "eclerred of sclfhood," and is hence & ¥noWl€dze
of mnofkex mn Qther-llind., Thie Tollowe For Hocking o2lso from the fect thaL/my
tnoriedze ie of obiecte which other minde know and which thug meyr be said™to
have a2 mentel qunlity, But theee objects constitute the world of nature%on
fhich 211 our winds nre denendent in common, Hence Hature mfut be essentf{sNly
Jther-lind. Hocking belicves that reflective thinking ie too narrow to §& Ius-
tlce to the meaning of worehin. Worship iavolves = "nrincinle =7 2lternetion,!
3 rﬁssin: fromjf zewnentsary ond pertisl interests to interest and 1ife in the ¥

=

1e1le

-
a

‘hole, To zet =t thefrerl world, then, we must hove recourse to en enlichicned
pyeticiem, Hoecking ls 21so0 the ‘tuthor of Human ¥eoture and Its Remaking

)
. 43
fzaling with nroblems of ethice in their relations to religion."

-

Henrdi Rarreon, 1752 -~ ) Praguatiet, Our intellect has been developed in
2ecordence with sreciienl needs, - | - — faly

Mirent &, 502: " The persistently cégative 1life, of vhich every indivi-
dug). pnd very epeciee ie pn exneriment. is what we mean by God; God and Life
Te one. 2ut this God iz Ffinlte, not ovninotent, - limited by magter snd"over—
oming itd inertis neinfully, step by step; and not omniscient, but gropinz

eraduelly towerde 'mowledse »nd ooneciousness and more lizht. "God, thus“déFin-
td, hoe nothinz of the rendy-made; He is uncessing 1life, epction, fresdom. i
‘rention, eo0 conceived, is not 2 nysbery; we exnerience A, in onrselves when we
et fresly,"when we consciously choose our actions snd »lot oud lives! Our
brugeles and our sufferinze, our ambltions and our defeats, our yearnings }o
e better and =tronzer thon we =re, cre the volce 2nd current of the Elan EEteJ
n us, that vital,urze which makees us grow, and transformes this wandering Dlant
nto & th&‘-z.- of unendinz crestion,

H.li,Z21len on Berzeon, P. 128, s letter printed by E.Le Roy in "Une
nilosorhie nouvelle" —-:" The coneideratione sget forth in uy essgy on the im-
edieteg”g% consciousgneess are intended to. bring to licht the fact of linerty;
hose in ilatter =nd Mewory fouch on the reality of epnirit; those in BGrestive
volution nregent xxcrea.tiorzlﬂe 2 fact, From 2ll thig there clearly emergesﬂ‘bhe
dea of God, crestor =nd free; the wenerator at once of metter and of 1life,
mose creative efforts 2s regerds life are continued throuzh the evolution of
pecles and the constitution of humsn personalities." Such 2 God ie totality.
he whole universe revesle the forre which mounts anf Falls, 2nd the movelmnt
g 2e from o center, " » center from which worlde shoot out like rockete in &
1Cyrorke disnlsy." This center ie God. God is not = thing but a2 " contimuity
f shooting out". "He heg nothing of the resdy-made, he ie unceasin 1ife} fcti
nd freedonm,

Bernard Boeenauet, 1848-1923, Idealism. He urzed the considera.tion.‘of
- - - — Al
xXperience not in Tremsentw, but eg = rounded-out,orzenlc wvhole." The univers:
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in 1ts concretenese is the one true Individuzal. Remembering how elements _of
our exnerience are evrylsy tr anevuted as they pass from the geetting of orie oz
ganized value tn n~nother, we may suppose that 211 exneriences to:etner are
tronemuted in the camn]ete or-anizqtion of the Avenlute Mind., The universe
wey then be sgnld %o be eel;—clrectin* and self-experiencing, (Conger P, 131)

3
J.H.Randall, The Culture of Pereonality, 1912, "Throush len to GodM 5{35~
end 53%:" The path th At leads ue olosgest to God "s not through nature, hut %
thmugh humen n=ture, not throuch the lower exprescion of the creative Toyer,
tut thru men, ite hihh st ezpreccion. This ie the expreszed comviciion qﬁé oi
g theologzian but of o ﬂcientict and & zreet ccientict too, who hag been gec
ng to reed the deeper meening of 1ife and the universze, who hmse been uryfﬁﬂ
conctrue in some renl ond PnulFﬁ"in" terms the Ultinmate Eealit? behing ?}_
"appenronceg’, He findethat while the old concentions of o4 vho coverns
the outside nre ~onz forewer, that the newer conception of the 1mman°nu=jpc,
ng the Life of our Lives, th2 soul of the "niveree, ie not inconsistent” with
the spiriturl concention o* ereonality, and that we maRy hold in » desner
rénes thon ever wn?n"ﬁ that
“ Cgﬁ“‘t with cji?iﬁ enn meet,
Closer ie He than breathing,

Tearer thon nende 2nd Ffeet . W

Uik

Jogish [ovee,1855-121.8, The chief American 1dzelist.

" The Reliriovs Aanect »2f Philosophy", P. 441fF:" We a2re in = nractic?1f¥=7
to renlize whot we now nerceive to be fne fnlnege of the 11fe of God, I3 that
the one hichest =meotivity, in vhich 211 humon activities were to join, is

knorn t0 ug now as the nrozreckive reslization cy man of the =% e*n°1 1ifef of
en Infinfite Sairlt. So vhersne we formerly hod to say to men: Devote ydureel
W art, to =mewvice to the ctate, or to any like work thet does tenﬂ £0 B3rien-
ize vour liver into one life, we may now ﬂuOFuiuutE ane 2besolute exnresfi:n

for 211 those ~celd:ntal ﬁ)ﬂ@ﬁfiou— and may eay: Devote yasurselves to 16&4in;

yoiur lives in the divine J*xe. For a2ll theee special simes that we have meu-
tioned Aare but meons of =2ccomplicshing the knovledze of the fulhess of ¢
rath ig CGod, Whoee ig 211 thig beauty that€njoyest in Pru, vpis

unity thﬁﬁ“rvekest to vproduce in thy stete, thies truth thpu thoa pursuest in
thy thourhtb? A1l thiz is in Cod 2nd of God. Thou has never seen or neard
or touched, or hondled, or loved enything but Cod. ¥now this truth end & 13
muet be traneformed to nt thee in all,ite significence. Serve the whole Qod,
not the irrstion=lly sepnparate pars tnet thy delusione here made thee suzppcse
to be an independent thing. Live out @y 1ife in its full mesning; for,*Hdehol
1t is Cod'e 1life.¥ nle

Royee argues thet ienorence implies = 1o:ic~?3wh y58 of ex-erience,
end that =ny poesible experience must be mctusl in order to be conceived ever
es poe"ible, our ignorence therefore implies 2n actuel experience, complete,
end orgenirzed, the experience of an Aheclute lind.

Georze A. Coe ,"The Peychology of Rellighon', Chsp, -The G%%§§£Eb°£
the Iden oFf Gos. ©. 27.:" Five elements cormonly =nnear in the esrly fivtholo-
gleal represcntations of the sode: 1.) The forz or waye of some epecies o
enimel. a.) the form and waye of men. 3.) the waye of epirits, as hyner~fapif
moverent, making onegelf invis#ble, teking possession of a man or ani .4. )
Sore nﬁenomenon or proeese of nature. $.) mene. In short ( P.108) th genepis
of the god--idea igc 8 spnoninnenus conviciion that vhat is moet important for
ue ls reslly 1ﬂﬂcrt9nt that 1s, resmected 2nd nréovided for »y the real

uppn which we denend. 11'01* every man the world of valuee is the real raringhe
“ofe 2re cimply reslitiee of exnerience when it is moet vivig.n
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Rudolph Steiner, "The philosonhy of Freedom" (1218)P. 223-7: " Ivery na
irlpo far =g he thinks, lays hold of The univeregsl Realltiy which pervades =ll
nwen., To f111 onetg 1life with euch thoucht-content iz to live in Reslit¥y  and
ot the gpme time to live in God. The thourht of a beyond owee ite origifl to
the misconception of those who believe the world cannot have the ground of
ite existence in itself. A nersonal God is nothing but a.human being trens-
pPlented into the hewond.

Jomeg Biesett Pratt , "The Peychology of Relizioug RBelieft P, 2378," A
larger, richer lize 1= incéed the end of relizion; but thig larger 1ife_re-
lizlon everyrhere identifies with whet it means Dy its God. It feels assured
by 1te ovn A=enect ernericnces that thie lerger life ie in it, around i€} and
that one mey dravr from thie 111imdtable source new girenzth for one's BN nee
It recognizes thieg larger 1life as not differinz essentlslly in nature from it
ovn; onG eallez it God. This God it velues chiefly for whet he isr not =29
*meat purveyor" but ae a lsrcer, richer, more satisfaying 1life, and one wit]
~hich the little life ¥nowe by its vital experiences thet it may make *Gonnec-
fion,....P?., 303- lhe concept of Wod will continue to vary with the indivifusl
But beneath =11 thege chonging and contradictory menifestations will flow ‘the
one life of the inner relizisus exnerience, Thies inner experience, I sav, is
reclly one; »11 the mystice snenk one l2ngusaze and asrofess one faith. The evi

dence which the uychics beer Lo a voet rezervoir of life veyond us, vailch is
like ours #nd with which our life mey wmrke connectlone, ie the one dogme of
the Relicion of Feeling ]

Cort
%M. Qcenan, "Io Teed a New Idea of God?" ( 1917) P. 2358:0f lax Carl

Otto's "Thinze pnd Idenle":" God ie the ipdwellinz life of the univerge,/of

the remoteet ctor nnd cun 28 well ¢ » 1life of the

g r ‘ 1anet - the indwelling _
cldd ae well =2s the eoul. This Ood produced the universe end all living/Torms
) e diccover thet thip Life-Torce-Ond bezmn by making ruds experimente if‘Eel?

exnreseion, which reeulted in the production of the inorganic world. Finpfly,
after unnumbered centuries, in = supreme effort, in a spurt of creative £fhiu
es it were, Zod rucceeded in producing men. In the World War God'!s interests
rere at gtake ~= much 23 hunfigity'e. Cod wae unable to accomnlish enough, to
meke it cle~ar which cide he wae fichting on. In fsce of the hard facts, “then,
the only tensble view ig thet "Zod ie catuslly now doinz the best He can,"2né
cent 6@ better; thot He 1a in an extremity; thet He neede asslstance. I% ish'
homece, or worehipn or nrayvere or hymns thet He wents and needs, but ou¥ crai
sur Blood, our will, our life. And if we refuse tD come to His nid, it 1odke
if God might 2ctually be dafeated"., St. John Ervine in "Chonging Winds" eays
of thie book:" It secwed to him that God was not a veing who miracuously made
* the world, btut a Being who lekored 2t it, suffered and failed, and rose @Efhen
end eschieved.... He could hear God stumbling through the universe, full of .
ggony oT desire, cnllinz continudlly. "Let there be lizht! Let there be ¥izht

W.3,Sorley, 1855-) ¥ oral V=lues 2né the Idea of God" (1918):" gg;san

are consciosue ¥2 valueg =nd of an ideal :f :aagneee, vhi:h they zgéognif :s

vine undguhted suthority for the direction of thelir sctivity; e va Y

BEVIR"321REE" 07U AT , nnd of this idenl, does not denend upon thelr Fépoz

nition; it ie objective and eternnl; end how coulé this eternal validiax%ﬁ ar

2lone;... unless there were an EZternal lIind whose thought andé will weee there
expreseed? (God muet therefore exiet and his nature be goodness,!

R. Fucken, " Xoenuen wir Noch Christen Sein?" We cenmot hold him tghbe

faggggiggerggeﬁgligﬁea cgiigtign when he utters the following;: M Betweenzﬁﬁfs
, rmealate form of beinsy for us, for v n ;
the cult of heroes. If Jesus, therefore, Is not Géd,oIEwghgfggofaE%g¥ Eggf*ir

then He ie man; not a men like the average man

£gecond neregon in the Trinity,




N =T

pmong oureelveg, but etill man, Te can, therefore, nonor him Fe 8 lender,

a hero, n mertyr, but we onnnot directly bind ourcelves tfo Him, or root™Sur-
gelves in Him; we connot suhinit to Him uneondition=lly., Still leze can w

meke Him the center of a culi. To do so from our point of view would be ngthi
elee then an intolershle deifiestion of 2 humen being." E. Hermen (P.105)/'=ay
Eucken's new Christisanity, then, will heve no central and normative Loz
Iife, no Divine Redeemer, other than "(God" conceived as that powerful an
ing Ommipresence that e.j‘r.ers our 1life with such reinforeing and redeemiy

t. It will, therfore, begnothing elee than the spirituel life =2e conceived' in
hid onllosophy, vierwed from the stondooint of inwardnese and Divine initiativ
In such e Chrigti-nity Jesus will be the greatest rmone the sreat historic
verpoibilities. The nreséence of such 2n individuality can become to us al g a
pighty impuleion =nné = source of new life. This new life comes %o us;“Bgohrdi
to Bucken, dii{nésd throughout the world-historical movement; snd the IfGivi-
fusl reschee it through 2 epiritusl ivmediccy, not throush an sctual and*per-
eonel mediation.M

Tyl % + B n 3 - oatled-

Eucken hae pitolen the hesrt 2f Christisnity and still wents to be calle

un |

2 Christian., Henwould eet)Chriet as a wreat example of virtue whon we gre to

Lad,
iritete, but 2t the eame time rob ue of our Redeemer. He would 'élas;_:hezr-e*‘fhd :

Himgelf by meking » mere men out of Hid only begfotten Son. He would toke

3 : p = _ % 7 Lani e
smiy the Ohristianc! only ecomfort 2nd hope =nd etifll have the brass to ima-
£lne can R Lpas

that he(rishtfully be considered = Cnristien, It's men of Eucken's/type
. i s : : : o T ke
thet are the zrertest menace to Chrigtianity end not those philssophers who
et -

are outepaken in thelr ntheistic, agnostic, or 2t least snti-Ohristlian tesch-

lnze. Tucken is neither 2 true nhilosopher nor & Ohristian!

Soruel Alexonder, "Snoce, Time, and Déity" (1230) = Realist.

- Leizhton, B. 228! ¥ Deity is the next higher emnirical gua2lity than n'-.:l_nd..f' An
infinite o» nerfect God cannot exiet. What existe ie the univers's tendércy
toward deity. God is the ideal in embryo, alwayes becoming deity but neveprat=
= teining it. The striving of the univerege towmrds deity 18 God. God ir

- clude mind, which we may s2y ies hie body, since the whole universe 1s the hod
of God., The valueg which our minds realize are the materials for the makins ¢
the deity. Thue God ie a metaphyeical name for qualitieg-higher-than-finite-
mind, which, presumebly, emerge in the endless life of the infinite motion-
etuff, enacetime. Deity ie the coming into being of new complicabions inthe
order of finite qualities. CGod is not and never will be & perfect existence;
but Sgmce-time goeg on enriching its cuslitive wenlth, and therein lies the
divinity of thingd.

John Dewey, 1859-). Pragmatiem or Instrumentalism.

" Reconstruction in Philosophy" (1220) Wiil Durant, P. 538: " Dewey ée eves
that thinre are to be explained, not by sunernatural csausation, but by their
nlace and function in the envirdnment. Dewey ie frankly nnturnlistic: n& 5ro-
teete that " to iderlize =nd rstionslize the universe ot large is & ¢ ssic
of inebility to mpeter the courgeg ©of thinge thet epeciﬂca'l?y concern us."

He believes Schonenhauer's Will =né Bergeon!g Tlan Vitel exigt, but that the:
_tii =¥% eneed to worghip them; for thege Yorld-forces sre as ofetn 2s not des-t

]
treti-

e e e e e e e
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of everyhtinz thet man crestes nnd reverenceeg, Divinity 1s within us,
these neutrnl cormic nowers. " Intelligence hee descanded from 1ts lonl
1»tion =t the remote edze of things, whenever 1t operated ag unmoved mov
end ultimete cond, td teke its sest in the roving affeire of Men," Ye my t b
faithful to ihe errth " ”"? Cerl Otto, Thinge and Ideele, =eys P. Raeﬂ'dpd
only knows how mony of the sufferinge of 1life are due to the belief that the
netural ecene =nd 9apvﬂ+10nr of 1life sre lecking in ideal imoorh, and t4the
coneequent tendency Lo flee for the lacking idenl factors to sowe othe¥ vorl
in heblted exclusively bp idenls.!

Higuel = Unemuno. "The :Tragic Senge of Life in Xen and Peopnles" trens-
lated by y.%.:"nw*qrn Tiiteh, 2/ 184 :" It is not, therefore, ra tio—ﬁl
ueceqrity but vital ong niwn bnt 1w:e1r ue to oﬁlievﬂcto—eeliefeiin £ 5)
\nd to believe in fod is before 211 snd shove 211, tp feel e hunper o

2 hunger for divinity, uo be senglble of thie ieﬂs and abrence, to Hisﬂhtht
Cmir@w exies. And 1% iz 4o wizh %0 save the humen finﬂlit" of the Tnivers ce,
For one might even come to resisn onegelf to being absorbed by God, if i be
tant our ﬂannn*a"m.mﬂﬂ is beaseéd uvpon o Consclousness, if consciausnese is th
end of the Tniverees. "To believe in Cod ie to long for his existence andﬁ
furbher it is to 2ct 2¢ if he existed; it ie %o 1ive by thie longing e*.'z$§;r
moxe 1t the innér cgv*-* of your sction. This lonzing or hunrzer Zor 4ivy

berete hone, hone herete Toith, and AFfith =nd hope becet e-_rity. CZ thif
vine / 5;5‘ 1on -i-.—-s 4.- born our sense of beauty of ﬂna.lity, of goodness.

P. 188: And in the some woy God Himeelf, not the idea of Cod, mey become a
reality thot ie insudibly rn1+- and even though the iden o* ﬁiw doee noﬁ“ﬁne
tle ue to ﬂ-wﬂrwn “'“ET the a"iﬂ-enﬂe or the eegcsence of the Universe, =
times thet dimpet feeline 02 %0d, sbove »l)l in momente of spiritusl suf odﬁ
n. And thie fe:liﬂg - nark it wnl’, for 211 thet ie tregic in it and th_J‘
role ﬁrrtiﬂ senpge of life 1e founded uponm this - ie a hunger for God, of

lack of Und, Ta welieve in God ieg the wigh that there may be God snd 4o o=
unable to live without Him, ( 1221)

- “’!' -
Geozwe Sentavyena AB%=) Evervthing hne = natural besis 2nd moves Toverd
M- -
an idesl fulfillinment. Ynlile we should be -fundamentally skenticeal sbout every-
- T

thing but eccences, the conviectione in 1ife enzender in ug certain conviciio:
gbout existencees.

"giepticiem and Animel Faith", Par. 7 and 8:" In neturel philosbohy
I =m 2 decided nﬂuerihliou- enoarantly the only one l*ving......But I ao not
nrofe-n what matter ie in itself...I Ptt for the men of sclence to tell me.
Put whatever metter may be, I call it metter boldly, as I call ny “-mmu%hknr
ces Smith =nd Jones whthout knowing uhebr secrets,"
I¥inde of Doctrine" P, 192:71 T beieve there is notn*rw immortal
lio doubt the enirit and energy of the rorld is wvhat is acting in us, cs :ge
i thet ricez in every 1ittle wave; but 1t preses thrm us; =nd cry out =8 w
ray, it will move on. Our »rivlleﬂe is to h#ve nerceived it 2g it moved .
"Rereon in Relizion"Per. "8, 34;" Feith in the supernatural is a &
ner:tg TazZer made by wan ot the loweet ebb of hie fortunes; it is os far, =
i:s 10 from b°;nuhthe gource of that normel vitelity which 9ubseru=nt Y
e fortuncse m naw oracsnall £ a a
trivute it ond ;nto ggr! 1ve§f iu2lly recover. If 211 went well, we shoul
¥ill Durant on Sentayane, P, 537-" He will not permit himeelf,the
duxury of pantheism, which ie werely 2. subterfuze for ntheism, ve add ndthi
zaf?;gr:: ?; :glling 1ttgod' thE word nsture ie poeticel enoush; it puzsest
e generative and controlling function, the e z
8nd cPbngeful order of the world in which I g liee." : rsetepbih e
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dax Oarl Otto, "Thinzs =nd Ideals", (1324) P, 248fi:" lien have el?f_'é'ﬁs_ ol 1
theiT ode under the strees of deenly felt need, but the cQrention wes uncon
sclous. The wod was thought to be discovered, however ruch he was madel 7Zeop
are trying to dethrone the God of our fathers snd renlace hinm by a CGod ct
on & nletform of apneoved social and political idesls. And for teo reasons:
Because the war aroused the suspicion thet in thie great human crists GOY wee
cereful to meintein & strict neutrality, =né because 1t forced upon men an
ep ‘reciation of the problem of evil. .r..al

On paze 247, 0tio zives A.E.Hemydon's conception of God, which Hpn
in the Journsl of feligion, Vol, III, P, 590:" The Quest for Cod"- "Th
nees ecroes the efize of higtory in forms innumersnle; one note of natho
dominatee 1 ramg, men'e lonzing for eupnort, eccurity, companionghi
heln from th nvironinz univeree. The blozraphy of every zod ies =2n eyi‘éwinto
vthich ere written the dresme and eorrowe, trazedy and achlevements of gome X
meen oroup. The divine figures mre therefore rooted in the social needg and
eepirations of men. They prow and change with their neonle, 2o

Another contemporary nhildsopher who telievees in a limited God ig Dr,
Esetinge Rachdell, He =120 ig led to thie conclusion hr reeeon of the eyil
thet is in the world. "The Theory of God and Evil',RBook 3," Dr. Raghd con
vege of God as alone eternal; »1l other thinze ovwe their existence té Iiiz.{,", g0
fod hae willed =nd is responeible for the warld es it 1s. The evil in THg wox
ie 80 oreat thet we ecsnnot helieve the world, 2s it now is, to heve beed wil
led for ite own er%e by n jperfectly zood and retional Being such &g God,
The orecent world wuet themefore have teen willed =s @ menns to some futyre
end. It would be unjust for men to heve been brought into éxletence mereliy in
mweparetion for thig fudb

=nd

aglts
H® 0

n

i
-t

Tuture pood unless he were 40 shere in it; sO mam mifst ©

immortel, God has willed thig univerze as it now i1s, beczuse it ie the ve 3
that scems porsible o hiwm, to whoge mind 211 the poesibvilities of thinse

knovn, There muet etern2l neceesities which are part of Hies ovn eternsl sitw

i These¢ prevent him from willing 2 univeree in which eli the good thot will ul

timetely be geirned in this universe, might have been geined without the™évil

P that nor exigte,

AT e
shasd Vet X

L.T.Hobhouece { 0%
imply, "A n2ind th
e of 2 Pur 109¢ce, S
e
n

ntemporary philosopner who believes in p limited God, isg
0, B, 493=-50Z) "lorale in Evolution" Part II, Cheps. 583
e evolution of individusl minds in the universe 2pneaxs t
t iz not limited to 2 eingle physzicel orgeniem." The existe

for pe our experience and reasoning powers go, implies £ =
¥ind commencurate with that Purpose. So, if there is a Purpose running Fhru
the vorld ae le, =nd Frofepgecor Hobhouce thinke the evidence points.thet
Tay, "there ig o mind of which the vorld-purpoee ie the object." Such“gggin'
muet be = permanent =2nd central fsctor in the univeree, in short, Qod. sut vl
¥ind, or Cod, ig neither the whole of things nor an Omnipotent Creator hor
ig it an Omninotent Providence. It is only a fector in the whole of thinge.
Hoohoure does not nermit us to velieve that the increesing rational contrgl o:
thinge is due to an external God acking upon the subconscious. For hix God
apparently must be immenent in the huxan mind, and especielly in the human
reason, =nd to onerate thru loglical pzmocesses.

Berfrend Ruseell, 1872-) Wiil Durant, P.532:" Bertrend R'AEs:eli"?gun
g0 much Iin Vhrletianity thet could not be phrmeed in mathematics, that HE"oba
doned it =211 except its moral code. He spenks scornfully of o civilization
that nersecutes nen who deny Christisnity, end impricons them vho take Ik,
geriouely. Ee can find no God in such o coniredictory worl ; rather, only &
humomroue ‘lMephistopheles could have nroduced it, and in = mood of excentibne
feviltry. He follows Spencer in hig Ticion of the end of the world snd rifec
to eloguence in describing the Shoics resigmation to the ultimete defeat of
évery individusl and every snecies." P
- Poet-Dignatch Anniversary Number, December 3, 1978, in hie ﬂk}.}l—.&fﬁ
J lespose &h}‘tzritea:" Our moral feelinge show ue wint ve have to do;'it

-""\.q.-‘;-a
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revealg Ue our true pert in the ptresm of coemic beconmling. For we ore gur-
eelves part of renlity. Thue it ie our firm conviction that, in snite all
ultra-nationfl tendrneles which we ctill encounter, oceasion2lly, nenkihd is
on the way to he one goreat spiritual comrunity smong which the world '9% wil
have no rore meoning, And thiec is indeed the most impoztont in "the vi of
the Universe of the future." Thug the last word of panlloeophy should nat
Soinoze cnlled "mmor intellectunlis". Thot meansz: love =2mong 211 crentures @
love towesrds the Supreme Reaszon of all that existes, enlizhtened =nd ﬁi%.éorte
[ by intellectunlity. "

p—

Floyd L. Daorrow, "Thru Sciehce to God", 1€25:" The iden of God heg
_;:rbwg thru the ozee. The crude elesental God of the saveze naseed into r@e ®
tel deity, swayed by human naecione =2nd actuated by humen motioneg, onlv ™ Lp b
succeeded hy the sronhetic conception of 2 world-Cod of absolute just%aé
perfect rizhteovenesr, and finslly %o be supnlented by the universel ¥ether
of the Chrieticn relizion =snd the Divine Immanence of the Scientific P'h'i'

loeso
phy. Thie everchencing iden of Cod hoes needed reinteroretation in ench che-
cegeive neriod of intellectusl development. It has zrown wiith advancindTmom-
ledze ~nd ricen with the evolution of the roce to constantly hicher levels
and mobler idcels. The goverses imegined the nresence of spirite in fire pné
vater, wind and gtoram, the lightning and the thunder; the patrispchal trides
o revenzeful God of wrath, remoree, snd resentence; the prophets portrayed' =n
austere God of moral low, whose soverelgn sway extended to ell men; sonme, of
the later Penlniets hod crucht a vigion of the confident sesurence =nd radian
Joy of the Cod of ilew Teecimament Hones; in Chriest we see the God-ldea floger

' dnto the coneeption of the All-father of infinite compaseion, merey, =nd lave
thile Science hee odded the thot of o God whose wayve of action are the immmte
le lewe of coemic eviolution.®

8,:" (P.312) All thinge =g in
itusl eye "God", " {the universsl
prinelinle", "Leing?— the nmmes ~re verious - reside in everythinz. For jhe
denocracy of God ig =11 Bervosive. The stones ere burdened with aim; the 11tt
tlrde beor him iu their songe; the olouds mre heavy with hie presence 2nd ev:
part of life ig »1l of life. ¥, 314! Everything when times and localities,
vear off€, will elip beck to the game egimple being and the same God. TWe Zin:

itiee of 1life »re eimple, They =re one. T’ney are 2lways in our hearts,

-
-

Chinele Tooin: - oy be ends, =nd to the g

Baxer Z“rownell,."The Hew Universe!, 192
pix

[

ct.u..c."’
Viccount (R.3,) Hold-ne , "Humen Experience", P, 184 (1228):" God cam
mean lece than the universe. But this does not s=ignify the point of viey of
the nantheist. God ig mbnd, mind that meiifeeting iteelf in us embreces g un:
vergel thmxxkk that is more thon one of matter ond enerzy, = universe i’"s‘;:ii
rit that in ue hes rect, =nd fachion all,thet ie for ue within and Withoust.
Thet ie the explanstion of why the world, despnite = contingency vhich is 1{ e

outoome of limitatione in our experiences, is ultimately raticnal, Thet 1se
g0 wWhy we #eve faith in the hermony of exnerience, and c2n rely on it =22"2 0
ele for ou? feith, in the working out in the lonf] run of probebilities. CGod,

a» conceiwed is clocer to us than bresthin neaner then hande or feet, Vet
define him in 2 language thet does not mie?éad, we mgnnot. Such definifions

are elwaye in the end pictoriesl, It ie pnly with what we sometimes cell the
eye of faith, the reslization of thinge unseen, that we can behold God, tut
relizion snd ort tell us thet such faith can sustain ue.

Thomes L. Mageon, "The Oity of Perfection” ( 1827) :" The Hissioﬂg{gi
ggréegiw;s to r:a:dr_tthg :bstg:ct idea of Totelity into Fumen vealuem. T¥ig -
sobllcaL oY ethlcoal abgtractlon had hitherto been veriously conceived &z
gxxkzgn y the Indiane As Eriehne, by the Chineee ce T20, #nd by other "Ftac
fymoolized Dy varioue concrete lmages such 2e Buddhs. Pileto hed come®3lo:




. gueined nlone for Chriet to hursnize it by gibing 1t the name YOur
et qﬁm lobe in it mystical mepect wae born into the cernel mfind, givinzy
he 0nly hope there con he,"

by die
“he 3'1‘;1tua1 truth. .Inter nie immoriel follower,Plotinus, bore onwerd the

'Ill‘#‘-‘
Gemeliel Bradford "Iife »nd IV, P. 278: ¥ Chript snd I 2nd God":" The mech=.:

ool Bad apneers oe o benevolegnt old zentlemsn, who, being otherwlse uno 0l e
me day took it intp his hend to mnke the universe out nothing, and had abund~
==yer cauce to regret hie ection ever eince. He is Tigured 2s much the tyné o

=he 2verage huwen father, woodnatured enough when he 1is well dieposed and ¥hen
2ef feels that he is trented vith proper respect =nd considerstion, but bHy'no |
degne free from irnecibility, =2né requiring like earthly fathers, o be filatte
28, petted, and caressed, =o that his worshipers cuickly learn to pattern them
selves ofter the model of the exemplery, favorite child. P. 280: But when n2-
sure became o husineses of complicated, universelly sppiceble, uneltersble lofrc,
the notion of God hechpe uore snd more remote, until the ordinery mind grew
Indiepoeed to =llow for it ot 2ll,

REN S s

H. Rashdnll hoo bheen diccussed under Max Carl Otto,

—.'z..,
F.C,S.Schillexr, "XPYETXAXRENEVUNIVETEEYVERE "Riddles of the SphinxM, a finiet

L

fore of pluralicm. Preferes to call himeeld o numanict. Leighton, P. 420-

"Here we hove = fod, =not, indeed, ag o being who ie chut out from the nurmen
gelf; but the picturs 5f God as 2 finite supernumen sgent working for goo
tnd helping mon in the strupsle ngeinst brute acecident and evil. God is hindexr:
by eome myeterious forcz outsidé of Himeelf., He neede men's ald aeg man needs
His 2id, ¥We hove the vizht to belive thet in the long run man end God will'&in
out in thid orent moral epic, o2 vhich the scene id the universe, or rather
the multiverze, Completc nornony nnd n renl universe may ensue in time, “Scollle
shinke thet Finelly, when the blissful triumph does come, time will pese Into

Ve am Ve

stornity

» =
e Te fustice nud truth =ad beauty, both ns these 2re shove our world and

e L] (>
-aU‘, -
y Doth tronzecendent =nd imwanent, There is a2 Power that works no
-

| 73, Soenlddne, "The New Raotionalism"P, 517, " CGod 1s the totzlity of valhes,
ietic s ti i 11
13

4

%

8 b

zide with men, but 2lso in him and thru him, flowering in that frg’ fom
hich 1e given to hie reason to get at truth, to his emotlions, to love thHE beat
1ful, the zood, =2nd Zhkrme the true, 2nd to detest the ugly, the emil, aﬁ_the
alee, =2nd td nis wil arid m=nhnood 40 engege in the strugsle.t .

aeet”
ew under the Sunt" b; Bjoeriman %‘_ 200
d in édrops from his works, ds in étri
cries the Couxtier, the kmighterrant,

At the bottor monking is gplend
and they're raised by the agpiration that's in ell of then." As they risg :he

erceive more ~nd more clearly that " (God ig within the world, not withoyt' it.
trussling onward, they are filled with " a waywerd feellps that the universe
indivi sable, that power has not devolved but evolved, hhat things arg relex
ive, not zbsolute." And "1like children whose mfother has departed from hdme,
hey are slowly being forced to trust in, and be good to themselves 2nd one
other, and 20 to form out of their necessity, desperately, unmsciously, the
ey creat belief in Huwhbity,"

_ C.E,M,Jomd, "ind and Uetex" , 1928, P, 118:" The world =s a plurmelity.
The monietic pasitio:%n philoeophy haosg many points in common with the ortho-
0X position in theolahy. The Abeolute is like God in that it is 2ll-embrobin

nd univereal, snd that nothing outeide of the Absolute ie trul
Nlike him 1r.,‘.:he. senpe thet it is neither perscno.g nor 1r.~-.¢>1'o.f72""'¥ %'gg'%érlftia

1¢ not create the universe 2= 2 gesture of ommipotence, it 1s the uhivergel®
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Ot
Robert Archay Woods, "Democrac New Unfolding of Humen Power", in llox Cer
ot nee Pna 106 le, P 1"’4;" The new mirit, forming 1+se1-, ag wer

o'e, T

anon the resflepe zea of hnw-znity will without doubt deterzine the fut
pense, 0f God =2nd decpiny. The deidtic conception o an age now co“nlet‘d‘,:r.
that Cod ie some diptent morr'r'c-* w111 fade into the darkness with the*@hciel
syestem which gave 1t risc; and ﬂociety os 2 federel union, in vhich each ink-
vidual and *v'::"' form of Mamnn aceocintion shell find free enﬂ. :Eull seongfy £o
g more abundant 1ife, which will be the large figure from which is pro*ec ed
the conception of God in vwhow ve live And wove ~nd nheve our 'beih‘, Under gich
B conception it will be found ond felt that every ons of all the pointe in
the never-endi ng co ...ple:it" of humen effairs wvhere one llife touches 2noine=,
there ig o secmamental relationship which is being elther reverenced o 1-
led. F. 314: 3
B Harry Allen QOverstreet, "The Derocratic cnncep‘:icn of God", Apneered in
Eiiber Il > , T. 409:" Qonegetuently the God of the future is th
figure of ”'-'x'i' d livee, =nd yet of ome vest group li.;“e ir cemceleze 2ctiv ty

There i.~ sloce in the "='-=J--~ for an etemn .n.ll; J--.ect being, =ad no ..ygj.-
i

ho need, 'Fr-r‘+-1f~ vost goclety by ite orn inheren nocs-gialectic - of of
and °d~ﬂt:=*4f~w 00 perntlon on 1d conflict - iz working out its own desti

Uu-,
for the cocicty, @ mocrevlc -"'--J:.x end to end, can brook no such radical Class
Gistinction g % n-‘-‘, hetween A suprene ..,_fr' ""ﬂ:srcc’. with eternal ané abs

on as % vte
perfection ond the wage of -’.h*_ﬂgf- doocrzed to the lower weys of imperfect n*rug
zle, It is

ne concsption of God that 14 ourselves, in whom end of o

whom we literally .V':::; the Cod that, in every act and intention, we, with 2l1
our countleszs fellows are :w".":.:w;;. Jgtise God that iz one respect ieg in

the making, orowing with the ‘_..,....-,, of the world, '-u-?ferinf" and ‘einning gnd =
conquering with 1t, = CGoéd, in chort, that is the world in the ppirituel whity

"*"ﬂ "‘!‘Iﬁ,-'l" 'c

ip Tost-Dispatch Anniversary Number, December 9, 1236.

SV, ‘Lou patch Anni
J,B, 8. Heldane, "The scientific Doint of Viewl-—"In the firet place, it fe.‘"‘;c-"
E to be truinrul end, *e:e:’nz.c,-......"nt al., 4 good scienflet will be 1'npa*"l'.'ie.1
between Mr. Smith, a *::*;:ews:.n, and the golar system. He will lecve beni 1_1_31 nim
his natursl repulcion of the tepewpzm, rhich would lesd him to throw it gvey
inetead of «t*vﬂ:,r.l.m it c*:-ﬁ*gtl"..y as he would o etatue or 2 symphony, ang p*s
ewe for the golar gyetem, which lead hipg predecessors elther to worzhi

metituente, of ot lecst to recard them 28 inscrutzile sgervents of thﬁ’:\

ty, too exelted for human con nrehension, In =0 far og it places =1l pherdn e..‘.
on the sene emoticnel level, the scientific point of vie"' mey be called the
God'e-eye view. Zut it 41 fi'oz' rm’ound"y from that which "-elic'ions fhave
cttribtuted to the A'_Lu‘.*' t'r in veilg ethically neutral, "For we v'restle not
egéiknet flesch and hloo t azaingt principalities; against poeers, aglizet
the rulers of the f"'r'mecw ﬂ‘ tn.is world®", st. Paul tnou.,ht thet +h= ro'-'ld
weg lorgely ruled by demons. We know better today, and we démand the | ~8eral
adoption of the gecientific mint of view becsmse in ite absence humenerigrt
ie co lergely devoted ‘to conflicte with fellow-men, in vhich one, iZf no:ﬁbt‘
of the digputentes ruet inevitebly =suffer. It ies :ml; in tires of disester , th
the average nan devotes 2 momente thought to his real enemies, "the ru_a‘;é‘:
the d.a.r!:ness of the woxrld" frox bacteria to tornadoes. Until hu::anity i3}

the ceientific point of view those enemies will not be =onguered,

Heng Dréésch, "a "'Io"'ld of Plan and Purncse'---" Ye setxt fron e:c,,;vev-i.em':eJ

but we consider it a sign or index of something Absolute. And we hope to“dii

cover the structure of the Abeolute,or, to use “the E=ntian expregsion, t%
cf ©

ll'fr ite=1FN i \_n =icht +
Ui vETER) (el smeohonuhg) hae bSSaietl,SXFEnt. AR kig wey 6 i85t InE soiq
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' eneof

ectablighed wey. At precent, zenersl »miusk love smong human beings r.us"_f,s,and,
rlll substitute for merc force with its heirad z2nd itz rivelry. For morallty,
enlightened by a metaphysical mowlegze, demandg so. And our moral feeling
ghove us what we h2ve $o do, it revesls us owr true pert in the stream 0f %502
zic becoming. Tor we are oumselves part of reslity. Thue it ie our firm"g'"gifvic
tion thet in spite of the ultro-nntional tendencies which we still encounter
occesionally, menkind ie on the way to one greant cspiritusl comwunity =mong
rhich the world var will have no more me2ning. And thic is indeed the most
irportant point in "the view of the unlversg of the future", Tme the l=zt
rord of Philosophy should be wh-t Spinoza, TAmor intellectuelis". Thot -
love smong nll creatures 2nd love towmrds the Suprese Resson of all that éxist
enlirhtered 2and supnorted by intellectuslity." !

Rudolph Liaria Holzanftel, "Letent Poseibilities in America's Future',

[ 4
' In opder to deliver mankind from the pppressive burden of such an“3heient
and preecientific trodltion, the adoptlon of A totally new dirzection in the
fomalin of gociety ecsczme inevitable, Nothing but investigetion, bringing
light to the deecp--sented pcychological processes 2nd the fundomental 1%

-

whic
zost effectively govern 1ife, can precerve ud frox decsdence, ....4 stud y°f !
panidealiem chows ues that o eubstentisal improvement of the morality go , hand
in hand with the aenetrntion of the conscience by sriistic endeavors, 1% canno
be echieved in any a2ther way. The arfiztic =2nd relizione nerepectives off Han-

iderlicm will mo¥e it noseible for she Americen to overcome the utilitarien

Instinete which suporess =nd confine his soul; =nd thet iz the first iuperatiy
gten on the road to =2 new developnent of morality. In the future reallyfevest
men will rice nnd 2>2in control of the utilized teempures of the gpirit, 204 th

ghall develop new osomsunities of the soul out of the great ortistic and reli-
glous trancforaation of the resultant mixture of races, Whereas in the pagt, 1:
organic substoncee =nd 1mmechanical motlione served as media for the cree.t*_vez ‘.rap-
1ge, whether plasgticelly, masically, or poetically, the future will Giscovex
the artizt working prinoirelly with livinzg peonle and exployving them =8
pterial in the ecreation of new religious and artigtic forms, in an 2rt ¥ilch
hell be ¥nown == the Art of Sheping Humenity,

: Otto Heller, Prof. at Washington U.,es2ys: " Holzanfel!s mecter work,
an-Idecl" is ingtinct with a prophetic sense of humen destiny. Some, the =
eroic lobors of men have crinnled hie spiritual wing-power, The emb*_t!.a%'fo:
lighte toward dietent, lofty, withal definite, objectives need reviving,tIn =
rampantly utiliterian erg Holzapfel appeare to many aes the lLessleh for mante
eadened epirituality. He certzinly is one great eXponent of the difficul‘l{t of
einz human," P :.l
t

Benedetto Cxoce, 1833 — ) " An Arbument Ageinet Historicel LUoteriels om
oce ig o czeptic, ret2ining 2ec hig only link with hiz netive Catholi 314 o
n ite treditional cult of learning ond bhesuty. " For us, liberelism do28'not

ridin to the burreoicie or %o any other economy; it pertaine to the human
ul 2nd to its profound needs; 1t hae no economic qualities snd origins; ey
xe, inste=d, moral religious ones, ond to express it 2ll in one word, it Ip ©
dern form of Christisnity ( and here Hegel wos right) . Christisnity is the
beolute religion", the one that is capeble of being refined by thought;*but
ich can never be rvent from the humen heart.” S
H.W.Carr on Croce: " The whole force of Croce!s polemic aginsi:"gel.*.;
n concelved ee & puwe form of mind to be remked with art and philoeoph M4n
Se finol triad, ic thet it ie eseenti=lly the concept of a tronecendert
=t an immnoneht 1life, For thie reason snd not for any irreverent rezszons, he
gje@ts-relgsi_.sgs and relegates it to mythology. Relizion is 2n imnerfect Bnd i
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mature a2ttempt to present reality, and :lt rwuet therefore yield its place '.‘to
philosophy. The cﬂre:-.t nnilononpical tazk hefore uc todoy, Oroce telles us,; is
the ceciing off of thhe worn-out o2 T.nen‘d and thies =ill be accomplished by
the rejection of the concept of & ph*.losoph.r of hisfory and its replecement
rith the concept of hietory ne *oen'l'j.cal with philosophy." ~

James Harvey Robineon "The Age of ﬂ'ﬂr-‘r* sesh "‘ne'v'e are stlll meny v:hcgS 08 P
Por thie snclent trnte for miroole: e(das found in the Binle) . The moderX ¥dpds
~orker invokee neither (od nor the devil., He ig hurble in the face of th& Myst
eries vhich confront him. Now ceclence m2y be defimed =s our present body, f
tnowledee of vhatever ki ind which hne oeen sccumilated in s scientific se--it.
f#lor the older holy mnn ond scholezs aescumed that the beet worthwhile thinrs

nad already besn Tigcovered nnd set down either in the Bible,or by Aristqgtile,
mhoce werke conctituted for the 13th century thinkers a sort of inspired body
of informotion whioh they had %5 norent like the Bible. T ney souzht to infarox

toth end me .'.r: them clearer, tut they Zelt hmmc-. by the in ormation whigc?
cont2ined. In short, they -r-c-lied chie efly on s=uthority =nd c‘-.edicetﬂu. th
0 e"sl".int“ 3 the zomcient thr booke rather then investigating shem." Ii ""?"‘
keys uen he: ’-11:- hig shveleal existence as a tiny egg and his OTFANs

2 ehort time in nie mothewte word pecularities 3% o fich, Ho refsin
Buecles’ ‘ua "f‘:- 2 %211l or move hle esrs, We never get over belng an @
some of the woret mictnies of the past have been due to the fallure
nize ourcelves 2z 2nimels,"

Yortin Ancdercen Nexo , 1752- ) WArt and The Proletariat" We conceive
Irelizion ne »n .-'-.-;--i:.z.e J.H,.'d.-'?.r-sent ingredient of = life that ie vite
ipborne by ideze - = current, @ “oree, which cannot be fetched up "‘o*“"’s;:ec
tion, not hitohed tn Tormuls c:, ..1.. which etrdus benesth the tﬁ“‘Pl“"-" olf life

SWEL fgan "‘-n:::‘:m and :ﬂalo"v ney sgtisfy those who have ¥ 1 .ﬁ"d ¥
their livee, and for dying, = mn c""riﬂrl "'Jf'trine about o Seyonéd.will s %tce.

2ut they vho s2re livine and --"-" takxe the future over, neec the giron
ir the oood forne~ of 1ife, =nd need the contact with mysterious under
of 1t all: the lLyetery of Life. They need to have & frank reldtion to +E_ oo
gnown, for fyom ite wawb shell the future be born, For 21l I care let the
letarion nn:’n-- himeelf undit for the production of new theatricel effects,
provided he make for it by drewing the =riistic ncnaaquences of his Gistirc"
Eiveness of Charscter, nnd ol ng “the veryday brizht and brilliant snd wozth 1L

aki
- o - -
ivg for the meny.

-stels

Zre Very Rev, Williem R, Inze,"Quo Ten&imus"--——“ The mocern man hgék.yee

eone, Fnd eoee not went 2 reeper, There will be a2 rieing againsy inmi
ftorial Puwit=niem, ne there olweys is when the =a ints maks tqe_selvesqur_nr
rel nuisence, "Dost thou thinb beceuce thou art virtuoue, there shall Bp no
ore cokes and alef" We want a new Reformation, cn the lines of Erasmusy, not
f Luther 2néd Czlvin. It will be neither *undaaeﬁta1ist1c nor mcrdernigtic, bu
t will rest on myﬂticiem, which means the practicse of the presence of CGod,
ind on rgtionalisw which meaneg confisence in sc*enﬂe. We ghall never b =% »E
eace with ourgelves until we get a religion of thig ! 1nd for the sciedtiflic
ode of thinking is occaking *r like an etLoe“nere, ond +r:¢1tionalism w1l
ilght a loeing hott 1e 1f 3t tries to resist it. In zy opinion, the tynicli mer
£ the future will be 2 Protestant, but a ﬂrotestent of & scarcely recogniZebl
?pe n :

{/ -Yh Shan Hen, Some Tendencies of Contemporary Chirese Philosophy, ""v-qal
Ph‘.\.iosophy. VYol. XXV, No. 12 3Sept.,1Z, 1228, P. 508: " A young revolutioni:
i sungs: _ I fight alone, and win or gink,

I need no one to meke me free,

I want not Jegu:g Chrigt to think

That he could ever die for me.
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Such ig the humanized religion of todey. Confidence in man is greater tha
confidence in Hesven. Zel? relisnce is zrester then 'cel“ ance on Jod. The
twvo-handed aniwel with n brain heg clready become lord of the universe; he

cannot but honor himgelf "

Prof, Wnloott, Journzl of Phildesophy, Vol XXVI, No. 5: " Prof 'I.'eﬂot‘-
Dropopes t0 view God ae the 1light of 1 modern’ knowledge, =2e "thet force, etlergy,
-\o'ver, or somewhat other than '~u--=-"v"f-, hut 5f which we surselves ome a_-o
g2 nart, that in/snires to righteousness. " Ae for evil, he dismigcsed it oS
te"par ry sbnoraniity on the port of the Deity."

-
ashe

bler.-.", Journel of Phlloeopay, '.'c-., '("{.VI,
7

-
¥o, 5, 28, ) . . celved of 2e =2n infinaite coclety
spiritual monads, -né the ren .*.“.'i":"-"=l on ¥he hie spliritual eide sk den—
tified with one of thece monnds, The indiviéduel is not & creature s5f Zod* Pt
i:, constituent of God, having o necegz2ry =nd indiepensabdle function i:: the

otol econony of the divine whole — an ob 1ec‘-**- velue vhich is not mere 7 2&
& member of humen eoclety =& sctually eonatitute , out ag 2 memter 0‘? th=t do-|

the most nerfect humzn zoc *ct" iz but =n imserfect sAEAr,

'-":'\1-' '-.l‘! w1 Seree "'"":h "f:"? :s:-"t it ?ll :?. 1’9:11:?:512 had:e-"igﬁ”e?
PhicA two ldezse of God arreec in every respect? Which ghell we chooge &g 'E"l"

- )
moet setiefying for our spizitunl nsedst IF philoszophers would effect & c ~S=crx

iy

nermony of thoucht, there 4ic no doubt that therw renks would be grestily e velle
- w -
but, =e 1t 1g, mogt people sre ze much afraid of trusting wholly in ph ‘.osop:ﬂ

goeculation =s they would be of g2iling a stormy sen in a rudderless boet. Thae}
i
.

enchor-holde are lecking in nhilosonhy. Quo tendimus? Whither are we going?, 1}

nlation le=zd? What are ite Fruitst

4 report of the 28th Annuel lieeting of the Eastern Division of the |

p I
drerican Philogophicel Ageocintion, held at the Univereity of Pennsylvenie, ;'

Decexber 27-29, 19228,  will help cnswer thigs question. Relph L. Blake c'-eg:;ibes
1t pe follows:" The -roceedinge did not avold common, but none the 1es§#£*en+
a‘ble,faults. Too many of the readers overstepned 2ppointed time limits %‘;“Sbug,
the patience of the audbtors, to invade the prerosativee of the succeesors{ an
10 discourage discugeion, Too much of the discuscion resembled euccege:‘.?e&?eoli'
oaiy by windowless moneds, Few 15;3ues were really joined, or argued throﬁfsh %9

eny. furtherance of solution. Too many whose expression —ould have been "5? inte
est
preferred to remein eilent. The " eyzpoesin" resembled nothing leas, R&e of




' = Néber=
the contributors n~d ceen, =nd consequently none could refer to, the exntribu

tions of hig fellows, Ench defined the gquestion nroposed mccording to his om
isveet will., Consecuently 1ligtIle :::eeting;!lgﬂ.nds. Too litile time time ?.-a.l
eEble for nersonal dimecussion apart from the formal sesciosn, These wer pefeih
tently ecnlled %o order 2t an hour later than that aprointed, 2nd were conge-
gnéntly overcrowded with neterield, It is doubtful whether any of theg & fgcts

-—
ie without remedy." Thether anything worthwhile is =2ceomplished et such'ﬁggti

iz & question, ( Journsl of Philoegophy, Vel. XXVI, No. 5, Feb., 23e, 1222)
The poeltiveness 2nd great comfort fouhd in the cdoctrines of the Bible,
— SiA
cver acainet the indefinite, vegue, and negstive theories of the philosophers,
Ainat.
ie apparent ot once tC one vho hze been recred in on orthodox Chrietisn hdme,
Bl
gnd to one vho haeg experieficed the wrase snd mércey of Ood and the perfeztness
end nolinege of Hip holy will,

As mentioned nefore, we »nity the poor nhiloaspher whoihas rabheﬂ nin-
zelf of the hope =nd comfort o»f Chriest'e teachinge by est2blishing _ie *er.an,
genges, or nature == the only true guide irn metters pertaining vo the eoul.

" P P = T . - 1 - . ‘d‘i’
e do not fear him, He ig fundomentelly opposed tp Chrigtianity, =nd his theo-
ries will sozk into the aversge Chrietlen mind tc the externt that wn*e—rq ne—

rateg the nidzs of » duck, He weaves interesting narrotives of =and draws fep—
et idol, or, at the least, excltes man's curl :@Z by

clever vacueness =nd indefinlteness of gtyvle, bBut that ies 2ll. Hig ti eoziee

ill not t=ake root in the neart of mcn as does the Ghristian relicion, gince
ney ore baged on rezeon and consequently relative. The Out-and-out phiigEOth
hould, therefore, meke no more impreseion oi the bettlements of Ohristfgiity
han Judelem, Confucisnierm, or Buddhiem,

* Butfhough philosophy itgelf ig not to be feared, the prsctise ;FWAE;c

L4 Lk
ng,under the ghlee of Ohristien truths is most destructFul- to Christienity.

t io crec ginﬁ unon Christionity elowly, much == Gkseace, the symtome of whi
l'él "'EC'O"“Q" Fuble. 2



27,

f cuch = dipesce iz not oerefully puerded ezsinet, it will greduelly,corrupst
ecay

he very soul of Chrictimsnity,and show very few outwexd eignd jbefore the in-

=

rerd corruption is complete.

What irc more dangeroues, o vottle of noi=on lnbelled "poison“-;’cr
2 bottle lebelled Yeoumer Water®, to vwhich o drop or two of polson hes beeﬁ" z.-’,d&-
ded? Vho is more to be fezred, wvour outepolken eneny, sgeinst whom yow ﬂ.r?'e-\ver
Pn your gusrd, 2r the pergon who poges 2s your friend 2nd in reslity wi«-hge to

- de--
ring you nothing but trouble snd miszfortune. This explaine the difference be-

treen true ohilosmophic speculetion end modern religious liberaligm. The; firmst
re know to he our determined foe 2nd we sre prepared to meet ites onslaughts,
but the letter hes, under the pretense of nermsonizing Chrigtian truth with

clentific discorvericee =2nd nhilosophy, rel

nouighed everything distinctive of

i
Chrictirnity., He has the cut 3he ‘..e:art,"éf Chreitianity =nd wichee %o be cclled

@ Chrietisn, He hog sbendoned Scrinture, the fortress of God, and hes fled in

needless ponic o the open, unfortifled nlaine of =2 vazue, naturel religio

only to tecome »n eacy victim of his opponentz lying in wait there,

Aelicioug lihernliem nezé not bHe inesincere in iteelf, if 1t =0

neve peen called to =nregeh the Word of God, it ie dishonecst, ;?i-_:':zo-zere'-.le; aneg
- J_
ebeolute counterfsiting, Such & person haz sccepted the theories of Phild=ophy

o
and iep elther sghamed to0 =2dmit it, for fear perhapes of losing his poeition, or

- s % - "J:‘i“.

e wighes to mrpke use the zond nome of Ohristisnity to eprecd his frlse views.
i

If o men mierepresents a product in the businees world, he will be

&g~
ubiect to 2 heovy fine 2nd imprisonment, if caught; =0 any paetor of an orthc

ox church who i= ineclined towsrd liber=liem, muet resign his cherge 5:f h‘.éh'z\.:a;
0 be true to himeelf =nd the flock over vhich he has been pléced.

In trying to remove from Christianity everything thot is ao‘ teﬂ
0 by scientists, the 1i'oer-a1‘l et bribes the enemy by those concésclions which

Lhe eneny nogt deeires.

\



Therc cor be no compromlee Letwesn the one who 2dopis reaszon as hie o@if cuid

a'!‘ him who begee hic faith and complete trust on the revealed Word of God.

3 3 adobs
g0 men can serve two mesters¥! It must ‘either be the Triune God or the idols

w o
l;'
[
= O
=y

welf
ogophy cays,"Tark out & conception of God for youreelf, end I wil
glve you 2 certaln smount of gelf-cetiafaction, s 1ittle recognition d‘ﬁﬂn:g
your 1life time, and a nlace in hiztory as a thinker.

God caye, " Believe in ile, or the revezled Word, end I will giv;" you
tt

HT

crown of l1ife, eternnl neace and hepoinese in heaven,

meai - | T
Inke vour choleal




Wm, Jomes

G, H, Howigon

i John Ceird,
H.G.Velle
Henri Bergeon
J. 2, Randnll
Jogish Rovee

J:B,Pratt
E.H Reerron
'onn -|g|- eu-

L' n-r‘1“ I' 2 -

q. -y - "“ “"'

Yax Gapl 0Lt

a. | e‘ 'I"i "Fl
?- L. \n-n-p:r-"

: 'I-nnv- ) € S

2[E :’e:’.'“"'

“eld v
1 nd

?::'f' "h PO t

4.1 (:"5"n="n.1n_
ripﬂfn '!li- T—u
H.ﬁ.ﬁkrr
Tnc. d. '::eon
.
mee: ﬂng
E. Hermon

2,1, J024
fdw, Bjoerkmon
G.?, 0ongex
Leender | ¥eyser
Horech

£ !

\-
bt
"
o
h
'
é
&

.

b s

'J'!“

Geqﬂ*-e f'q:l yl-l o~ \rn o)

n

Q

- )

Seuh(.rin"1c Pa

- e

ygul -i. I&F:‘. .'."1.:- 31’.‘.
n "

¢, J‘. Coe,The Peycho
Rudolah quéiﬂﬁr

3
L e P P T VI VI PR ™

t

MO W %M R W %W O R W W W

Y v uw ow W ow w

Friedrich Nietzache,
Herbert S-encer

e W W

i._uu) ".'1’3 Id-l-u-

logy of Relirion

Bibliomraphy

The Twilight of the Idols

an &utobiow 2phy

Vwrietime of eTivioue Experience

The ILimits of

Fiziig, and Legt Things
Creative ZEvolution

Tyolution
Introcduction to the Phil

The Culture of Persomelity
The Relipiouse Asnect of Fhilosophy

T19 Eﬂ*lccsnn" of Freedon

The b oy rmhnl nr 2/ of Nelismd L0Ug

czophy of Religzion

f God in Recent ®hilosophy

Belief

Do Ye ”re- o “ev Tdea Of God?
Reconatruction in ?ﬁilaﬂo;h“

The Tpe "i“ fenac of Lifs in it

-

A Ztudent's Phildsophy of Rel

“kewf*cicm and Animel Feith

-*1 -'c ﬂ-"!rﬂ Tﬂn-\-‘g

_--.ll. . e

en =nd ¥eonles,
icion

Relis 1ﬁa and the lind of Todey
The T4 old of "%1losonh7

&

The "91*"0ﬂ of the 30 G
Througn Jelence To Tod

The ¥ew 'v*"c*se

Frllosophy of the Recent Past

4igtory of Philosophy

o W - g - -

The Story of PhiIDEO“hY

t Thinkers

*hi]::cphy, Reeding with a Furnose
on Zxunesience and Absolute Iind

Cn:n*ing Bockarounds in Religlion end Zthlce

The City Qf Perfection
Life and I
hy H.lI.Kallen

Zucken gnd Bergson
Xind snd Uatter

Ie there Anthing New Under The Sunf?

L Course in Philosophy
Erohlem of Origins

odern Religious Liberalisn
1828 ~ 1222

Journal of ﬁ_11osophy
Fost-Digpatch 50th Anniv

erse

Nueher



	The Idea of God in 20th Century Philosophy
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1612274404.pdf.Df1hj

