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work 0£ Christ with only an abbreviated d1souss1on. �B�t % � 
unique o~i@in was not mentionedJ Hts miracles W.ere omitted, 
and J-T!a d&nth was-atatod in termo or the result or 1nou:r­
r1n . nonran dis.favor. I,mor1ng our Lord 1s cardim1l doc­
trines , t he b:t storian summarized His othj.cal code b~ 
quoting a f ew ke71 passaRes rrom the Sermon on the .. 1ount. 
t .. r ot:i.o&ably loneer d1scusi::.ion 'lfas g1 ven t.o the wrJ.tlngs 
of t he ol ess1cal poets and pbiloso~hers. so, the oom­
par at1vo amount of apace devoted to Chr!at1an and non­
Chri stian thouf)lt in t he respective oontributlons to the 
r ogr&ss of ideas, seemed calculated to lead t he p pll 

to dran the auth:,r 1s olfn tore3one �c �o �n�o�l�u % �i�o�n�a� ot the reia­
t ive wor ·t h or the two systems. 

lmothe1~ tc,xtbook on t .llio subject gives a disproport,.or.­
o.tely large placo to t ho Ea1ptian religion. Following 
a 1~1 et y descripti on of it there is an epito~e or tts 
sali ent feat res in which tllo author poorly cnncaala his 
int nt:t on to pl ay it up .as "the ereatoat relieion of the 
ancient 110:rld1o II I n presenting other religiona tho h1a­
t ori an created an 1· .pression or the indebtedness of' 
Christianity to pagan ruliglons. Thus the distinctive 
el oment of r evelation is scarcely mentioned and t he tri­
umphant character of the lif'e and work or the apos·tlee, 
mar-tyr$1 m13aionariss and outstandint leaders ~f t he 
Church, does not appear. The New Testament is not ac•­
C~Gd_t ad as hnvlng f'ull bistor1oal worth. It, ln addl­
t :ton to theoe misrepresentations, the teacher shares the 
vie ta or the author of t he textbook, then tho da'!'!la e be­
comes al most total to the distortion or the.pupils' his­
tori cal j udgmenta-and even or tho destruc~ion ot bis 
faith in Chi-1st."" 

The Jriter believes that it ia �n�e�c�e % �s�a�r�y� to be aware o~ 

a doublo danger in the proposals to solve the problem 0£ re­

li gion in publi c schools. On the one hand, advocates of prc­

po;als o.,_ten .fail to doi"ine t~e .tunotton or 1nat1tut1ona in 

aocicty~ and, consequently, there ia a readiness on the part 

ot some men te make all institutions serve the state. On the 

othel' hand. t h,re 1a the danger, thouf h less imminent, that 

Nlig1ous roupa u e the &11ia.te to a.dvance their own cause. 

aoEdward K. iorNll, Reatorlng God to .Eduaatior, ( •;hoaton, 
Illinois: Vankampen Preas, o.l960J, j;p;ff-ss. 
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It an aut horita r ian rellgJoua denomination were to monopolize 

the ravor of t he state the re11g1ou~ liberty or our nation 

would be ser i ously threatened. Horman Pittenger ment1one4 

theae ds.n,z:ot>s . Re stated: 

we ha ve a t worold war to wage in theae daya. We must aes 
to it than no relisJ,oua group , however powerful 1n nua­
ber3, aosum0s t he postt1on ot d1ctatorJ on the other hand, 
we mus t s ee t o it that t he national culture, the gen1ua or 
t he American people, and the valuoa wh1ob rightly we ea­
teem a r e kept in the1r proper place. America cannot be 
our rel igion : i t oannot talt t> the place wh1oh belong.a to 
God l one . .le can supi>ort and defend our nation and we 
must be rendy to do t llla, but we dare not let it take the 
place in our thought and in our reverence •haoh belongs 
t o the God or ·creation and redemption alone. i 

The principl e of the aeparat1on-ot ohuroh and state must be 

car eful lJ suarded. 

Scripture spooks or the .tunotion ot the state as an in­

ati t ut ion when i t aaya, "For rulers are not a terror to good 

worlrs, but to t he evil •••• Por be 1a the minister or Ood 

to· thee .for good. n (Rom. 13:4 K.J.) The govel"!lment was es­

tablished tor t he wel~are ot 1ta o1t1zena. Therefore, it ia 

the dut y or tho state to provide ravorable oondit1ona tor the 

exercise or religion and moralit7 in addition to its runottona 

of' p:rotectine , regulating, .and guiding . Xeyer wr1 tea, "The 

1"unot1ons or t he government in a permia■ive sense may include 

a positi ve pro~ram ot inculcating o1vlo rlr)lteouaneaaJ they 

do not include the teaching ot re11g1on.ff38 Pittenger, aa 

31uorman ll. Httenser, "Religloua Llbezwty-•The Other 
Side, n ftalig1oas Liberty. XLV (Pourth Quarte:r 1950), 10. 

32Meyer, ~• !!!•• P• 10s. 
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quoted by MGye~, expresses h! s fears ooncem!ng the use or 
rel1e1on to s e~vo national ends i n the religious traini ng in 

the Armed erv1c o . Be v,.ritoa 1 

I t is precise l y t hl .:s prostitution of religion to oitizen­
shi,1:, .\.!b1ch i s t he. gravest peril taaing not only Ohriatl• 
an1t y but Judais m a nd other deeply greunded religious 
f a i t hs in our day . For it 1s only a step--and that a 
short one--t o t he subjucation ot religion to national endaJ 
and t h.a·t is .raaoi srn or the prosent situation in Communist 
.Russia., Ylhez•e t he church appear• to be regarded pr1Ulllr11y 
as an i ns trument of t he state.~3 

Soparat i on of church and state means that religious groups 

i n this democ racy have no right to expect the atate t'o be an 

instrument to help the church carry. out !ta reapona1b111tiea. 

Rel1r.1ous pl ura.11. om is the principle upon which religious lib­

erty exo1•c i s ed i n t hi s country makes the situation ln America 

a uni que one. Religious pluralism means that each religious 

group !a granted t he prlvlleA• to carry on 1ta progJ1am and 

actl vi t 1ea es an independent group with oomplete rights and 

PP1v1lo~es, but it must also reapect the tact that the same 

rights a r e gi ven to all other religious groups. Arr, st~te 

interventi on or aid to one relie~ous group would easily upset 

the balance or equality between the many rellgioua denomina­

tions in thi s country.34 

33Ibid. As quoted t"rom Borman w. Pittenger, •Religious 
Liberty--The Other Side," Relisioua Liberty, XLII (Fourth 
Qllai-ter 1948), 14•15 

34uenry Ehlers, edltor, 01'11c1al Issues in Education (Hew 
Yorks Henry Molt and Company, c.1§&&), PP• 1rR'-i&!. 



C!IAPrER III 

TEACHI NG A COM' ON OORE OF RELIGION I N TUE PUBLIC SCHOOL 

The Nature ot the Proposal 

Tlle pr oposa.l that a common oore of religious belief should 

be taught in t he publio scpools 1a a relatively rece~t one and 

has r>eceivod cona:i.dorable public acclaim. The supporters of 

this proposal bel i eve that there can bo tound in all the vari­

ous reli ~ ous denominations represented 1n America a tew com­

mon and baai c l"al1g1oua bol1ers. They believe that thi■ 

oommon core or r eligious belie£& aould be transmitted to the 

pupils or the public scllool elther bJ a course in which these 

common beli.o.fs are systelr'.atized, or by the incorporation or 
these common beliefs in the teztbooks and in the curriculum. 

w:thor A. '.e1 lo, Doan of the D1v1nitJ School at Yale trn1ver­

a1tJ , s a i d in an address at the 1940 Annual Ueetlngs ot the 

Internat1on Council ot Religious Education: 

The common religious faith 0£ the American people. as 
distinguished from the aeotarian .t'orma in wb.1oh it 1a 
organized, may right.fully 1'1nd appropriate !xpreaslon 
in the life and work ot the publlo aohools. 

Basically. this proposal advocates that the publlo aohool 

become the instrument to transmit a aort ot theistic teaching. 

According to the proposal. the objective or the public school 

• 
1Luthor A. Weigle. Publlo Education and Bell on (Chicago: 

International Council or Hel1g1oua Eduoatlon. c.1940, p. 11. 
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~n teaching a common core ot religious bel1e.t would be to win 

the allos iance of the pupils to the baaic bol~e.ta of what might 

be termed a Judeao-Cbristian faith. Exponents o.t a common 

oo~e of belie.ts claim that democracy ultimately rests upon 

tb~a Judeao•Oh:r•:tstian i'oundation of religion. Dr. Weigle 

atatas that idea in the following words: , 

The publi c s chools may and .1ould re.tar to religion, as 
oocao1o arises , naturally Bnd wholesomely, rdthout dog­
matis 1. wi t hout biao, and without a1"teotat1on or strain. 
They should 1n all of their teaching manltest reverence 
tor God and respect tor relig1oua belle.ta. Teachers 
ahould understand that the principle or re11g1oua .tree­
dom !3 designed to protect rather than to destro7 -rel1-

1ouo f aith , and that this principle g1vea them no right 
ei't her tacitly to suggest or actually to teach aeculariam 
or i r reli31on. The publio aohoola should aim at the de­
velopment of a citizenship which ia found~d upop obaracterJ 
nnd t hey maJ i n their efforts to educate tor c~racter 
give due place to religious motives. They can teach that 
mornlity i s more than custom, public opinion, or .legal 
enactment ; they ce.n point to its grounding in the atruo­
'ture and i n the nature of God.2 

Tho argum~nts offered in favor of the proposal that a 

CoDim.on core or religion be taught in the public schools are 

at least three in number. First, this proposal upholds the 

basic. p1•1no:tplea of dem0craa1. Seoond, 1 t is legail. becau·se 

it gives nn preference to any religious denomination. Third• 

the proposal inculcates religious beliefs in the oh1ld more 

adequately than any other proposal .tor religion in publio 

■chools that has been ottered. 

The Ez_ponenta of the Propoa4l 

111 1947 the International CoWJc11 or Religlou■ Eduoatlon 
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appointed e committee under the oha1rmansb1p ot Luther A. teigle 

to atudy tbe probl em or reli gion ln public school~. Aut hor i ­

zation was e i nm t o t he oomzni tteo by t he 1'ollow1ng statement 

or the I nter n .t1ona l Councill 

That , 1n vie w:or t he mou~~ing co~ntry-wlde interest i n 
t he rob l em or the rela tibn ,of rel1g1'on to pubJ..lo edu­
cation , and t he growing concern or constituent grou~s 
or tho Counci l, the International Council set up a Com-
n1i ttee r epres sntat:l ve of all its i n tores ts to undertake 
a a cn•i ou s study of t hi s problem and to recommend pla ns 
wb.er eby publ ic ac·hools and ~til:lgiou& l eedera may r ace 
t his ssue to e t her, t h rour~ such means as con.ror encea-­
na t:t.one.l 0 1• re 1onal--jo1nt reaea1•ch proje~ts and experi­
ment~t i on , a r ticles in rel1~1ous and oduoational ~ournals, 
and ot1e r means . (p . 111, 1047 Yearbook)3 . 

Tl' o co , 1·t t ee appoi nted by the International Council ror­

mally r e po~ted itG support Vor the teaching or a common core 

or i'"e:l iJion i n p 1bl i c school& on F~b1"Wlry 12, ~49. ~··hereas 

the Inte2"nat ional Council oJ: RelS:gioua .Education is the moat 

1ntluont.".a l exponen t or the proposal,· this study '7111 c enter 

attention mainl y on the proposal presented by the e ommittee 

report . 

iicwover , other noteworthy exponents, who oupport the 

teachi n ~ ot a com.~on core ot rel~g1on in publlo achoola, must 

not be overl ooked . Eugeno Carson Blake, Chairman or tho Na­

tional Counci l of Churchos, atates bis advocacy or a oomrnon 

core o? rali gi on i n the publlc so.hoola in an ai-tiole appearing 

in Rel1 e~ous .Education. It is slrziiti ca.nt that in . thi a arti­

ole Mr. Blake quotes a statement or the National Council ot 

Churches. a group r,presented by thirty-five million protestant 

2S1nternational Counc1•1 ot Religious Eduoat1(?n, Beport of 
the Commltte.e on Re,11g1on an'd Public Eduoation (Chioaf'C): Iniir­
national councIT of Rellstiiii Education. 19491. p. 1. 



.. 

30 

and orthodox churches. Blako helped to t"orm the following 

statement of ·t ho rational Council of' Churches 1 

ThB crucial robl em concerninn religion in education 
omer p:es i n :relation to the public schools. r,;e believe 
i n ou r public school system. It ia untair to say ·t hat 
where rel i on is not t&UiJht in a public acbool, that 
achool i e s ecu lar and godless. 'l'he moral and cultural 
nt~os phere 1n a school and th.e att'itude, the viewpoints 
ana t ,e chtu,o.c·t ar of' t ho teachors, can be reU.~1oue and 
exert r el1g'i.oua in:f'luence, without religion beine nec-
e o.r1l y t aught as a · s u~ject. On th~ other hend , a wa1 
nn.1s t be f ound t o make the pupils of American schools a-
1ar c 0£ t he heritage of faith upon which this nation was 
establish d , and nhich has been the most transforming 
'· .fluonca i n · ,est em cult ure. Thia \78 believe can be 
~one ln coropl ete loyalty to the basic principle involved 
~n t he G~arat ion or church and stnte. On no account 
must a11 educational system which is permeated bJ the 
phi l osophy or secu lar1s.ii, aomethin .. quite d1!'1'erent .from 
rol1 6i oue neutrali ty, be allowed to gain control of our 
pnbl ic s chool 2 . .Vo cannot, moreover ad111f.t the pr-o os1-
t1on t hat in a public systeni or education the state 
s ho l d have t1.o unchallonged rl ght to monopo11r.e all the 
hours du r ine, which a boy or girl receives instruction 
~i ve day s oE the week. In some constitutlonel way pro­
visi ons should be made for the inculcation or tbe prin­
cip l es of' religion, whether withing or outside the 
precincts or the school, but always with1n · the regular 
s chedul e of a pnr.1l's working day. 

In tho meantime. the state ahoul"ci continue to accord 
f'reedom to religious bodies to carry on t.heir own acboola, 
but t hos e ,,ho promote parochial schools should accept the 
responsibi lity to provide 1'ull support for those schools, 
and not expect to rooeive subsidies or special priv!legea 
from public authorities. The subaidization o~ education 
carried on under rol1g1oua auspices would both violate 

·· · the Dr inc1ple or ·separation of church and state, and be a 
devaatat1on blo·,, to the public acnool system, which must 
be maintained. The solution or the problem lies 1n loyal 
sup!'~ort of our public schools and 1n 1ncreas1np; the!!' a­
wareness or God, rather than in state support or parochial 
schools. The reverent reading 0£ selection from the Bible 
1n public school assemblies or classes would make an im­
portant contribution toward deepening this awarenesa.4 

4Eugene Carson Blake, •strategies tor Mak1nc Adequate 
Provisions or Hel1g1oua Education 1"or All Our Young," Rel1fd:oua 
Education, XLIX (March-April, 1964), 102-103. 
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Mr. Bl al-e continues 1n the art1ole w1 th an explanation ot 

h1a onn proposal. He believes that the fundamental belief f.n 

Ood as Cr eator 11 Ral or , J ud _e , and Father cnuld be 1ntrod·1cod 

f.nto t b hee.?•t and lito of" tho public school curriculum. He 

belie ves t h s ould be an avoidance of sectarian teaching be­

oauao t he , r 1 c i pl es or reli gi on taught would be an area of 

a~r eem nt . Thi,l r opnsal., Blake explains, T10ulcl entail a re­

wol'"kin or the ent i re ubl1e school curriculum from primary 

grades t o iv rsi t y l evel. It would attempt to r90t out all 

t he s ac 1l a ~ts't; a nd hurJJ.n" at assumptions on which, he r eels, 

the p:.•es o:1t . b l i c s chool currlcu.l um 1s too largely baaed.s 

narry • Broudy lends si~i lar support to the proposal or 
a co,'ll!,10~ core or rel 1~ion in education. Ho contonds, in an 

articl e i n Rel igious ~ducatlon, thnt teaohf.ng about rell ~ton 

ie inst1ffi c 1ent. He states his arr,:ument as 1'ollowa: 

t ho contention t he.t knowledge about re11g1on will not by 
itself accomplish what ought to be accomplished. The 
P 1 t of religious education, this view would hold, is 
t bat loyalty to and practice of a particular reli g1ouo 
mod or 11:f'e be strenv;boned. ;,'Jhat prot%.teth a man, !t 
mi ght be a sked, to knn~ about religion• 1f he ends up 
b; l osing h1 s soul ar,-;ho\9? Conoei vably, knov:ladee 
about ra11g1on mir)lt destroy even simple faith and open 
t e wa.y or agnosticism, skepticism., or atheism 1 tsel.f. 
!t mus t be said ror t he proponents or this k!nd or argu­
ment t hat they kno~ exactlJ what ~ort of educst!on it 
would t ake to 5et it.6 

Mr. Broudy proposes that a set ot textbooks that impart 

6Harry s. Broudy, "Religious Literacy and the American 
School.~ Rel1g1ous Education. XLVIII (Nove~bor-December, 
1953). p. 385. 
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religious literacy in the public schools be compiled and pub• 

llahed· 1'01~ use 1n the schools. 

Conrad Hauser in hie book. Teaching Religion!!!.'!:!!!. Public 

School, publi shed 1n 1942• explains a-method by wh1oh a common 

oon of reli gious belief s could be compiled and would be ac­

ceptable rol' uso 111 t he public schools. Be uaea the belleta 

of the t hree major faiths in AmerloaJ namely. the Jewish. 

Protestant~ and Roman Catholic~ Hauser contends that a com­

mon core of reli-.ion could be taught in public aohoola bJ 

either a t heistic approach o,r a humanistic approaob to reli-· 

81on. Th e common cor e ot religious beliefs in which ther~ is 

general agFaement if religion were taught b7 a the1at1c ·ap• 

Pl'Oaoh a r e s t ated by Hauser aa rollowa1 

beli ef i n a Supreme Being and that he 1a a personal GodJ 
t hat God !.a t he creator and preserver ot the universe 
t hr our.h the reign ot moral and physical law. and the be­
lief i n a divine revelation ot God.7 

The areas of common agreement in a humanistic approach to re­

l igion era a s f ollows. according to Sauders 

Man 1a t he creature or God• a~d aubjeot to him. he ta 
composed or body. mind, and spirit. Aa a person made 
in the i mage or God• man oan hold rellcwohip with God. 
is capable or receiving a revelation ot God• that men 
of every race. :tai th• and color. all men aompriae the 
family or God.a 

Baaic Principles and Evaluation o:t the Proposal 

, 7conrad Aa gustine Hauser, Teaobinf Religion in the .Public 
Sohoola (New YQrka Round .Table Pres■, g4RJ. P• ia-;-

81!!!!!•, P• 12. 
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This study will now concentrate on the report of the Com­

mittee on Rel i gion and Public Education of the International 

Council of Religious Education tor a oloaezw examination ot the 

basic principles involved 1n the proposal to reaoh a ooi!llllon 

oore of religion in public schools. 

The committee begins its report with a disouas1on or the 

historical situation underlying the relationship bf religion 

and education . The committee points out that there baa been 

a unite batween rol1g1on and education throughout history. 

Thia unity i s traced through the role of the Old Testament 

priest as teachaJ> 111 Judaism, t .hrough the prac•tioe in European 

hlstory ~ and hroueb the eduoat1oncl ideas ot the reformera-­

LuthoJ>, Zwingli, and Calv1h•-to the early history of schools 

in America. 

The change in the American scone, which has ~eaulted in 

the separation ot religion trom public education, ia attri­

buted to the religious diversity and rellg1oua freedom ot our 

nation. The committee claims tha·t education in this oountl'J 

has gonernlly tailed to take into aooount the role of the 

Christian :religion in national lite and ·the place of Christian 

taith 1n the personal l!vea of youth because ot the sectarian 

■pir!t that exists. The exclusion of everything that ha■ been 

labeled sectarian teaching in public schools baa resulted in 

an almost complete exclusion of religion tram public schools. 

The committee believes that it is an unjust aocusation to aay 

that the present situation ia the reault or deliberate action 

ot either the public school leaders or the clergymen; The 
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■ecular1zation or t he public schools has oome about unnot1oed 

and unintended. 

The l'"ap o1•t poi nts out that a di vergence of practice and 

ot opicions c onc~r ning the problom ot religion in publie 

achools e:dsted , eapeci.ally be.tore the Supreme Coul't deoiaiona 

in t he f;JcColl u n1 ca se . The ernwth of pr1 vate church schools 

and an increased emphaais on Sunday Schools ia attributed to 

the fact t hat public schoolo in more and more com:m.inities have 

elimina t ed all rel igious elements rrom the curri culum. 

Th ree basic ccnv1ct1ons aro discussed by the committee aa 

the support '£or t h e proposal that a oommo.n core ot religion 

should be t aught 1n public schools. The .first basic convi ction 

:rond:l a s f'ollo :rs : 

\" e bel1evo tbat education is weakened and 1ta uset'ulnesa 
1mpa1rad to the extent that it is separated from the 
disciplines and insights or religious fa1th1 \"lhatever 
other rel1 cr1ons underlie national culture, the Christian 
f ai t h underli es the history and philosophy ot American 
11.!'e an.d its public eduaation. Viere we to depart 1"ro:m 
this foundation, all our domocrattc institutions and prac­
tices, 1ncludine our public school a7stem as we know it, 
would be imperi led. Ve acknowled~e the insights of our 
forefathers and some contemporary religious groups who 
have provi ded for the trank and generous inclusion ot re­
ligious materials in curricula, of the religious s pirit 
1n teaching, and o0 religious music, art, and arohiteoture 
as teaching media. 

This first baa1c conviction or the committee a ppears to 

be a valid ar.gement, but certain tallaciea should be pointed 

out. The statement that "the Christian .taith und.erliea the 

history and philosophy ot American 11.fe and o.t its publio 

9International Couno11 of Religious Education,!!!!.• fil•• 
P• '• 
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eduoat1on" must be care.t'u.l y examined be.tore it can be used as 

a basis t o derive a common core at religious beliefs to meet 

with t he doc·trina l e.pprcval ot ell religious denom1nat1ona tn 

America . Christian denominations were in the major!ty a'!llong 

f!l'Oups oolon1 zin._. 1n Amerlcn. However, it is another matter 

to s ay t h~.t t be nu1 jority 01' denot11nat1ons 1n earl: America 

Y;ere Chr ist-cent e z,ed , the easential meaning or Chr1.st1an. 

Tho Lut heran Chureb~-M1suour1 SJnod de.tines the Chrlstian 

~elieion as Xollows: 

t he Chr ist f,ln r eligion ls not a 1.1oral . code, t ·aaohing men 
how t hey may roconc1le God by good woJtka, but it .1• dl­
vS.n e f'a1 t h in the amaz111r, .t"act that God through Obrist 
reconci led t he world unto Himae1r10not 1mputins their 
tr spas e~ unto them. 2 Oor. 5;19 

'l'hi e de!•t ni t ion would probably exclude a large number o.1' the 

found 1•s ot the ne American nation .trom tbe catogoz-y 01' men 

•1th Chris tian faith. Deioc was quite prominent among the 

tound111e f ether•s. Delsan excludes -Obrist as the Son 01' God and 

the Redeemer of man. This .f'aat would eliminate many o.f' : the 

tound1ne .fathers and tho1r basic philosophies .from.the realm 

ot What IR:lght be called Christian. Can 1t be said that 11the 

Christian faith underlies the history and philosophy of A.~erl­

can lito, 11 when the history of our nation reveals that the 

religion of many excluded Christ '1 A common core o.f' religious 

belie.f 1'ormuleted on the basis o.1' such a tree uae o.1' the term 

Chriattan would not meet with the approval o.1' Lutheran theolog, 

lOJohn T. Mueller, Christian »os;atlca (St. Louiat Con­
oord1a Publishing Bou■e, o.10&1). P• S. 


