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Behaviorism and Christianity

Christianity and psychology are like father and son
set forth upon opposite paths until, their estrangement
complete, they are met upon the field of mortal combat,
The father has held a steady course, but psychology, won
by every novelty, has wandered far afield, The"science
began as the study of the human "soul" or "self', which
terms were then used in the Christian sense, This meant
at least a tacit recognition of a common philosophical ba-
s8is with Christianity, a dualism of matter and spirit.
Psychology found room for the moral order of the universe
and moral responsibility: Christianity found no reason to
exclude an obedient child that threatened no harm to the
family treasures, But the same influences that have be-—
gotten modernism in organized Christianity, namely, mater—
lalism in the form of evolutlonary science and its applica-—
tion in the social view of religious and moral% develop—
gent, have made of modern psychology the misnomer that it

8,

As the name suggests psychology was originally the
study of the human "soul", Its material was the phenomena
of the "soul" or mind with little or no physiological corre—
lation, Its method was introspection: the account that the

"subject himself was able to give of his mental experiences.

Such a study which approximately described the phenomena of
the human mind and was able to offer some prediction of e—
vents for practical use was doubtless a true and useful
science,

But for two decades the "soul" has been thrown out of
the "culture" as no proper subject for scientific study,
Instead#«# the psychologist selected the mind or conscious-—
ness as an entity added to and presiding over the nervous
mechanism, Then he began to study so—called states of con-
sclousness, still using the introspective method; but he be-
gan also to take increasing interest in neurology. This
study represents what to-day is called orthodox or tradi-
tional psychology. And although it is a genus with many
Species, and consciousness is defined in almost as many-ways
as there are writers, still European and a portion of Amer-
lcan psychologists cling to consciousness as the only thing
that will save their science from becoming a mere branch of
biology.

There is the same variety among behavioristic psycholo-
gists., But the behavioristic psychology, as the continua—
tion of the movement toward a materialistic and evolution—

% ''The Psychology of the Other One", p. 403. Max Meyer.
*#* Op, cit., p. 406.
### "Behavior", p. 20. J.B.Watson.

"The Freudian Wish", p.28. E.B.Holt,




istic science is almost wholly confined to thgaggttzgven
States, Nor must it be supposed that the empneceasary S
to physiology by behaviorism in America 1sbacause A
plement to the psychological arc, Simply en e torASsins
has given place to consciousness is no reasg Solee. sianda
that consciousness must abdicate in favor o %uhavio;ism ’
and reflexes which are the stock in trade of ed e an—
Behaviorism is viewed by European psycholos:r":n {u e
thodox men of this continent as a transient emenm aAmar
icana", not without parallel in other rielgs. "%t: Sl
sure about the transient character of the ser thigscountry.
behaviorist term), that psychology has taken in i
Whether or not behaviorism is the necessary logic 4 PR
beyond traditional psychology it is certainly the ;rgﬁéht
1s dictated by the materialistic forces that have

sycholo so far,

i Andsﬁnless there be radical change in this philogoggi;:i
basis of modern psychology I believe that some fornga bepex.
lorism will be the psychology of the next decade, e
spread disagreemant and discord among the behaviorista 125
hardly more significant than the similar discord amogs
mentalists of the last decade. We can hope nothing r%m
8trife in the ranks. The main ideas of the behaviorists );rl
continue to be emphasized by an overweaning biology. So

long as these ideas obtain some form of behaviorism is al-
most bound to result.

Just what form it will take is hard to predict, Bu:
even now it is possible to define the chief features of be-—
haviorism, in spite of the fact that there are semi-beh?::
lorists, behaviorists only in the use of bahavioristtte -
nology, and again men like Professor Watson who are brg:
behaviorists from skin to marrow, This out and out be lvh oy
lorism, as mentalism, or traditional psychology, has relegate
the "soul" to the spheres of philosophy and theology, but,
in contrast to mentalism, has not set up anything like con-
sclousness to take its place, It looks upon all the pheno-—
mena of human activity as includad in the functioning of
muscles, glands, larynx, and the nervous system. If this
be true, then all behavior is governed by the same physical
laws that obtain in the rest of the natural order. Intro-
spection#, then, will not be a valid method, for the subject
cannot be supposed to know what is going on within himself,
Rather we must have an experimental study of pbjective psy—
chological phenomena that may be tested by mechanical laws,
Hence the results of experiment upon animals in memory, habit
formation, and association may be correctly applied to human
_Psychology. In order to account for all Psychological phe-—

# "Behavior", p, 1, J.B.Watson




nomena it is necessary to distinguish explicit behavior,*
which is immediate oiysimple reflex action, and implicit
behavior, which is to include all delayed sensations, de-
liberation, and reasoning processes — in short, not simple,
but conditioned response, If we see a man going down the
street in a motor car, says. the behaviorist, and ask what
he is doing, we do not consult him and discover that he is
engaged in the business of earning bread and butter for
himself and family, or that he is a doctor making a slck—
call; but we rather observe the movements of his arms and
legs and eyes as he handles the car, note the secretion and
exhaustion processes of liver and glands when he narrowly
avoids a scrape-at the crossing, and when angered at a reck-
less driver we perceive the excitement of his heart and
lungs and the sub-vocal activity of the larynx which may be-
come vocal if the accumulated impulse is strong enough, In
this way we are to get a truer record of what the man is do-
ing. I suggest that we have here the application of a phil-
osophical attitude to the subject matter of psychology, and
that this attitude is materialistic., The result is the modern
American product in ppychology which reminds one of the phy-
siclian's chart of the human body, a bare dissection of mus-—
cles, glands, nerves, ganglia, and brain, It looks very
cheerless and anatomical, Let us see, on the other hand,
whzt Christianity has to offer to-day.

Modernism is the latest phenomenon within the Christs
lan church as behaviorism is the latest fad in psychology.
The attempt to subject the Christian religion to the scienti-
fic creeds of the conservation of matter and energy and the
impossibility of miracle has taken the mortal pound of flesh,
Christianity cannot survive the operation. To try to fit
the religion instituted by Christ into the Procrustean bed
of so-called scientific law is bound to be fatal, To make &
religion a sort of crowning glory of evolutionary progress
Tobs 1t of that authority and personal rather than social
nature which are its marks of value,

I submit, however, that not modernism but the religion
of an inerrant Bible is true Christianity. From the very
nature of the claims the Bible makes it can be no other,

The Bible not only claims absolute authority in the relation
between man and God, but it also condemns as false the doc—
trines of any who teach otherwise, I submit also that we
cannot distinguish between what Christ teaches and what the
Bible teaches, because Christ has endorsed the 0ld Testa-
ment as well as what his representatives, the evangelists
and apostles, were to say of him after his departure. This

* "Foundations of Psychology", p. 35. J.S.Moore
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body of doctrine, then, which comprises the flesh and bone
of Christianity,’is a Eonstan: guingity. It is the same
to-day as it was in the year 10 .De

%ut the first chaptgrs of Genesis will suffice for the
fundamentals which Christianity asserts or presupposes, We
find a dualism in the creation: matter and spirit. These
elements are distinguished in man's body and soul. Men are
then placed in a moral order in which the moral order, concisely
stated in the Decalog, is the standard of right and wrong,
They are endowed with a will which is free to conform to or
to trangress this standard; thus they are made responsible
for their conduct and expect future rewards and punishments,
It is true that the fall of man into sin and the consequent
objective atonement of Christ are essential to the Christian
system, but they need not concern us in the first part of
our discussion, £

We shall launch into some of the philosophical and 1%5?)
sclentific difficulties of behaviorism, Thep.approachins,ﬂu4;4q443
Christianity, we shall compare the philosophical bases of \ rraant /-

the two systems, adverting to the moral order, responsibil- ';Zmudl

ity,and faith as incompatible with behaviorist principles. |
Our conclusions may have some practical interest for ethics, !
education, and Christian faith, i)

We may rightly expect of any doctrine so revolutionary
as behaviorism that it examine its philosophical premises
pretty well before mntering court, The question of the re-
lation of the mind and the body is fundamental to the behav—
iorist program. Yet its votaries have declared interaction
impossible under mechanical law, have asserted parallelism
to be inadmissable, and have denied materialism for senti-—
mental reasons, Their attitude, whenever they consider the
question, is rather a denial that any mind-body problem
exists, This in theory — but practically they have reduced
all psychology to matter and motion and are stamping in the
Same corral with Hobbes of old. If they wish to wear blink-
ers and see no mind-body problem, that is a matter of taste;
but we, who dislike blinkers, would like to see just what .
position these men do take,

By referring all activity to physical stimulus and re—
sponse they deny any causal relation between the mind and
the body. Consciousness is simply merged:#into the stimulus-
response arc, No credit is given to states of feeling
arising from extra-physical causes and in turn causing
motor-response, These states are referred to implicit or
delayed response — to an accumulation of physical stimuli,
This, however, is exactly the position of unblushing material-
i1sm, and it has the same vulnerable heels as materialism,
After signing the red document as a materialist by denying
the efficiency of consciousness the behaviorist is forced to
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esti it, I
spond mechanically to food in the sto%gcgézyfgig whe:%e o2
do not know, It is pertinent, also, €0 ording to be—
have their so-called ethical "concepts 1 ?:gponses oAl
haviorism, If all our ideas or 1mp11cisimp1e RerE EtTorn
R fiietgates ggmkggglgggeczge by the "concept"
it is difficu 0 sce v Fats o or e
of right and wrong., Without conscious delil .
Phenoﬁena of nature I do not see how he couldtdgzgxet;:%h
"concept" from the natural order; and you mgg N
any innate knowledge oi right and wrong wou y
y th haviorist. :

g ;g Eﬁs ?ggueiis clearly defined, Christianity holds ‘

he individual; and responsibility
the moral responsibility of the individi AL R
reguires consciousness, Behaviorism reduces co §——T—propose
mechanism and strips it of all moral significanc%mifﬁ_%ﬁéagn“‘
that for a moment we tu;n pragmatist and find out how these
tiio_principles will work,
T l'-.'.‘ith all due allowance for nations and 1ndiv1d%;igs :
who have not shown the proper fruits of Ghr%sti:n gustified
believe we may yet maintain that Ghrdbtiani y 8 e
its existence in this field alone. The mqral progre Ba0kdsd S
the Christian nations during the last two,milleniuﬁstable e
slow and unsteady, but it is none the less real.th o TS
vances have been with regard to paternal power, eapd e
of woman, marriage, slavery, property, free tra%g, ns SO =
mestic and international law, Note, too, that ese h? onrme
have all been in the field of civil organisation in w hct
Christain religion is not primarily interested. But£§ af;rst
ever may have been the effect of Christianity sincg eabout
century it yet remains true that our fundamental ideas o5
all these civil relations, which have also been held in a AR
ages,; are the ideas which the Bible says were original%z sgage
-into the human constitution. So that the human race -]
a groundwork of Christian morality from the very beginning.
If behaviorism now demands a change of principles it is
bound to have far-reaching consequences.

Behaviorism does demand such a change of principles. I
know of no system of ethics so far devised which may by any
stretch of the imagination be.called behavioristic. The N
trouble is that they all have some idea of moral responsibility
or free will. It may be responsibility to God, to oneself,
or to anything in between; but so soon as the idea of re—
sponsibility is gone the idea of mprality is gone. In short,
under strict behaviorism there can be no such thing as ethics.
Ethics is unknown to a deterministic world,

Now look at the panorama we have opened to view! oOur
whole civilization has been built up on the strength of
moral obligations and responsibility. If these go, not least
among the ruins will be our system of jurisprudence. For hun-
dreds of years we have been holding men gullty and punishing
them for malicious intent, It is not so much the breaking
of law that involves guilt — that may be simple accident -3
but the agent is held responsible for his intention at the
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time the act is performed. According to the mechanistic ;
doctrines gf behgviorism every human act is "morally acciden{al .
Intention, whether it be a desire (?) to conform to the lega
standard or a feeling of recklessness and revolt, 1s a men—
tal state and, as such, unknown to behaviorism, To the law :
it is that mental state only that is pralseworthy or culpable;
to behaviorism the mental state does not exist, and therefore
' we have no use for law. The law cannot attach criminal im-
putability to physiological processes, but only to consclous
intention, I submit that the only blameworthy feature that
behaviorism can find in human activity would be the poor or
slow "integration" of sensations which would result in an
unnecessarily delayed or vwrong response (according to what
standard it should be wrong I know not), But if a man simply
Integrates" poorly and his nervous adjustments are rusty the
conclusion is that the accidental law-breaker and the insane
man would profit by a jail sentence just as much as the in-
tentional and intelligent law-breaker, In short, the behavs
loristic program would overthrow our whole jurisprudence.

S0 far with the consideration of the effects of behav-

iroism on practical Christianity in the field of ethics and

? law; it is not without bearing on Christianity considered
a8 religious belief as well, We must distinguish between
belief and belief, If we say that bellief is a positive
attitude toward a proposition we have only partly defined
Christian belief or faith, Simply for the sake of temporary
convenience ‘let us think of rational belief as composed of
the two elements, part of the traditional three, knowledge
and asgent; but to have super-rational belief, or Christian
faith, we must add the element of trust.

This saving element of trust and confidence in Christian
faith cannot be accounted for in behavioristic terms., We
may say to begin with that the condition of mind denominated
"conviction of sin" can itself be understood only as a men—
tal state, since, according to behaviorism, one could not be
conscious of the trangression of imposed moral standards.
Not only this preliminary state but also the state of trust—
ing - for eternal ends — cannot be explained without refer—
ence to consciousness and mental states, The necessity of
this conclusion will appear without further argument when
We shall have shown that bahaviorism has not been able suc-
cessafully to account for even rational belief; much less is

b %tiigle to explain the highly complex phenomena of Christian °
a -
The truth is that Christian faith takes us out of the
domain of psychology into the unfenced field of metaphysics.
Our definition of psychology as a sclence has been very loose,
& but even that cannot be extended to include the phanomena of
| Christian faith in which the individual 'soul" reaches out

ig; the "saving" spiritual realities of the kingdom of hea-

;-------IIIIlIllIIIIIIIIIIIIII.IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII...
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Behaviori
((’i organic atiﬂluﬁ“ tried to say that belief 18 some sor®
{the very term ha e* toward a proposition. This attitude
ion for belier as a mentalistic taste) is a positive reac—
%dea at first blu:% a negative reaction for aisbelief. The
or example, at th might appear good, if we should 1look,
his carved idol -mg pagan gesturing emd and salaaming towa
back to walk out. the disbelieving tourist turning hHis
ing toward thoo s Bub I take it that the pa an is not lean—
the »nr pag
but his belief i oposition: This piece of carved wood exists,
The #od vhom t.his diretted toward some such proposition a8:3
terprises,” Thesc?"“aﬁe represents will assist me in my en—
that Christ is Godnristian who has no image believes, Say,
gowiis elther the ?mgiﬁ 22ath6hgh§t vill forgive hig Sins.
0si tively o * the 1stian going to react
which areJa%:t?:"’%tivﬂ? toward propositions of this sort
physically beca ct and 1llocal? He can't lean toward it
Possible to imz:.ase 1'5. has no objective existence, It is im—
slcal re:,zctioncﬁinio:?gtaglgtinc;‘iive mothodfof oxednl os i RaNe
phenomenon of bel opt, e same is true of every
eves 4 ief when examined closely. The child be-
pmposiE?gns?r;?l,LAcé?;ggam%{hufrozi tl:e 11 psyof the mot%xer;ethe
or a7y s € aus exists, How can
erganiidll', toward such an existential pro g ek
1 belie proposition? The gen-—
can the ;eXes the courier who says: The army is beaten, How
Rt em%tifrel react? Both the child and the generalcdo
tions '-':ouldt giiibé.rigmmggtalism Fould '8ay, PULEIHOE SN0,
hopes, So even the 51mnlzispﬁ§stmas§ped Loys oridlssppolmbec
the behavioristic halter GRS 1R S
o one, however, mefigs to de
; ny that ther
ggyg?ol?gicﬁl accompaniments to mental statgseaage e
59, ff attitude of belief. These accompanying 2hJ3$ iiao
ctions are popula : payslca
i?nsuages whicﬁ }efeil{orig:sgtig% 1gh:h:tégéoﬂ oi many
ver, and the kidne ” “of’ ch, the
of thé A izstgsigzzzgroftggotion. Bu% the error
mental state and the physical aczom ese correlates: tne
has tais to say:"To plead the cauﬁepagimen?. Willizm Jzmes
of religious states of mind of organic causation
and arbitrary,"## 1ind,,,,ss, 18 qulte illogical
Qur conclusion, then, is that behzvior
to account for ths S HensEaNA st brlfigaligtisn haz fziled
asring too much? Hzs not orinodox psye: fht are we not
to zccount for these phenomenz? Tru Jepology zlso falled
Lies here; tus toadi tionslipaychoToa Ankan N cextie
cal to the integrity of reli o fundament:
gious b entzll
elief. Beh’»‘-’fiorism y

# "Behaviorism and Ps] &y
Y Paychology" p. pox
##"Varieties of Religious Ezperfenigsf' pu";:;Ro:”.ack
. . Wl Janes
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logically followed would rob belief of all value, for our .
beliefs would be determined merely by our physiological
status 2t the time the proposition is presented and would
fluctuate in exact relation to our physical condition. 5
Especially would it be impossible to hold, as Christianity
does hold, that Christian faith is the highest virtue., And
if faith were thus robbed of all value, the objects of Christ-

E ian faith, the person of Christ, his objective atonement, the
forgiveness of sins, and immortality would all vanish into
thin air, If behaviorism is not popular in the Christian
church there i1s a reason,

Its unpopularity arises from a fear for the future,
Christianity is concerned about what the men of the next
generation are fed on, Christianity has always been in-—
terested in educition, In spite of the celebrated and
misrepresented treatment of Roger Bacon, of Bruno, and
of Galileo, Christianity has been of great assistance
to the progress of learning. The practical effect of behav-
lorism upon morality and Christian faith have before been
toushed, but Christianity now sounds a warning in the field
of education, All over our country we are met by young men :.
and women who are beginning, under the tutelage of evolu-
tion and behaviorism, to regard life as a matter of phy-
slcal stimulus and response. We are breeding a race of in-—
fidels., They have been taught the ethics of the ape, to
the imminent peril of our civilization, They learn to play
a horrid game of bestial struggle, till it suits them to
remedy their ennui by passing into hopeless night. Christ-—
lanity is certainly taking the part of progressive and
constructive thought when it demands a return from this
materialistic and unscientific furore to the comparatively
safe ground of traditional psychology. Our conclusion will
certainly be conservatively stated in the words of Professor
lMorex:"Unless it can be indisputably proved that man, with
his infinite variety of thoughts and emotions, is but an
aggregation of mechanical atoms held together and moved
by physical. forces — an hypothesis for which there is not
the slightest proof -, there seems to be no necessity to deny
the existence of a spiritual world not subject to the laws
of mechanical energy or circumscribed by the space limita—
tions of material or electrical substances."

# "The Dogma of Evolution" p. 387. L.T.Hore




