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If an authoritarian relipgious denomination were to monopolize
the favor of the state the religioui liberty of our nation
would be seriocusly threatened. Norman Pittenger mentioned
these danpers. He stated:

we have a twolfold war to wage in these days. We must ses

to it then no religious group, howsver powerful in num-

bers, assumes the position of dictator; on the other hand,
we must ses to 1t that the national culture, the zenius of
the American people, and the values which ripghtly we es=-
teem are kept in thelir proper place. America cannot be
our religion: it cannot take the place whiech belongs to

God slone. %e can suprort and defend our nation and we

must be reandy to do this, but we dare not let it take the

Place in ocur thought and in our reverence 'héfh belongs

tc the Cod of ereation and redemption alone,

The principle of the separation-of church and state must be
carefully guarded,

Seripture spoaks of the funotion of the state as an in-
stitution when it says, "For rulers are not a terror to good
works, but to the evils « « o Por he is the minister of God
to-thee for good.,® (Rom. 13:4 K.J.) The government was es-
tablished for the welfare of its cltizens., Therefore, it is
the duty of the state to provide favorable conditions for the
oxercise of religion and morallity in addition to its funetions
of protecting, regulating, and guiding. Meyer writes, "The
functions of the gevernment in a permissive sense may include
@ positive program of inculcating civic riphteousness; they

do not inelude the teaching of religion."38 Pilttenger, as

Sljorman #. Pittenger, "Religlous Liberty=-=The Other
Side," Religicus Liberty, XLV (Fourth Quarter 1950), 10.

sglﬂeye:'. OB cit., p. 103,




26
quoted by Msyer, expresses his fears concerning the use of
religicr to serve national ends in the religlous training in
the Armed Service., He writes:
It is precisely this prostitution of religion to citizen-
ship which is the gravest peril facing not only Christi=-
anlty but Judalsm and other deeply grcunded religious
falths in our day. For i1t is only a step--and that a

short one-~to the subjugatiocn of religlon to national ends;
and that is fascism or the present situation in Communist

Egs:iuiﬂzgggﬁeiha church appaagg to be regarded primarily
ment of the state.

Separation of church and state means that religlous groups
in this democracy have ne right to expect the astate tc be an
instrument to help the ehurch carry out its responsibilities.
Reliricus pluralism is the principle upon which religious lib-
erty exercised in this country makes the situation in America
@ unique one. FReligious pluralism means that each religious
Erocup lg pgranted the privilege to carry on its program and
activities as an independent group with complete rights and
Privilepes, but it must also reapect the fact that the same
righte are piven to all other raliglous groups. Any state
intervention or aid %o one reliplous group would casily upset

the balance of equality between the mhny religious denomina=-

tions in this eountry.34

S31bid. As quoted from Norman W, Pittenger, "Religious

Liberty--The Cther Side,"™ Religious Liberty, XLII (Fourth
Quarter 1948), 14=-15

4Yenry Enlers, editor, Cruclal Issues in Education (iHew
York: Henry Holt ana COmpané. ©.1955), pp. 118-122,




CHAPTER III
TEACHING 4 COMMON CORE OF RELIGIOE IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOL
The Nature of the Proposal

The proposal that a common core of religlous belief should
be taught in the rublic schools is a relatively recent one and
has received considerable public acclaim. The supporters of
this proposal believe that there can be found in all the vari-
Ous religlous denominations represented in America a few com=-
wen and basic religlous boliefs, They believe that this
common core of religious bellefs could be transmitted to the
pupils of the public school elther by a course in which these
common bellelfs are systematized, or by the ineorporation of
these common beliefs in the textbooks and in the curriculum,
Inther A. Weigle, Dean of the Divinity School at Yale Univer-
8ity, sald in an address at the 1940 Annusl leetings of the
Internation Councll of Religious Educationg

The common religious falth of the American people, as

distinguished from the sectarian forms in which it is

i e e e ) e Gl

Basically, thls proposal advocates that the public school

become the instrument to tranamit a sort of theistlc teaching.

According to the proposal, the objective of the publie school

Luther A. Weigle, Public Education and Religion (Chicago:
International Counecil af Religious Education, €.1940), p. 1l.
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in teaching a common core of religious belief would be to win
the allegiance of the puplls to the basic bellefs of what might
be termed a Judemo-Christian faith, Exponents of a common -
core of beliefs clalm that democracy ultimately rests upon
thls Judeas-Christian Toundation of religion. Dr. ¥eigle
states that idsa in the following words:
The publie schools may and siaould refer to religion, as
cccaslon arises, naturally and wholesomely, wlithout dog-
matism, without bias, and without affectation or strain.
They should in all of their teaching manifest reverence
for God and respect for religious beliefs. Teachers
should understand that the principle of religious free=-
dom i3 desipgned to protect rather than to destroy reli-
ﬁigus falth, and that this prinelple gives them no right
either tacitly to suggest or actually to teach secularism
or irreligion. The publie schools should aim at the de-
velopment of a citizenship which is founded upon character;
and they maoy in thelr efforts tc educste for charscter
give due place to religious motives. They can tsach that
morality is more than custom, public opinion, or legal
enactment: they cen point to 153 grounding in the struc-
ture and in the nature of God.
The argumenta offered in favor of the proposal that a
common core of rellgion be taught in the publlic schools are
a% least three in number, Flrst, this proposal upholds the
baslc principles of democracy. Seocond, it is legal because
it gives no preference to any religious denomination. Third,
the proposal inculcates religious bellefs in the child more
adequately than any other proposal for religion in public

schools that has been offered.
The Exponents of the Proposal

In 1947 the International Council of Religious Education

21pid., p. 12,
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appointed = committee under the chalrmanship of Luther A, Weigle
to study the problem of religion in publiec schoecls, Authori-
zatlon was glven te the committee by the followlng statement
of the International Councils

That, in view ‘of the mounting cocuntry-wide intersst in

the »roblem of the relation of religion to publiec edu-

cation, and the growing concern of constlituent groups

of tho Couneil, the International Council set up a Com-

mittee representative of all its interests to undertake

a serlocus sbtudy of this problem and to recommend plans

whereby public schools and religious leasders may face

this issue topether, through such means as conferences—-
national or repional=--jolnt research projects and experi-
mentation, articles in religious and odugatlanal Journals,
and othsr means. (p. 111, 1947 Yearbook) :

The committee appointed by the International Council for-
mally reported its support for the teaching of a common core
of religlon in public schools on February 12, 1949, Whereas
the Internationel Counecil of Rellgious Education is the wmost
influential exponent of ths proposal, this study will center
attention mainly on the proposal presented by the committee
repors.

licwover, other noteworthy exponents, who supvort the
teaching of s common core of relipion in public schools, must
not be overlocked. EFugene Carson Blake, Chairman of the Na-
tlonal Couneil of Churches, states his advocacy of a common
ecre of religion in the public schools 1ln an erticle appearing

in Relicious Educaticn. It is significant that in this arti-

cle Mr. Blake quctes a statement of the National Council of
Churches, a group represented by thirty-five million protestant

SInternational Council of He%:giggs Eggoat%ggi Report %g
the Committee on Religion and Public Education capot Inter-
naticnal Council of Rellglous Education, 1949), p. l.
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and orthodox churches. Blake helped to form the following
statement of the National Council of Churches:

The erucial problem concerning religion in sdneatlon
emerges in relation to the public schools. We belisve
in our public school system., It is unfair to say that
wvheres religlon is not teught In a pubtlic school, that
school iz seenlar and godless, The moral and eultural
atmosphere in a scheol and the attitude, the viewpoints
end the character of the teachers, can be relictcus and
sxert religious influence, without religion being nec=
essarlly taught as & subject. On ths other hand, a way
mist be found to make the pupils of Americen schools a=-
wars of the herltage of falth upon which this natlon was
sateblished, and which has been the most transforming
inflacnce In Western culture. This we believe can be
done In complete loyalty to the basie prineciple involved
in the sceparation of church and state. On no account
mist an educational system which is permeated by the
phlloscphy of seecularism, asomething quite different from
religious neutrality, be allowed to gain control of our
public schools., Wo cannot, moreover admit the proposi-
tion that in a public system of education the state
should have the unchallenged right to monopolize all the
hours during which a boy or girl receives instruction
five days of the week. In some constitutional way pro-
vislons should be made for the inculcation of the prin-
ciples of relipion, whether withing or outside the
precinects of the achool, but alwaeys within the regular
schedule of a pupilfs werking day.

In the meantime, the state should continue to accord
freedom %o religlous bodies to carry on their own schools,
but those who promote parochial schools should accept the
responsibility to provide full support for those schools,
and not expect to recelive subsidies or speclal privileges
from public authorities, The subsidization of education
carried on under religious ausplces would beth violate

the vrineciple of separation of church and state, and be a
devastation blow to the public schecol syatem, which must
be meintained. The solutlon of the problem lies in loyal
suprort of our public schoola and in lnecreasing their a-
wareness of (od, rather than in state support of parochial
schools, The reverent reading of selection Ifrom the Bible
in public school assemblioes or classes would make an im=-
prortant contribution toward deepening this awareness,

4Fugene Carson Blake, "Strategies for Making Adequate
Frovisions of Religious Education for All Our Young," Rellgious
Education, XLIX (March-—April, 1954), 102-103,

Fi
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¥r, Blake continues in theo artiocle with an explanation of
hie own proposal. He believes that the fundamental belief in
God as Creator, Raler, Judre, and Father eould be introduced
into the heart and 1life of the puklic schoel curriculum. He
beliecver this would be an avoidanca of sectarian teaching be=-
ctausoe the prineiplea of relipion tsught would be an area of
agreement. Thi:z: proposal, Blake explains, would entaill a re-
woriing of bthe entire publiec school curriculum from primary
grades to university level, It would attempt to rooct out all
the secularist and humanist assunmptions on which;, he fsels,
the present vublic school eurriculum is too largely bazed,®

Harry 2., Broudy lends similar support to the propecsal of
& ocomwon core of rellision in education., He contends, in an
article in Religlous Education, that teaching atout religion
is insufficient. He states his arpument as follows:

the contention that knowledpge sbout religion will not by

1%self accomplish what ought tc be aceomplished. The

point of religiouz education, this view would held, is

that loyalty to and practice of & particular religious

node of 1life be strengthensd. Vhat profiteth a man, it

might be asked, to know about religion, 1f he ends up

br losing his soul suzhow? Concelvably, knowlsdce

about religion mipght destroy even simple faith and open

the way of agnosticism, skepticism, or atheism itself,

It must ve sald for the proponents of this kind of argu-

ment that they know exactly what eort of education it
would take to get 1t.°

Hr, Broudy proposes that a set of textbooks that impart

51bid., p. 103.

€Harry S. Broudy, "Religious Literacy end the Ameriecan
School,"™ Religious Education, XLVIII (November-December,

1963), p. G856,
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relipious litersey in the public schools be compiled and pube
lished for use in the schools,

CGonrad Heuser in his book, Teaching Religlon in the Publie
School, published in 1942, explailns a-method by which a common
6ore of religious beliei's could be compiled and would be ac-
ceptable for use in the public schools. He uses the beliefs
of the thres major faiths in America; namely, the Jewish,
Protestant, and Roman Catholle. Hauser contends that a com-
mon eore of relizion could be teught in public schools by
elther a theistic epproach or & humanistic approach to rell-
8ion. The common core of religious beliefs in which there is
general agreement if religion were tsught by a thelatic ap-
Proach are stated by Fauser as follows:

belief in a Supreme Being and that he is a personal Ged;

that God is the crestor and preserver of the universe

throuph the reipgn of moral and physical law, and the be-
lief in a divine revelation of Gode?
The areas of common agreement in a humanistic approach to re-
ligion ere as follows, according to Hauser:

lian is the creature of Cod, and subject to him, he 1is

couposed of body, mind, and spirit. As a prerson made

in the imege of God, man can hold fellcwship with God,

is caepable of receliving a revelation of God, that men

of every race, faith, end color, all men comprise the
family of God.S8

Basic Principles and Evaluation of' the Proposal

7Conrad Au
; gustine Hauser, Teaching Religion in the Publie
Sohools (New Yorks: Found Table Fress, I oaB L) g L prt T

8Ibid., p. 12.
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This study will now concentrate on the report of the Com-
mittee on Religlon and Publie Education of the Inteimational
Council of Religious Education for a eloser examination of the
basle principles involved in the proposal to reach a common
ctore of religion in public schools,

Thé comnlittee begins 1ts report with a discussion of the
historical situation underlying the relationship of religion
and education. The committee points out that there has been
8 unite between religion and education throuphout history,
This unity is treced through the role of the 0ld Tesatament
Priest as teacher in Judaism, through the practice in European
history, and ' hrough the eduoétionnltideaa of the reformers=-
Iuther, Zwingli, and Calvin-=to the early history of schocls
in America,

The change in the Aﬁarican scene, which has resulted in
the ssparation of religion from public education, 1s attri-
buted tc the religious diversity and religious freedom of our
nation. The committee claims that education in this ceountry
has generally failed to take into account the role of the
Christian religion in national 1ife and the place of Christian
feith in the perscnal lives of youth because of the sectarian
8pirit that exists. The execlusion of everything that has been
‘labeled sectarian teaching in public schools has resuited in
an almost complete exclusion of religion from public schools.
The committee bolieves that it 1s an unjust accusation to say
that the present situation 1s the result of deliberate action

of either the public school leaders or the clergymen, The
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Secularization of the public schools has come about unnotlced
and unintended,

The report points cut that a divergence of practice and
of opinions econcerning the problem of religion in public
schools exizted, eapeecially before the Supreme Court decisions
in the NeCollum case. The growth of private church schools
and en inersased smphasis on Sunday Schools 18 attributed to
the fact that public schools in more and more sommnities have
eliminated all religious elements from the curriculum.

Thres basic convictlions are discussed by the committes as
the support for the proposal that 2 common core of religion
should be taughit in public schools. The first basie conviction
reads as Tollows:

We belisve that education 1s weakened and its usefulness

impaired %o the extent that it is separated from the

disciplines and insights of religious faith, Whetever
other religions underlie national culture, the Christian
faith underlies the history and philosophy of American
1lifo and its public education. Were we to depsrt from
this foundation, all our democratic institutions and prac-
tiecez, including our public school system as we know it,
would be imperiled. We acknowledge the insights of our
forefathers and some contemporary religious groupa who
have provided for the frank and generous inclusion of re=-

ligious materials in curricula, of the religicus spirit
in teaching, and °5 relligious musle, art, and architecture

as teaching media.

This first basic conviction of the committee arpears to
be a valid arpement, but certain fallacies should be pointed
outs The atatement that "the Christian faith underlies the
history and philosophy of American life and of its publie

®International Council of Religious Education, op. eit.,
Pe. 4,
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éducation" must be carefully examined bsfors it can be used es
& basis to derive a common sore of religlous beliefs to meet
with the doetrinal enpreval of 211 reliplous denominations in
America. Christien denominations were in the majority among
g€roups ceolonizing in America., However, 1t is another matter
to say thet the majorlty of denoninations in early America
vere Christ-centered, the easential meaning of Christien,

The Lutheran Church--Missour! Synod defines the Christian
relipion as follows:

the Christlan »eliglon 1 not a wmoral code, teaching men

how they may reconcile God by good works, but it is di-

vine faith in the amazing fact that God through Chriast

Eraspassen uigo Shens |Bi0SE] BELOLON I SR L

P ’ .

Thie definition would probably exelude a large number of the
_ founders of the new American nation from the catogory of men
with Christien faith, Delsm was quite prominent amons the
founding fathers. Delsm exeludes Christ as the Son of God and
the Fedaemer of man. This fact would eliminate many of ‘the
founding fathers and thelr basic philosophlss from the realm
of what might be called Chrisztian. Can it bte sald that "the
Christian faith underlies the history and philosophy of Ameri-
ean life," when the history of our nation reveals that the
religion of many excluded Christ? A common core of religious
belief formulated on the basis of such a free use of the term

Christian would not mest with the approval of Lutheran theology,

1050hn T. Maeller, Christian Dogmatiecs (St. Louis: Con-
cordia Publishing House, o 10BL): po Z5.




