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reasons. However, the wltole laboratory method inherent !D this approach 

ls alive yet today. tf.>r:e important is that this approach and its subse• 

quent developmentQ tended to com1ect psycholoaical mothodology with con• 

temporary m3thodology 1n the biological sciences. This created a concept 

of the scientifi c math d as applied eo the study of man wnich 1a very 

prominent t oday . 'i'hio met hod is characterized by its very distinct em­

phasis on finding lews applicable to human behavior. Allport baa char• 

acterized t l1e appr oach thus: 

'tho :!.ndiv i dual ts regarded only as an instance or example 
of a universal principle; the search is alwnyo for broader 
:mcl mora inclusive fon,ulations • • • • Scientia asm .!,!!, 
i ndividuoru1:1.9 

When c.pi)roacnina the S.nfinit:cly complex subject matter known as ms."1, 

t he "Uni vet's:il ist '' he,.,e .,lanced at the biological 3c:!.ences., taken over 

thelr pretmpposU:ions end proceeded in parallel fashion es much ae pos• 

sible.10 Al lport'a characterisation of the procedure of the scientist 

exempJ.:1.£:les the guideU.ues the "Unf.versall=,ta" have attempted co follCTJ 

in their reseorch. 

Tbore is a typical procedure the 3cientist feelc compelled by 
convict!o& to follow •••• ~lrst, be makes a critical dis• 
c~imi nation of his subjoct matter, isolatina from the individual 
who confront3 him a chosen segment of behavior. this procedure 
is termed abstraction. He than observes the recurrent of this 
segment end its conditions in many members of a hypothetical 
class. Finding uniformity in the event and its attendant con­
ditions, he makes a .aenerallzatlon or a 1aw1 and then, if he 
i s a thoroush investigator, he will submit his law to iepaated 
tests a."ld so establish it securely by empirical verif:f.-:ation.11 

9aordon w. Allport. ParaonalitY: A Pa7cbologlcal Interpretation 
(Hew York: ilenEY Bolt a.ad Company, 1937), p. 4. 

lOlbid., P• S. 

11Ibid., P• 4. 
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Though witbout doubt one would be guilt:, of a gross overaimpliflca• 

tlon if ho were to tio the "Universolioto" to one distinct ''school" of 

psycbol oay • it i a f af.rl)• ev:l.dent that adherent a to this v:f.ev predominate 

in the behi1vf.0rist school of thought aa becomes evident when one considers 

the approach of Pavlov, Bekhterev, Watson and the contemporary exemplar, 

Edwin • • Guthr:l:e .12 

Tho "Ind!vidualisto," on the other hand, rebel againot thb putting 

of m:in into a metl,odologlcal otralght•jacket. Their contention la that 

an emphasio on finding universal l aws in the study of human behavior in 

effect vitiates any posaibility of successful outcoi118. Their initial 

presuppooition i e that man "f.c a unique creat:l.on of tho forces of natura. 1113 

Ther fo •e , you must deal idth hf.JJ in a special and unique wa.7. I f you 

confine your atudy to that vhtch is measurable and can ultimately be ex• 

pressed i~ univeroal lawa, you are reducing psychology to mre atatiatl• 

cal manipulation, of relatively unimportant facts about human behavior. 

You cannot e,:press maa accurately in terms of the unt.,,eraal I for ln so 

doins you deny tbe "lezy eoaence of man, his uniquenese••that uniqueness 

being the ahar.ecteriat i c that man is never man but always ind:f.vldual •~, 

i 70ID9n, and children. 

The "Indb·idual iat " point of view dominate• among the so-called 11per• 

aonality theorists.'' a school of thought vhich .Johnson concludes 111s com­

ing to cent ral importance amona all othera. 1114 

12zmest a. H:l.lgard, Theories 9! Leaming (maw York: Appleton•Century­
Crofta, Inc., 1956), pp. 48ff. 

13Allport, Personality: A Psycholosical Interpretation, P• a. 
14Paul B • .Jobuon1 PeraonalltJ .!!!f. B.ali&i.on (Bev York: Abingdon Pr•••• 

1957), P• S. 
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'l'ho pe~snn lU:y l:he,,rist:n ore :Lu tbu f!rot f.uotanco 4 product of 

clinical ob ·ervntia:i. As such they follo ·7 f.u the tradition begun by 

Cr.arcot oo J . ~1et am! 1.at:ct including such !.q,orce::it f:Lsures ao Ureud, 

June~ --11« ~lcDouzall. 'lhe lat tar three lll!m b&-.,.a bean eapeci,slly inf luon• 

tiol i n ~oa!Ulati~~ ~he i nitial presuppositions end aen~ral methodology 

pcculicr eo pa~~oncl ity cheori ot •15 A second reCh of t aflucnce stac:J 

.Lnc.:ed t:Iwt the :JCzm!'Uf:ml or fragnvmt:cl 3tudy of :;m:.~l! cler.antll of beiu!v• 

1or could nover. p~o o cnli{;11tcning.l6 A thira factor influential i~ th~ 

de ·e l o1>JJJ3n~ of t:lu.c ai>11:0rtch io the begieniq and subsequent popularity 

of t.bc: p ychomet:i:.:.c c:1.-aclit:lou , :I.th ica focoo upcm Che meea,,remen& and 

oL-ed oJ: t nJiv:i.due:I:. ~.:i.ffo~encc~.l.7 Tbeoe f2ctors ~as othcru aew bce:i 

ui· 1 o lo:: about nvto::: zki.lls, audition, perception and/or vision , he 

pcrhapr:: kt10t-10 relat:ivaly little about the pe,n:f.cular way in ttich these 

on th2 other U(;!nd, ~es it: hf.a first concern to reconstmct or i ntegt:: t o 

ret:hof: t han to analyze nep.."'nt O of 'babnvf.or • 13 For thitJ reason 11: hos 

be~ concluded toot prob~b-Y the most disciactiv~ ~ ~turc of personal!t7 

l Scalvln s. aau. ~ici Ga~er Lind~ey, 'lhe.:,ri.es gg, :.>ersonclitx, (tl0t1 • or!;: 
John U:tlcy &ud Sono, Inc., 1957), p. 2. 

17Ibid. -
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thaoi-y 1~ if~s fu c~~ a, n int:ot;r:a~·ve r:h oey.l!'J , s a rE:3ult it i o oaly 

nntu~al th· t tbc p~r~ulC ~Cy thuorist seeu i~ motiv~tion with its under• 

ly:.· • ir-l!>t:U.ents tho cr.uci~l thco£ct1cal pE".a°bleo; ,..,ilo.:ell.o m:pc.trit:rJntnlloto 

t end &o scP. thi s i::utiler :...o juot cme uf U111ny p1:oblcw &nd deal with it by 

9 of a cm.. l n· ~~ C concepts closely linkc eo piyaiologicnl 

p::o:us. •s. 20 

Co .. wque t.ly, v7e find t:ha p ;::eonal!ty 'i:b.cor1ct to b moxe cpoet.;lnti·.1c.: 

! or scasur.cmrmt~l opc~~tions. 'The ot1£fon~ 

itie br.ush of 00:ltivi ;:1 u-to opread nuch mr.;. lightly ov~r tho personality 

pe>ycholocint: t!1Sn 01 c~ ti:.c c .. ,porimqntl!l pllychlllog:1.st. n2.l Obvicualy it 1 

io_ D .. t nt pa.rt 0£: t he methulolo{SY of all the 1~nces. i.11.ewise theoey ls 

an :tiitportant pert. of t:lie rnetb.odolo3Y of notJi tile ''U.l:!.varsaliot:s" &ld. ttlc 

ch!e ·ly to the thco>;i.:dus of th , "Xu.ti:f.vidualists" due to c:he fact that ttieo• 

ri1;ii1g is mre p~cun.nt:nC in tilese circl .s and olso, at times. bord-~ n t:hc 

m.:!taphyoic11l anc! the::: fore m::,r.!.ta ~:: special c.ttcnt:1on uudcr the atcted pr• 

19Ibid • • p . 6. 

20ibid. , P• 1. 

21Ib:ld - · 
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Au we approach tb:l.a facet of our aubjact, :1.t la important to point 

out that just because :lt la "tlleory'1 in no way juat:1.floe our diacard:l.ng 

it as being unworthy of our aaalya:l.s. Por theory :I.a paycholo17, as ill 

all sciencea, point s to the d:l.raction :l.n which the research activity :I.a 

aoing. Adralt tedly1 it has no absolute value but serve■ onlJ to give an 

indicat ion, howbeit unaure, aa to uhare tl1e particular science ia head­

ing, what di rection we can expect :l.t to take, what polnt of contacts we 

can expect i t t o make, what problama are ita concern and will be tho focua 

of subsequ~nt study. Therefore it has definite merit that wa concern 

ourselvGe at leest briefly with tbla pbaae of paychology. 

Within t his theorf.z:l.ng tl1era usually are found conatructs as to 

whero man is going in relat:l.onah:l.p to h:l.o existence. There :I.a illlierent 

1n thooe coustrueto an analyo1e of what man ls. Tnia :l.s but natural. 

The p ychol osi.Gt muat ma1ca aoma assumption about man baaed on preliminary 

obaorvat i on which will servo as a au1deU.ne for abapil,g bia •thodology • . 

We then focuo our attention on a faw of tba pertinent theoriaa which bigb• 

light eho movewnts in psycholoay. The••• of course, do not preaent the 

whole picture but do bring out po:l.nta of thrust in their study. 

Tl\Oorizing 11,-nich aasume11 man to be no iDOra than the ''prince'' of the 

animal vorld is ve:y prevalent in paycholo17. In fact one might general­

ize a b:l.t and atate that few would diaqree with this dictum though many 

vould want to odd a iqualifyina phraaa or tvo. The behav:lor:letD are good 

examples of this type of theor:l.::ing. '?heir chief concern baa been learn­

:lna theory. In seeking to pin tha answer■ to their quaat:lona they have 

uaed the methodology of the biological aclen.caa. Since man, however, can 

rarely be brought under every phaaa of laboratory methodology, the:, have 
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u1ed animala aa the bosia for otudy and inferred their results to be 

adequate in the oxplanction of human behavior.22 

The behaviorists and those who follow their aaaumptioos have alway1 

been clooely allied with the biological ac:lances. Therefore, their ap­

proach Gnd their subsequent theory that buaian learning (which le aubse• 

quently responoibl o for behavior) can be summed up in a multitudinous 

and mult:f.vcr1ed series of stimulus and response situations. Retention 

of the stimulus-response situction ls explained in various ways by the 

respective sub ... ocbools. In other worda, 1114111 even in bla ''higher" func• 

tions, is merely an organism••o construct of organismic activity.23, 24 

Other tbeor.iats \:ould be quick to diaagrea vith this point of view. 

Though t hey de not bother to arsua over whether man :f.a animal in esaence 

or not , they ar e quick to point out what they feel ls an error in method• 

oloi:;y. To aoeumo that the respective species have no special uniqueness 

lesveo r oom for error. To be really aura of your roaults, you must atudy 

tl1e species about which you want enswera rathor than merely make inference 

from similar organisms. i'or1 they are quick to point out, all indicatlona 

are that there ic aomethinG definitely unique about man which behaviorist 

220nc must b3 careful to point out that the uaa of animals for ezperi• 
mentation in psychology la not unique to the behaviorists or theorists of 
any oao class . Gestalt psychology, which is at odds with bahavioriam and 
out of which the individual approach to psychology wlth it• emphasis on 
the unlqueaeas of m.'ln developecl, rece:l.ved great impetus from Wolfgang 

II I ltoblar s '1ell•known exparimenta with apes. 

23nurr.arcl, passim. 

24uau and Liudzey, 9.2• ill· , pp. 420ff. 
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,uotbi,dol oa:-1 ovo,:1-,ohs, a nd theso ere such t h :lngo ea insight • unccnactoua 

poychic · ct vtty~ ond t he structu~ins of a COJiJPO&ite vGluG oyatel'.l.ZS 

On o ... w'M.cl1 t h ie thco%1zing t:akes is to sur.i up nan a n otE"iv:f.ug 

1udiv1duc1 . Actlcr exhibits t his approcch and draws out its intpl!cationa 

n l v idu,.l puychology ctands f irLlly on the ground of e :ro­
lution end i n U.5bt o · volution regards oll human ati.-ivl.n 3 
no 9tr ussle or perfection. The craving for life, :.mted.al. 
and Dp!:d.tUG j,s - 'E'l'O'V csbly bound up wU:i'l t his 3tru3~le. 
~o fa~0 therefor, ., a au~ k cr~lod3e goeo. eve~y psychical 

·p Swi · e form p~caentc itself es a movemnt t !wt leads 
fr ,. ,.1 mf.nuE t o a t"lU!; oUmnr:1011. Each individual odopto 
.:!or M:,11!3 .l f at t i1e be~inninz of 11:!.a life., a le:.:1 of move• 
r,1ant, 1-1it:ll C0!\1~arativ~ f~eadom to uti.U.::e for thlu h:l.a 
in.~at e pccitie and dafectG., as well as the first im­
p1:cs :d .or..3 ·f 1.G e.nvi::oni.l9nt. 'f':d..s lm1 of movemnt is 
Zo e c lli incl :vidual dif fcrunt b:, t:aClpO • rnytlw, and dlrec• 
t:.:f.or- . .~ho iucliv:lduol, c :potually compnrins !titr.seLf u 1.th 
l:tu:i una t:te:_nable ideal of pc~fection1 is al':-1ays pooaeased 
and puE'~ed on by a t, .. aU.nc of lnfe!:'iosity. He ruy deduce 
f~om thf.c that every bummi lew of movement ia faulty ..ma11 
:-eu~n:-cicld _:...!?, specie aetert11tat:is, ad seen from an imneined 
sto.ndpo:tnt of abeol ,.meo corroctnoso. 

Bach ~ultu~al epoch for ms t his !deal for itaelf f rom its 
tJe J.f.:b c:JE idea6 snd emotiono. '!'bus in our day :i.t is al­
waya t.o tbe peat elono that we Cuen to find in Che settf.u:;• 
up uf thto . i daBl the trouaiont levol of man's mental pcwar, 
and t1a have t he ~tght t-:u admi re m:>aC profcrJndly t hia po-'1el.' 
th t for cou.~le e agoo h .s couceivod a reliable ideal of 
!tu.1?.S·.1 uocteil lifo. Su.cl;' ti'lC3 commands, 11'lt1ou s!t.alt not 

· kill" f.' d Lov"" thy. neighbor• '' c~ h.rdly e'\o•e~ disappear 
fi't>:i: knowledge ood·feellng ee the suprem court of appeal . 
Toese nd other no:rn.'i of human a~cial U.fo1 vhicb are un• 
do~btcdty t he p~oducte of evolution and a~e as native to 
hur.:anity e~ broatl'ting and the upright gait, can be embodied 
in c:t,e concepfi:1oil of en idoal hwr.an communtty I regarded 

25.rhi i s not nq!&1\t t o 1Dfer tr.at these are aecoeoar:lly parallel in 
11:lportccce i n t id.c type of theos:izing1 nor is it agreed tthethar all are 
a fittiua subject fo~ study. 
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here as •l,,. fmpuloe and 30al of evolution. They 
supply Individual Paychology with the pllllllb•l ino, 
the ,fJ.,. n:at. aa by vhich alone Che right and wrong 
of all tlie other gonlG and modes of mvement opposed to 
a~oluti~n a.a to be valued. It i s at this point that 
I miivf..clual 11psycltology of vslueo 1 11 just es mec!:i.cal 
science, the prccmter of cvol~tion by its ~eseorches 
and d l,seovei: es, is .a ' 1scienea 0£ veluea. ·• 

those se of inferiorityD the atrugs!e ~o owrccme, 
and eocic:.l fe lins•"' ·he foundations upon wi.11ch the 
reoearc 1eo of Indiv!dt.,al Psychology ar e bef>ed•-are 
therefore escentf. 1 in conrd.derina either the indi• 
v!dual or the m3ss • ••• In the ri3ht estimsce of 
eny peraoz1ality the e facts must be token into account, 
SL'ld ttie state o~ t'he fealina of :f.llierf.or:l.ty, of the 
otrus..,le tc, overco'.IV.'! 1 and of the sod.al feeling must 
be aece~tcined. 26 

Sim:!.lsr.ly Allport e!!ll',baa bos striviD8, the ~,ill to attain1 the ~­

£!!~, cc i.>e1tte t he deteNin&nt in behavior. Ball and Limd~.oy aum up 

thi pcct of his theori~inz thus: 

lt ia tna ccmtentio11 of this theory tut ;mat t he in-­
d.f.vf.rlua~. !e tryb&cS to do (and by and large it lo accepted 
thaf.: '1e can tell uo .,,llat he is try,:lng to do) :i.a tiic m:>st 
important key to how ho will behave in tlw p~esent.27 

Or,o uote s · :1:1.stinct similarity llez-e to Adler and also Carl J'ung as 

Hall and ~indzey poine out.2S But alao there is present a viewpoi nt dia• 

:natr!cuU.y opposed t o other theorists (among whom we may clesa Freud) wbo 

look i nto the i ndividual'a past to widerstand his present oituation. 

ffe e.LBt also touch on F~eud's approach, not because it is a prevalent 

viawpoiat today but bocauoe it bas been very influential in ahaping much 

of current poychological theorizing. '.rhclre 1s a 11atriv1nga i nherent iu 

Freud1 i'J theory also. Rcn1evei:-, this "str:1:vina" ia a very impersonal thins. 

26A1fre'1 Adler, Social lntareat: A Challenge !2 Manltind, traneloted 
by .John Linton ead Richard VauabGD (London: Faber and Pabar, Ltd. 1 1938) 1 

PP• 37•3G. 
27sa11 and Li11dzey I ge. cit. , p. 268. 

28i.oc. ~-
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The !fl la the otriving force which worka through man, ■o that ln actu• 

al:lty man :to not deocr:l.bed aa strivins, but: rather the j!! strives through 

man. As o recult of this particular viewpoint Freud has been variot.1Sly 

described as promoting a nihil :1.at philosophy aa far as values arc con• 

cerned29 and as lapsing into arch.sic platonic cluaU.am30 by Guntrip. At 

this point ve must pause to point out an essential difference between the 

concept of " ~td.ving" as found in Freud over againot especially Allport. 

For Freud it is tft,e that tho _li is an ever-present. striving factor in 

per.sonality makeup. Ho-w-aver 11 uh:it det:erminea behavior ls not the sup­

posed goal of that striving. am with Allport, but rather the lmpedimante, 

encouragements and adjustnumts ~hat the att::l.ving has experienced in the 

past. So it ia that Freud in bis methodology locke to the past of an in• 

dividual in order to understand bis present aituation. 

Any tbeo,:y that deals with the striving principle ultimately haa to 

come to grips with tlie problem of ego ancl egoism. Man striving ia man 

seeking for fulfillment. In tha first inataw:e this is egoistic, or shall 

we say a t:,pe of egolera. Theori■ta who deal w:lth this concept would not 

be willing to describe it aa good or bad in any moral sense. It is de• 

scribed as simply a principle inherent in the nature of man. .Jung point■ 

out the essential goodness of man' a egoism aa it is :l.nvol ved :l.n healthy 

behavior. 

If I wish to effect a cure of my patients I am forced 
to acknowledge the deep a:lplf:lcace of their ego:laa. 
I mhould be blind, indeed, if I did not racopi&a in it 
the true wlll of God. I 11111■t even help tbe patient to 

29aenry Cuntr:Lp, Pfflhothpl'fPX .!!!! lleliaion (Rev York: Harper and 
Brother■, 1957), P• 55. 

lOlbid. 1 P• 56. 
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prevaU. in his ego:l.am; :lf ha aucceeda 111 . this, ha ea• 
tr.anges hi'll1Belf from other people. Ba drive■ them away, 
and they come to t1amoelvao•-aa Chey should, for they were 
seeking to rob bim of bis "sacred egoism." Thia muat be 
loft to llim.11 for it is bis strongest and healthia■t power; 
it :l.o 11 as I have oa1.d11 a true will of God, which somatimes 
drivea tlim :i.nto complete isolation. Uovevor wretched this 
state may be. _t elso atando him :l.n good atead, for :l.11 
tbio wiay alone can t10 take ilia a-.m maaura and learu what • 
on invaluable: treasure is the love of his fellov-batngs.31 

\'hi s pri nciple of egoism 1n man i.s described ao a protective factor, 

a very neccs~s.ry ele~.ent f o~ the life of man • .And thic viwpoint is not 

wi thout credence emons other psychologists as uell. 

In discussing psychological theory ao far we have come perilously 

clQSa t o becoming motaphysioc1 1 or at least metaphysicBl implications 

have x!stod in mm,y of the concepts held by the ~heorists presented here 

for conoiderati on . It lo b,portant, Chen, that we do call attention to 

tba fact t:h:lt t here have been those who have openly espoused the belief 

that psychology, cGpecially pcychotherapy, should conmit itself to a 

definite mataphysica in order to ltave a suitable background in which it 

can work effectively. Outler cites the case of .James .Jackson Putnam, 

t1ho, after becomir,g a disciple of Freud ill 19091 campaigned for a "Wider 

pbilosophicsl and ethical orientation as a prerequisite to effective 

psychotherapy. Be p:-opoaed that therapists fcace the questions about the 

nature of the human self and its freedom, tbe quality of the human good 

and it-, realization, tile reality and relevance of h:l.gb religion and the 

limits of a naturalistic ... tbodology for the full interpretation of human 

exiotence. Of course, u Outler point• out, tbia vu rejected by Freud 

31 c. G • .Jung, Modern Be, Ja Search g! .! J.!!11, translated by w. s. 
Dall and Cary F. Baynes (llev York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1933), 
PP• 237•238. 
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bacauae of the current 0111pb:lcel and naturaliatlc currant of thought. 32 

llevarthele1:1s, Putnam aerves as an exmq,le to what direction and eztent 

paychologtcal theorizing can be carried. In pa■aiog, ona might mention 

that a perusal of currant psychiatric and/or paychooaalytlc professional 

Journala will make it clear that metaphysics is not entirely a dead issue 

at t :ae preaent t imla . 

Tho metaphysical specul t lon• of course, does not ropreacmt the heart 

and core of psy.chological thaortaing. The respective approaches of All­

port3J and 3ung34 ubich concern themael ves in a thorougt1ly pragmatic way 

tdth t ile outco:nn of any such metaphysical speculation are perhaps a more 

accept able v ie-4 i n poycholo3ical circlea, thougll one could not safely aay 

t hut thb muld gain Edhorence from all aides. 

Conclusion 

We have attempted to draw a picture which would, though quite gen• 

eral, be accurat e aud fair to psychology within the limits aat down for 

this putl cul a r a t udy. It must· be emphasized that little of vhat wa have 

said can be termed characteristic of any one psycbolosiat or groups of 

paychologi.Dts. For, in the worda of Allport, "Except for a C011&0D loyalty 

to their profeas:!.on, paychologlata oft:en aeem to agree on U.ttla elaa. 1135 

32.Alber:t C. Outler, PsychotherapY S!l ,ghl, Chrlatlan Mas■ap (Nev 
York: Harpe~ and Brothers, 1954), pp. S6Ji. 

3~ordon tf. Allport, na Iudivldual .!:'l!l ~ !lalyion O,ew York: The 
Macmillan Company, 1950) 1 paaaim. 

34 Jung, paaeim. 

JS Allport, Becomlng: Basic Coylderationa .!2£ .! l'aychology .!!! tar­
eonalf.ty. P• 4. 
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Alao, aa t~oodworth pointo out, one makes a deflnito error in Judg,aont if 

lie thinks t hat he con define the achools of thought and expect paycholo• 

etats to fit n~atly into one or the other.36 The only thing that one 

can hope to do is t:o cull out distinct approacbsa. trends of thought and 

general conclud.ons • which are prevalent in the world of psychology, and 

to a:nal.yz these. T"nis we have attetapted to do. 

36aobert s. 'ffooworth. ~ontemporan Schools~ Psychology. as quoted 
in Lester D. Crow and Allee crow. Jleadlpgo !!! General Psychology (Nev 
York: EanwG and Noble, Inc., 1954), p. 1. 



CDP'l'Im III 

PSYCHOLOGY IU ULATIONSR.lP 'IO DIOLOGY 

lntrodutf.on 

In chapte~ two we defined paycholog:, varioualy aa the science which 

"deals with the thoughts and fc,elinga of human beingr, and seeks to ex­

plain tha fact of intellect . character, and personal life.'11 as the sci• 

enco which "'looks to ac:l.entif:lc mothoda to eatablillh the fact• of human 
., 

behavior, • - ao that sc ience which c.:onaidera all human reaction or inter• 

action whether mental or physical, to fall vithin the scope of its atudy,l 

as the s cience to which "alone falls the problem oft~ complete psycho• 

physical organb:at:l.on . 114 We also alluded to the fact that U: is impos­

sible t o proceed further in defining the science and yet include all its 

adhe~en£a within the scope of the def:ln:1.tioa. Simply stated, we are 

deaUaa with a actence that purports t:o iil:!udy, underatand and aubaequantly 

help man. Al though this is so general that it actually tel10 us very 

little, yet :lt i a enougb to call our attnation to the fact that an:, 

lsward L. Tbomd:lka, la! Blamanta a! Paychology aa quoted in Laater 
D. Crow and Alice Crow, Readings J:ll General Pa:,cholop (New York: Barnes 
and Hoble , Inc • ., 195,4), P• 1. 

2J"obn P. Dashiell, l'undffln,tala sJ General PaYCholop as quoted in 
Loater D. Crow and Allee Crcnr, leaclinga ,!a General Paycbolop (New York: 
Barnes and Noble, Im:. 1 1954), p. 7. 

lnenry £. Ga'l'rett, Pa:uholog u quoted in Lester D. Crow and Al.ice 
Crow, Beadtoe• a General Paycholop (llev York: Barnea and Koble, Inc.• 
1954), P• 3. . 

4Go:r.ion W. Allport, Decomina: Baaic Conef.clerationa for .a Psychology 
!! PeraonaU.ty (Bew Bavesa: Yale Ual,rer•ity Pre••• 1955), P• 6. 
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■yntl1os:ta of psychology and theology IIIWlt begin with the ■tructu::1Dg of 

a mutually agreeable doctrine of man·. lt 1• at th:l.a point that: the two 

dlsciplines converge on_ona another, and :Lt is hara where the tension 

ariseo Bild only at thi s focal unit whore that t enaion can be alleviated. 

Therefor e , we i:mss t set out to cletel'Dline in aome degree the respective 

doctrines of man in or der to discern whotber neceaalty or propriety will 
. 

allcm us t o consider a s y~tl1esis. lt la here that we 11111st: find out 

vhetller 11erhapD c::he1:e is p0s3ibly an ant::l.thesi&. 

Our analysia will p~-oceed in the following manner. First we w:1.11 

want to aet forth t he principles which theology holds aa integral to c 

correct underataudi ng and oxpoa:l.t:l.on of the doctrine of man. For our 

study ue ai:'e U.miting "theology'' to the Lutheran Confe■sions. Next we 

wi ll · ant to consi der the pr:lnci plea inherent in psycbology'o doctrine 

of man . Since we have presented a reuonabl7 thorough analya:l.a of poy­

cho10&71s viet.--pcinta i n chapter two, we vill take care to aoid being 

redundant. by pointing out only those specific assumptions, preauppoai­

tions, etc . ~ whi ch aeem to contradict or challenge the Lutheran Confes­

sions'· doctrine of man. In short, we will bo concerned with pointing 

out exactly uhcre a tens ion point can ar:l.ae in IA synthesi s of the respec• 

tive concepts of man. Finally, ve vili di■cua■ the ~po·.■aibiU.ty of work­

ing cooperation between theology and p■ycboloay. Thia diacuaaion will 

concern itself with h ighligbtiD.g the ter11111 of tha agreement (if there ia 

to be one) and proposals as to the effecting of that agreement. 

The Lutheran Confeas:l.ou and Km 

Man me.rely u 1111111 :La not a topic of particular concern in the Luth• 

eran Confe■■:1.ona. The cloawumt conaern :I.a always man :in relat:l.onahip to 
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Goel. '1.'be t • olc trentl of tbougbc 1n Articlo XVIII -,f the Augaburs Confee• 

aion (o.nd oim::lar:!y in tho Apology) 11luatratea cbta ampheais . Likewise, 

t he li'orr,\al of Con.:ord 1 pa:-tic ula r.Ly Article I, enunciates the fact tbat 

there 1~ nu d ccrine of man epart fr~m the doctrine of God . It :ls ob~ 

vious thst any pr.e~entetion of the doctrino of mad.muat begia uith God if 

it -8 t o or~iculate a~cur ate y t ho viewpointa of tho Lutharaa Confaasions. 

Ou~ first queut on t hen i~: What is man's relationahip with God? 

1 Lutheu.-oo Coniesa · o s arc very tllorougb on this P?int. In rala• 

t 1onolip to Gcd w. n ~a oneirely bankmpt1 without merit••in fact 1 at odd3 

,..,U:b his Cr oeto?r . r. . tlte t-1ordu of the Confoaaione: 

ctncc ~h~
0

foll of Mam~ all u.en begotten i n tbe natural 
'ilt1y re born uJ.tb of. 1, that is , without the fear of God., 
utchout t'f!'Uct 1n Gad •••• s 

nbicb _ana that '•;~n c .nnot be justified before God by thoir om1 strength 

mar1ta, o"° 1;10rks • • • • 116 'rho Apology emphasizes pointedly t his aspec t 

of n also. 

:lanoraace of God, contempt for God and, thG being dBstS:• 
tutc o~ t ho feer of God and truat in Him, inability to l ove 
Cod. 'l'heae are t ho chief faults of human nature, conilict• 
iua ospeciat ly with t he firot table of the Dacalog.7 

And from the i'cn-.a:la of Concord, 'rhorough Declaration: 

tlle c;ortdpt uatuea, of and by itaelf, baa no pO'ffar for any• 
thing go~d in spiritual, divine things, not even for the 
lemJt, SQ cod thou3i1ts; and not only this, but that of end 
by itself it can do nothing in the sight: of God but sin •••• s 

S · "Augsburg Confession," 
~ ll!! J.!.:. Luther.an Church. 
p. 43. 

11, Tl'iglot Concordia: Tho S•1121boU.cal Books 
St. Louisa Concordia JtubU.abf.ng House, 1921. 

7,'Apolos:,," II, .22• .£!:!•, P• 109. 

8-,yo:cmu.1,n of Concord, 'rho~uah Declaration," 1, .22• c:f.t:., P• 867. 


