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R E L I G I O N  AND NATIONAL S T R E N G T H  

11 D e c e m b e r  1963 

LT C O L O N E L  KNIGHT: No s tudy  of the  h u m a n  r e s o u r c e s  of 
o u r  Na t ion  would  be  c o m p l e t e  wi thout  e x a m i n i n g  the  m o t i v a t i o n s  of 
the  i n d i v i d u a l  c i t i z e n s .  R e l i g i o n  has  b e e n  a v e r y  de f in i t e  and m a j o r  
i n f l u e n c e  upon ou r  n a t i o n a l  c h a r a c t e r  and upon ou r  peop l e .  

Our  s p e a k e r  t h i s  m o r n i n g ,  Dr .  C h a r l e s  W e s l e y  L o w r y ,  has  
m a d e  a l i f e t i m e  s tudy  of t h i s  sub j ec t  and we a r e  v e r y  happy to have  
h i m  wi th  us t oday  to s h a r e  his  t h o u g h t s .  

Dr .  L o w r y - - w e l c o m e .  

DR. LOWRY: C o l o n e l  Knight  and My D e a r  F r i e n d s :  I a m  not 
go ing  to t ake  up m u c h  t i m e  in a c o n v e n t i o n a l  i n t r o d u c t i o n .  I w i l l  
j u s t  s a y  tha t  it  is  a genu ine  p l e a s u r e  to be  h e r e  and s h a r e  in the  
c u r r i c u l u m ;  the  s y s t e m a t i c  s tudy  tha t  I have  gone o v e r  in y o u r  
p u b l i c a t i o n s  of the  I n d u s t r i a l  C o l l e g e  of the  A r m e d  F o r c e s .  

Now, you have my subject and I start out with a reference to 
the key word in this subject. This key word, in orienting our thought 
as we approach today's assigned topic, I think is the word "strength. " 
Strength in an individual, and still more in a nation, is a balance of 
qualities. Now, strength denotes material might, but such prowess 

is not enough. 

The  a t t r i b u t e s  of a c l u m s y  giant  h o w e v e r  m e n a c i n g  and f i e r c e  
in s h e e r  p h y s i c a l  p o w e r  wi l l  not su f f i ce  when  c o n f r o n t e d  by i n t e l l i -  
g e n c e ,  i ngenu i t y ,  d e t e r m i n a t i o n ,  the  c o n v i c t i o n  and  the c o n f i d e n c e  
tha t  s p r i n g  f r o m  t r u t h  and r i g h t .  N a t i o n a l  s t r e n g t h  can  be  a n a l y z e d  
u n d e r  fou r  m a i n  h e a d s ;  p o w e r  de f i ned  as m i l i t a r y  and m a t e r i a l  
f o r c e ;  i n t e l l i g e n c e  de f ined  as  the  e f f e c t i v e  r a t i o n a l  a p p l i c a t i o n  and 
u t i l i z a t i o n  of a l l  r e s o u r c e s ;  m o r a l e  o r  e n e r g y ;  and d u r a b i l i t y  of 
w i l l - - y o u  m i g h t  c a l l  it " the  wi l l  f a c t o r ; "  and fou r th ,  r e l i g i o n  o r  the 
c o n v i c t i o n  tha t  t h e r e  is an u l t i m a t e  r e a l i t y  o r  g round  of b e i n g  to 
w h i c h  as c o n s c i o u s  s e l v e s  and as  m e m b e r s  of s o c i a l  e n t i t i e s  we 
a r e  i n e s c a p a b l y  r e l a t e d .  
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Now, these four aspects of national strength are distinct, but 
they are also related. A strong factor of interaction, of interrela- 
tionship, is present within them. This is especially true if we view 
the four factors--power, intelligence, morale, and religion--as 
constituting a pyramid of some kind of a storied structure with mil- 
itary and material force the foundation and first floor of the structul 

Now, of course, any spatial arrangement in terms of an image 
like that falsifies; I am quite aware of that, as you are. Yet, be- 
cause there are lines of relationship that are multidimensional-- 
the whole thing is intangible--when we construct something special 
or material, we are bound to get away from the concrete reality. 
It is an abstraction, in other words. Nevertheless, I think this 
image, the thought of a storied structure, falsified the four in their 
relationship the least. For, there can be no national security; 
indeed, there can hardly be a continuing nation unless there is a 
fundamental presence of power expressing itself in a military and 
material form. In some sense I believe that to be true. 

Adhering therefor% to this image or picture of a storied 
material structure, each new layer adds something basic and mo- 
mentously important. Without intelligence, in the broad meaning 
of the word, the power can amount to little, especially in an advanc~ 
technical and scientific age. Without morale there can be no suc- 
cess except of a temporary and fugitive character. With regard to 
the fourth factor--our subject--it is easy to resort, as I do not need 
to tell you gentlemen; you are a critical audience, to platitudes and 
cliches. I suppose that is a temptation in many areas. It is a par- 
ticular danger, I think, in the area we have today. 

You t r u s t  to the  c o u r t e s y  and goodwi l l  of an a u d i e n c e ,  w h e t h e r  
e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  o r  s e c u l a r .  Now, I hope we s h a l l  avo id  th i s  today ,  
and I c e r t a i n l y  do not w i sh  you g e n t l e m e n  to have  any  r e g a r d  in the  
q u e s t i o n  p e r i o d  to my  s u s c e p t i b i l i t i e s .  B e c a u s e ,  ] want  you  to be  
e n t i r e l y  f r a n k .  

What we can and must say, I think, from the strictest, most 
factual standpoint, is that a faith factor of some sort is always 
present in a powerful nation, and always a factor in that power. 
An example is the most remarkable nation and people, perhaps, 
known to all history. I refer to Rome and the Roman Empire. For 
900 years that expanding and expanded city-state gave order, unity, 
and civilization to most of the known world. No other great power 
in history, I suspect, compares with it so far in dynamism and 
stability. 
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Now,  R o m e  h a d  a s t a t e  r e l i g i o n .  It  w a s  no t  a v e r y  t h e o l o g i c a l  

r e l i g i o n ;  it  w a s  a r e l i g i o n  t h a t ,  r a t h e r  c u r i o u s l y ,  w a s  c o n t e n t  to  
r e m a i n  u n d e v e l o p e d  a n d  r a t h e r  v a g u e .  P o s s i b l y  t h i s  w a s  o n e  a m o n g  
a n u m b e r  o f  f a c t o r s  t h a t  f a v o r e d  t h e  e m e r g e n c e  a n d  v i c t o r i o u s  
s p r e a d  of  a u n i v e r s a l  s a l v a t i o n  r e l i g i o n  in  t h e  W e s t .  A s  we k n o w ,  
t h a t  s u c c e s s f u l  r e l i g i o n  w a s  C h r i s t i a n i t y .  I t s  r i s e  a n d  a d v a n c e  to  
e v e n t u a l  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  a s  t h e  r e l i g i o n  of  t h e  R o m a n  E m p i r e  W e s t  
a n d  E a s t  i s  p o s s i b l y - - a n d  I s a y  " p o s s i b l y " - - t h e  m o s t  i n f l u e n t i a l  
s i n g l e  f a c t o r  in  h i s t o r y .  At  any  r a t e  I t h i n k  y o u  c o u l d  m a k e  o u t  an  
a r g u m e n t  f o r  t h a t .  

N o w ,  t h e  s t a t e  r e l i g i o n  of  R o m e ,  a s  I s a i d ,  w a s  r a t h e r  u n d e -  
v e l o p e d ;  i t  w a s  p r i n c i p a l l y  r i t u a l ,  i n v o l v i n g  s a c r i f i c e s  in  p r o p i t i a -  
t i o n  o f  t h e  g o d s  a n d  i n v o l v i n g  a t t e m p t s  to  s e c u r e  g u i d a n c e  o r  
i n f o r m a t i o n ;  g u i d a n c e  in  n a t i o n a l  c r i s e s  a n d  o t h e r  s i t u a t i o n s ,  t h r o u g h  
t h e  m e d i a t i o n  of  a p r i e s t h o o d .  T h e  E m p e r o r  h i m s e l f  w a s  t h e  c h i e f  
p r i e s t  o f  t h i s  c u l t ,  h o l d i n g  t h e  a u g u s t  t i t l e  o f  P o n t i f e x  M a x i m u s .  
N o w ,  a s  y o u  m a y  o r  m a y  no t  k n o w ,  t h a t  m e a n s  S u p r e m e  P o n t i f f .  
W e  a r e  f a m i l i a r  w i t h  t h a t  b e c a u s e  i t  i s  t h e  t i t l e  o f  t h e  P o p e ,  t h e  
h e a d  of  t h e  g r e a t  R o m a n  C a t h o l i c  C h u r c h  w h i c h  e m b r a c e s  s o m e  
500 m i l l i o n  h u m a n  b e i n g s .  

T h e  f i r s t  E m p e r o r  w h o  t o o k  to h i m s e l f  t h e  t i t l e  o f  G o d - - a n d  
t h i s  w a s  an  a u g m e n t a t i o n  of  t h i s  c u l t - - w a s ,  I b e l i e v e ,  D o m i t i a n ,  
w h o  w a s  t h e  E m p e r o r  f r o m  81 to 96 A . D .  He  w a s  h a i l e d  a s  a god  
a n d  w o r s h i p  o f  h i m  b e c a m e  m a n d a t o r y .  T h i s  i s  t h e  b a c k g r o u n d  of  
a l o t  o f  t h e  p e r s e c u t i o n  of  t h e  C h r i s t i a n s .  D o u b t l e s s  t h i s  d e v e l o p -  
m e n t  r e f l e c t e d  t h e  n e e d  o f  a g r e a t e r  v i t a l i t y  in  t h e  s t a t e  c u l t .  Bu t  
I n o w  go on  to  a d d  t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  a g r e a t  d e a l  m o r e ,  a s  y o u  u n -  
d o u b t e d l y  n o w  a r e  s u s p e c t i n g ,  to  t h e  f a i t h  o f  t h e  R o m a n s  a n d  of  
R o m e  t h a n  t h i s  r i t u a l i s t i c  s t a t e  r e l i g i o n .  

The real ideology of Rome was Stoicism, a philosophy that 

goes back at least to Xeno who flourished in Greece about 320 B.C., 

and that to some extent was a continuation of the ideas of one of the 

greatest of the Greek philosophers, Heraclitus, who flourished 

about 500 B.C. 

In  R o m e  l a s t  S e p t e m b e r ,  in  M i c h a e l a n g e l o ' s  g r e a t  p i a z z a  on  
t h e  C a p i t o l i n e  H i l l - - I  do  n o t  k n o w  w h e t h e r  i t  w a s  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  I 
h a v e  s e e n  i t ,  b u t  i t  i s  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  I r e m e m b e r  i t - - I  s a w  t h e  g r e a t  
e q u e s t r i a n  s t a t u e  o f  M a r c u s  A u r e l i u s  w h i c h  i s  r i g h t  in  t h e  c e n t e r  of  
t h e  a r r a n g e m e n t  t h a t  M i c h a e l a n g e l o  w o r k e d  o u t .  N o w ,  I u n d e r s t a n d  
t h a t  t h i s  r e a l l y  m a g n i f i c e n t  s t a t u e  in  b r o n z e ,  of  M a r c u s  A u r e l i u s ,  
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was thrown into the Tiber by some of the barbarians who sacked 
Rome and was pulled out in the Middle Ages. At any rate, it was 
pulled out, and it seemed to me as I looked at that, that this was a 
symbol, and of particular value as a symbol. Because Marcus 
Aurelius was the last great Stoic thinker. He was also the Emperor 
of the Roman Empire. 

Let me give you an example because this illustrates my point 
about the role of Stoicism. If I had time I could also go back 200 
or 300 years and cite Cicero; some very interesting examples. 
But I am only going to cite this morning, Marcus Aurelius, who 
said the following in his Meditations--and I quote: 

All that is from the gods is full of providence. The 
workings of chance are not separated from nature or 
without an interweaving and dependence on the disposi- 
tions of Providence. From Providence all things flow. 
And side by side with it is necessity; that which works 
to the advantage of the whole universe of which you are 
a part .... 

Every moment think steadily as a Roman and as a man, 
to do what you have in hand, with perfect and simple 
dignity, and kindliness, and freedom, and justice; and 
to give yourself relief if you do every act of your life as 
if it were the last, renouncing all carelessness and pas- 
sionate resistance to the demands of reason and all hypo- 
crisy and self-love and discontent with the portion which 
has been given you. 

Now, that is a very high, a very lofty example indeed, of 
ethics and of theological morality, because there was a theology 
behind that. That is an instance from history. 

But what of our own period in history which is characterized 
by a wide and sharp revolt against Christianity and which some 
theologians wish to designate as the "Post-Christian Era?" The 
two great powers of our time, next to the United States, have been 
Germany and Russia. The Germans have the defects of their stron~ 
qualities. But I have been convinced ever since I first went to Eur- 
ope in 1930--quite a long time ago--that the Germans were the 
ablest of modern peoples. That is not too important but I am now 
going to mention the Germans. 
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What is interesting is that neither Hitlerite Germany nor Soviet 

Russia is an exception to what I am saying is central, the role of 
faith and national strength. It escaped most people and doubtless 
there was a nauseating hypocrisy about it, but Hitler had a full- 
blown theological vocabulary. I used to say that Hitler in vocabulary 
was the most theological of all the world's rulers, a vocabulary in 
which he applied consistently and tirelessly these ideas in those 
long-winded tirades that so strangely held spellbound the German 

masses. 

A story is told of a very young German who was in the French 
action, was seriously injured, and was on the point of death; a 
German boy 18 or 19 years old. As he was about to die in a French 
hospital he got a nurse to try to help him get his wallet. They got 
his wallet and she helped him to pull out a picture that he had in 
there. The boy, really suffering very much, looked at the picture 
and a look of peace, a look of happiness came over his face and he 
breathed his last. The nurse looked at the picture and it was a 
picture of Adolph Hitler, the German Fuehrer. 

Now, no doubt that oversimplifies the situation, as does the 
following example: a story about a brilliant young Communist 
woman in Russia. This was a story that I heard some years ago 
and I believe that it took place, according to the American journalist 
who recorded it, in the 1930's. I am not absolutely certain of that, 
but it certainly was not very recently. This American was going 
through factories in Russia. In one of them he met this brilliant 
young Russian woman who had come up quite high in the hierarchy 

of the factory. 

He noticed on her desk a copy of "Das Kapital" by Karl Marx, 
in Russian. So, he got into conversation with her about that. He 
said, "I notice you have this work by Marx. " This caused the 
young woman to go into ecstasy, and she said, "Oh yes; I couldn't 
get along without that book. It is the most wonderful work. " This 
was an electrical factory. She said, "I never have a problem in 
the factory that I can't turn to this book and find the answer to it. " 

I thought of this story told by some American journalist, when 

I read just recently after the assassination of our late President, 
John F. Kennedy, that soon after Lee Oswald was 15 years old he 

discovered in a library that same "Kapital" by Karl Marx. He 
said later, on a television interview, I believe--but this has been 
quoted widely in many papers; and it is a quotation from Oswald 
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himself that I quote; "It was what I've been looking for--this book 
'Das Kapital. ' It was like a very religious man opening the Bible 
for the first time. " That is what Oswald, an American, recently 
said; the same thing that that young Russian woman said. Inciden- 
tally, these same newspaper accounts have made it clear that 
Oswald had first been attracted to communism by a pamphlet on 
the Rosenbergs, the atomic spies who were executed after a great 
hullabaloo in this country. 

I was very much interested in seeing this reference because I 
too had been quite interested in the Rosenbergs, from a different 
standpoint. It so happened that right before they were executed I 
called one evening--and at that time I was the rector of a large 
church in Chevy Chase--on the head of all Federal prisons. This 
man told me that he had just been to New York to see the Rosenberg~' 
Naturally, I was very much interested and got him into conversation 

He said to me, "It was my duty to go up and see them and ask 
them if there was anything they wanted. " But he said, "I got very 
little response from them; those people were like Christian Martyrs 
They seemed to be looking forward to martyrdom. They weren't 
concerned to talk about lesser things or to get some lesser comfort~ 
He said, "Really, they are martyrs, in their own thinking about 
themselves. " 

Now, this was a shocker in a way. Yet, it corroborated per- 
fectly the theory of communism that I had held and had developed 
just a little while before that in my book "Communism and Christ;" 
the view namely, that communism is more than a secular system 
with vague faith elements in it; that communism, on the contrary, 
must be regarded as a new religion; a rival substitute faith; an 
alternative universal salvation plan for all mankind; an all- 
comprehending gospel which sets itself without compromise against 
all other claims to truth, and to the allegiance of the human mind 
and the human spirit. 

Now, this is something, I am aware, essentially fantastic. 
Yet the whole shape of contemporary history is witness to the 
emergence and continued presence of something immensely forceful 
and dynamic. Who can deny that? We can see this in both the 
revolutionary mentality of our world which, by and large--and this 
is a sobering thing--has all tradition on the defensive. I wonder if 
you have thought about that. That is one of the most important 
things about the world we are living in. All tradition is on the 
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d e f e n s i v e ,  and  I t h i n k  t ha t  M a r x i s m  has  won i t s  g r e a t e s t  v i c t o r y  
r i g h t  at  t h i s  p o i n t .  T h a t  is  w o r t h  a g r e a t  d e a l  of t h o u g h t  and  d e v e l o p -  
m e n t ,  t h o u g h  it is  not  m y  p u r p o s e  to d e v e l o p  it now m u c h  f u r t h e r .  

We can see this also, secondly, in the impressive moderniza- 
tion and rise to world power status of the great colossus, the Soviet 
Union. It is with the latter--Communist Russia--that our own 
mighty Nation, far more advanced and sophisticated technically, 
industrially, and managerially than any other country, is locked in 
the most deadly power duel in all history. This duel, I fear, is 
destined to continue for a long time, for the respective resources 
of the contending parties are vast. They are very well matched, 
relatively at least. 

Now then, what about the religious aspect of this struggle ? 
Here there is present, and I think, gentlemen, that this is a very 
important point not to lose sight of, there is present an element of 
extreme novelty. Things like this have happened before, but this 
has a new element in it also. We have for the first time in history 
a religion based upon absolute atheism. This is a paradox; yet, it 
is true; absolute atheism and materialism locked in combat with a 
theistic and transcendental faith. 

Now, b e f o r e  t h e r e  h a v e  b e e n  m a n y  s t r u g g l e s  wi th  i d e o l o g i c a l  
and  r e l i g i o u s  o v e r t o n e s .  But  a l w a y s  b e f o r e ,  t he  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  f r o m  
t h e  r e l i g i o u s  s t a n d p o i n t  had  a b ig  e l e m e n t  t h a t  was  c o m m o n  in  i t .  
One  n e e d s  t h i n k  o n l y  of B u d d h i s m  and I s l a m ;  o r  H i n d u i s m  and I s l a m ;  
o r  H i n d u i s m  and  B u d d h i s m ;  o r  I s l a m  and  C h r i s t i a n i t y ;  o r  C a t h o l i s m  
and  P r o t e s t a n t i s m  and  the  t e r r i b l e  w a r s  of t he  17th c e n t u r y .  

Now we have something that is different. The Communists 
have in their faith system, because of this, some advantages. The 
material is tangible, graspable, very real, and especially in a 
scientific and technical age; and in the Communist plan confined to 
earth and time, eschewing the metaphysical in a transcendental 
sense, it also has certain advantages. It is total and complete. 
The salvation proposed and offered is political and social. It is 
not heaven; it is not something beyond this order. This appeals to 
both alienated and frustrated intellectuals, and it may also be made 
to appeal to the restless mass of the world, the poor and the illit- 
erate, who know more because of modern mass-media than their 
counterparts at any previous time in history. 
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But the p i c t u r e  has  a n o t h e r  s ide ,  f o r t u n a t e l y .  C h r i s t i a n i t y  

knowing  what  i s  in m a n ,  and b e i n g  bound a l so  as  i s  the  m a i n  t r a d i -  
t i on  of the  Wes t ,  to t r u t h  as  to s o m e t h i n g  s a c r e d ,  c a n n o t  c o m p e t e  
wi th  c o m m u n i s m  in the d e l i n e a t i o n  and d e c o r a t i o n  of p o l i t i c a l  and 
s o c i a l  U t o p i a s .  We a r e  c o m p e l l e d  by o u r  who le  t r a d i t i o n  to s p e a k  
in a h e c t i c  and f e v e r i s h  w o r l d  w o r d s  of t r u t h  and s o b e r n e s s .  Now, 
t h i s  m a y  be  a d i f f i cu l ty ,  but  we have  g r e a t  a d v a n t a g e s  a l so ;  o u r  
f a i th  in a t r a n s c e n d e n t  Holy  God, a r e a l i t y  o t h e r  t han  m a n  and  the 
C o r r e c t o r  and J u d g e  of m e n ,  y i e l d s  as  the  v e r y  b a s i s  of s a n e  and 
c r e a t i v e  l i v ing  the  v i r t u e s  of r e v e r e n c e  and h u m i l i t y .  

The Communists have neither, and they cannot have either be- 
cause they are locked into this totally timebound and earthbound 
system without any window that is open to the infinite, the eternal, 
the transcedent. I think that is a very great handicap and will prove 
to be such. They are not able to know; not able to cherish either 
reverence or humility. I suggest this is a fatal predicament. This 
is the Achilles Heel of communism. It may well be the incurable 
wound which will lead to sickness and death in the strange, new 
world of dialectic; the negation of the negation; the expropriation of 
the expropirators; the rejection of the individual; the ridicule of 
religion; the exaltation of the conditioned reflex as the key to pro- 
duction of a new, fully socialized humanity; the meek acceptance of 
terror and tyranny as steppingstones to a good that is forever com- 
ing but never begins to be; an Orwellian universe of doublespeak, 
doublethink, unperson, equality but with the select ones more equal; 
and perpetually changing, managed truth. 

It is ,  I shou ld  say ,  a s a fe  p r e d i c t i o n  tha t  in R u s s i a  t o d a y - - a n d  
I was  ju s t  t a l k i n g  with  one of y o u r  n u m b e r ;  I b e l i e v e ,  M r .  F r e e r s  
f r o m  the  Sta te  D e p a r t m e n t ,  who has  a g r e a t  k n o w l e d g e  of t h i s - - i t  
i s ,  I shou ld  say ,  a s a fe  s p e c u l a t i o n  tha t  in R u s s i a  t oday  t h e r e  is  a 
g n a w i n g  and e v e r - s p r e a d i n g  h u n g e r  of the  sou l .  A peop l e  tha t  has  
known C h r i s t i a n i t y  fo r  a t h o u s a n d  y e a r s  and that  has  p r o d u c e d  
s p i r i t u a l  g i an t s  l i ke  T o l s t o y ,  D o s t o e v s k y ,  B e r d y a e v ,  and m a n y  
o t h e r s ,  is  not going to be  s a t i s f i e d  f o r  long  wi th  the  d r y  h u s k s  of 
m a t e r i a l i s m ,  a t h e i s m ,  and to t a l  s e c u l a r i s m .  

So, I shou ld  s a y  tha t  we have  v e r y  g r e a t  a d v a n t a g e s .  But h e r e  
an e m b a r r a s s i n g  q u e s t i o n  a r i s e s .  I to ld  you  I was  not go ing  to t ake  
r e f u g e  in c l i c h e s .  G r a n t e d  tha t  r e l i g i o n  is  an e s s e n t i a l  e l e m e n t  in 
n a t i o n a l  s t r e n g t h  and tha t  o u r  r e l i g i o n ,  d e r i v e d  f r o m  the  P r o p h e t s  
of I s r a e l  and J e s u s  the  C h r i s t ,  is  i n f i n i t e l y  s u p e r i o r  to the  t e n e t s  of 

d i a l e c t i c a l  and h i s t o r i c a l  m a t e r i a l i s m ,  how is it wi th  A m e r i c a  
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m o r a l l y  and r e l i g i o u s l y ?  An h o n e s t  a n s w e r  r e q u i r e s  a g r e a t  d e a l  of 
s o u l - s e a r c h i n g  and,  I b e l i e v e ,  c o n s i d e r a b l e  a p p r e h e n s i o n  r e s p e c t i n g  
the  s p i r i t u a l  h e a l t h  of A m e r i c a  as  a na t ion  and p e o p l e .  

H e r e  it  is  m o s t  i m p o r t a n t  to look  fo r  t r e n d s ;  fo r  u n d e r l y i n g  
t e n d e n c i e s ;  and to d i s t i n g u i s h  b e t w e e n  s u p e r f i c i a l  s y m p t o m s  and 
t h e s e  p o w e r f u l ,  u n d e r l y i n g ,  u l t i m a t e l y  i n f l u e n t i a l  t r e n d s .  The  m o s t  
d i s q u i e t i n g  th ing  tha t  I s e e  on the  h o r i z o n  of n a t i o n a l  l i fe  is  the  d i s -  
m i s s a l - - i t  is  not the  on ly  d i s q u i e t i n g  t h ing  but  the m o s t  d i s q u i e t i n g - -  
of r e l i g i o n  f r o m  pub l i c  s t a t u s  and s i g n i f i c a n c e ;  thus  r e v e r s i n g  a 
t r e n d  as o ld  as  o u r  h i s t o r y  in the  New W o r l d  and o u r  p r e h i s t o r y  in 
the  Old W o r l d .  

This, I think, is most serious. Today prayer in any form in 
a public school has been called into question by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The Bible, if the Court means what it has 
said in the double-barrelled case of School District vs Schempp 
and Murray vs Curlett, can no longer be read devotionally and 
inspirationally; it can be consulted in the classroom as an illustra- 
tion; it cannot be read anymore. I do not believe that it is generally 
appreciated how upsetting and revolutionary this decision and its 
implications are. 

L e t  me  give  you  a p e r s o n a l  e x p e r i e n c e .  A few w e e k s  ago I 
w a s  a s k e d  to l e c t u r e ,  be  p r e s e n t  a l l  day ,  m a k e  s e v e r a l  s p e e c h e s ,  
and  a n s w e r  q u e s t i o n s  at  a v e r y  i n t e r e s t i n g  t e a c h e r s '  i n s t i t u t e  w h e r e  
I had a l l  the  t e a c h e r s  of  a c e r t a i n  coun ty  in a n e i g h b o r i n g  s t a t e ,  
p r e s e n t .  We b e g a n  th i s  m e e t i n g  f a i r l y  e a r l y  in the  m o r n i n g  and 
wen t  into one  of t h e s e  b r a n d  new high s c h o o l s  tha t  a l w a y s  m a k e  m e  
b l i n k  b e c a u s e  I b e l o n g e d  to a l i t t l e  m o r e  p o v e r t y - s t r i c k e n  e r a  f r o m  
the  s t a n d p o i n t  of s c h o o l  b u i l d i n g s .  I n o t i c e d  on the  p r o g r a m  that  the  
hos t  h igh  s c h o o l  w h e r e  we w e r e  m e e t i n g  would  have  the  devo t i ons ;  
w h i c h ,  i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  c a t c h e s  up a t r a d i t i o n  tha t  had  b e c o m e  v e r y  
w i d e s p r e a d  in A m e r i c a n  high s c h o o l s  and I p r e s u m e ,  j u n i o r  high 
s c h o o l s .  

I know th i s  b e c a u s e  I have  s p o k e n  in a lot  of h igh s c h o o l s  to 
s t u d e n t  b o d i e s .  So I w o n d e r e d  what  was  c o m i n g ,  and the  f o l l o w i n g  
o c c u r r e d :  Two s t u d e n t s  c a m e  out  as  the  coun ty  s u p e r i n t e a d a n t ,  
the  p r e s i d i n g  o f f i c e r ,  and m y s e l f  wen t  up and took  o u r  s e a t s  ou a 
p l a t f o r m  not un l ike  t h i s .  The  boy  c a m e  f o r w a r d  and gave  as the  
M e d i t a t i o n  a m e d i t a t i o n  about  G e o r g e  W a s h i n g t o n  C a r v e r ,  the 
w i z a r d  c h e m i s t  of T u s k e e g e e  I n s t i t u t e .  Now, C a r v e r  is a m a n  I 
a d m i r e  v e r y  m u c h ,  a v e r y  r e l i g i o u s  man;  I a m  not in any  way 
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criticizing him, but this was the substitute for the Bible. Then, I 
did not know what was coming in prayer, but a girl got up and sang 
"The Lord's Prayer." So, I assume the idea was to do what could 
be done without violating from a literal standpoint the implications 
of this recent decision. 

Now, I want to describe my own feelings. I found myself in a 
peculiar, and I suppose, rebellious frame of mind. I felt as if I 
were rubbing my eyes to make sure I was real. I said to myself, 

Here I am in America; I believe in this country; I've 

studied its traditions and I think I know a lot about them; 

and here I am in a school provided by the funds of the 

public of this area, and a prayer cannot be said in this 
school. The Holy Bible cannot be read in this school. 

Is this real? I can't quite believe it is. 

Yet, although we probably know the intricacies of court deci- 
sions, and theoretically the Supreme Court settles one case in a 
particular decision, nevertheless this has implications and now 
many people say we cannot do these things anymore. 

Then in the same connection, gentlemen--and I do not mind how 
much you take this up and criticize it; I share it with you honestly-- 
I have had over and over a very troublesome thought which will not 
leave me. In the Soviet Union dedicated to the extirpation ultimately 
of religion and the enthronement of atheism there is formal freedom 
of worship and right of religious choice by the individual. Now, I 
say formal. This has been set forth in three Constitutions--three 
Soviet Constitutions. I have gone over all those and I know them in 
detail. 

Any Communist will assure a questioner now if you ask him 
about religion in his country; he will say, "Well, it's up to the 
individual. " I have heard them say it. "And if you don't believe 
me I'll take you to a church in Moscow and show you. " Also, though 
all religion was struck out of education at one blow by Lenin when 
he came to power in 1917-1918, religion can be, and obviously is, 
taught in the home; at least by mothers and grandmothers. Other- 
wise, the church could not have survived. You would not have any 
Christianity at all, as you do have it in the Soviet Union. 

Admitting that the situation differs here, in that churches in 
this country are free to educate to the extent that children come to 
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or are sent to them, I find it strange and more than a little fright- 
ening to hear so many Americans say from the very highest circles 
down, "Well, religion has no place in government or in public 
matters. The place of religion is the home and the church. " I have 
heard this over and over and so have you. 

Gentlemen, let me warn you most solemnly that if this is what 
the American people really think today; if they really believe that 
God is not the concern of the State at all, then religion as we have 
known it in the United States is on the way out. We are on a route 
that is headed in the direction of a secularism, atheism, and mate- 
rialism that do not differ substantially from those enthroned and 
established as orthodox in the Communist states. 

In the sacred books of the American canon and tradition I read 
a doctrine, gentlemen, that is very different. I read in the 
Declaration of Independence that there are self-evident truths, and 
that one of these affirms as inalienable and coming from the very 
hand of the Creator the rights of the individual. I read in the North- 
west Ordinance of 1787, a document under which all the great States 
northwest of the Ohio River were carved out, the most powerful 
States, perhaps of the Union; a document that had a double stamp on 
it; the last Congress under the Articles of Confederation promul- 
gated it and the first Congress under the Constitution reconfirmed 
it, so it is a rather potent document in that sense. Here is what it 
says; I quote Article III: 

Religion, morality and knowledge being necessary to 
good government and the happiness of mankind, schools 
and the means of education shall forever be encouraged. 

Now, what has happened to that doctrine? I do not see that it 
is held today, apparently, by the leaders of this Nation. 

Or, I read in George Washington's Farewell Address his 
spiritual and patriotic testament to Americans of his generation 
and all generations. I quote: 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political 
prosperity, religion and morality are indispensable sup- 
ports. In vain would that man claim the tribute of patri- 
otism who would labor to subvert these great pillars of 
human happiness--these firmest props of the duties of 
men and ci t izens.  
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The mere politician, equally with the pious man, ought 
to respect and cherish them. A volume could not trace 
all their connections with private and public felicity. 

Let it simply be asked, where is the security for property, 
for reputation, for life, if the sense of religious obligation 
desert the oaths which are the instruments of investigation 
in courts of justice ? And let us with caution indulge the 
supposition that morality can be maintained without religion. 
Whatever may be conceded to the influence of refined educa- 
tion on minds of peculiar structure, reason and experience 
both forbid us to expect that national morality can prevail 

in exclusion of religious principles. 

I want to talk, in conclusion, about the two subjects on which 
the Father of his country dwelt with so marked on emphasis; namely 
morality and religion, They are very big subjects and I just want to 
hit now two or three high points. I think we would all agree that 
basic morality is essential to social health and ultimate national 
security in any country. We would probably agree also with the 
generality of observers of the American scene in the 19th century, 
who felt that the American as a type was characterized by a high 
respect for religion and a strong moral sense. 

I have here two or three quotations that I am going to run over 
and not, I think, give you, from Alexis De Tocqueville, a discus- 
sion he has about the spirit of religion and the spirit of liberty. 
You may know this; it is not unfamiliar. But I think it is a very 
important discussion. Then I have got a quotation where he com- 
pares the strong morals of the Americans with their predecessors, 
the English; and emphasizes that the Americans are a remarkably 

moral people. 

Then I have another quotation here from a man named Francis 
Grund, an Austrian who came over here a little after De Tocquevill 
He makes the point that religion is all wrought into morality and 
into the governmental system. He says he does not think the Amer- 
ican Government could survive if they lost this strongly moral and 
religious element. He was an observer; a foreign observer. A 
great deal more could be accumulated on the impression that Amer- 
icans gave in the 19th century with respect to this element in our 

heritage. 
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But  now I go on to a s k  a m u c h  m o r e  s e a r c h i n g  t h i n g .  How i s  it 

w i t h  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  t o d a y ,  a t  a t i m e  w h e n  o u r  c i v i l i z a t i o n  i s  a t  i t s  
z e n i t h  in  w e a l t h  and  s p l e n d o r  a n d  we  a r e  t h e  m o s t  p o w e r f u l  n a t i o n  
in t he  w o r l d ?  Is it  w i t h  us  a s  it  w a s  w i t h  t h e  R o m a n  E m p i r e  w h i c h  
at  i t s  h i g h e s t  m a t e r i a l  h e i g h t  w a s  a c t u a l l y  b e i n g  e a t e n  ou t  by  m o r a l  
d e c a y  w i t h i n ?  O r ,  a r e  we  a s  m o r a l  a s  o u r  a n c e s t o r s ,  w i t h  o u r  
e s s e n t i a l  n a t i o n a l  i n t e g r i t y  u n t h r e a t e n e d  and  u n i m p a i r e d  ? 

Now, we must admit that this is an issue on which there is not 
by any means, complete agreement. President Truman, for ex- 
ample, is sure that there has been no moral decline in the United 
States. I have heard him say this on television. Recently a prom- 
inent lay religious leader, Mr. J. Irwin Miller, Rhodes Scholar, 
industrialist, and president of the National Council of Churches, 
came out with a strong pronouncement to the effect that we are 
certainly as moral as our forefathers, and that opinions to the 
contrary are ill-judged and without foundation in fact. 

T h a t  i s  t h e  o n e  v i e w ,  bu t  t h e  r e v e r s e  v i e w  is  as  s t r o n g l y  h e l d .  
I h a v e  h e r e  a v e r y  r e c e n t  q u o t a t i o n  f r o m  t h e  H e a d  of  t he  F B I ,  

M r .  J .  E d g a r  H o o v e r .  I a m  g o i n g  to  g ive  t h a t  to y o u .  

M o r a l  r e t r o g r e s s i o n  i s  not  c o n f i n e d  to  a n y  o n e  g r o u p ;  
to  a n y  one  s e c t o r  of  o u r  c o u n t r y .  T h i s  s o c i a l  i l l n e s s  is  
u n i v e r s a l .  I m m o r a l i t y  r e a r s  i t s  u g l y  h e a d  in  e v e r y  A m e r -  
i c a n  i n s t i t u t i o n  a n d  p r o f e s s i o n .  N o n e  is  f r e e  f r o m  i t s  
s t i g m a .  I t  i s  r e f l e c t e d  e q u a l l y  as  m u c h  in c o r p o r a t i v e  
p r i c e - f i x i n g  as  in  t e e n - a g e  v a n d a l i s m ;  in p a y o f f s  to 
p o l i t i c i a n s  a s  in c l a s s r o o m  c h e a t i n g ;  in s p o r t s w o r l d  
b r i b e r i e s  as  in  l a w  e n f o r c e m e n t  s c a n d a l s ;  and  in i n c o m e  
t a x  r e t u r n s  p a d d i n g  as  in  v o t i n g  f r a u d s .  

Mr. Hoover adds more reflectively, and I think, quite profoundly: 

Immorality is not the only danger of the crisis. Some 
theorists suggest our moral standards be scrapped for a 
less restrictive code by which our moral derelictions can 
be justified. Such thinking is a flight from responsibility 
and a aecelerant to further moral deeadence. 

If the destruction of our great nation itself were the goal 
of these advocates they could not devise a better means to 
secure it. 
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Another authority whom I will cite is Mr. Norman Jaspan, a 

man you may not know of, whom I just happened to get to know; a 
management consultant and author of a very interesting book, "The 
Thief in the White Collar. " Incidentally, Jaspan is a consultant to 
at least 500 corporations on their problems regarding dishonesty 
and stealing. Here is a short quotation, all I have time to give you 
from Mr. Jaspan: 

Right this minute I would estimate that American busi- 
nesses are weighted down with several billion dollars 
worth of similar bribes and payoff. In fact, I earnestly 
believe that if the blight of dishonesty could be removed 
from American business the overall level of prices 
could be reduced as much as 15~/0. 

Now, that is an astonishing statement, but Jaspan has written 
a great deal on this; he knows more about it than anybody I happen 
to know. I have only given you just a little bit there. Let me, 
without citing further authorities or quotations, simply say that in 
my view--and I just give you now Charles Lowry's view, but I have 
shown you two different sides--in my view we confront an extremely 
serious long-term situation, morally and spiritually, in this coun- 
try. The point that is critical and decisive is not the existence of 
crime, deliquency, or immorality--even on a big scale--but the 
crux, rather, is the trend; the underlying psychological condition. 
I believe that we are now in a situation in the United States, in 
which we are subject to a law of diminishing returns in the moral 
sphere; and that this is the aspect of the case which is grave from 
the angle of national strength; and is what should be of urgent con- 
cern to all thinking Americans. 

The explanation of this predicament is complex; it would take 
many lectures to get into it. Some of the difficulty is environmen- 
tal and is incident to the fact that we are in a period of rapid and 
cumulative change. More curcial is the character of the American 
educational process over a period of several decades and the effect 
registered in its product, the youth of our country. I do not mean 
just now alone, but the youth of a bit earlier, and earlier, and the 
youth that will come later. 

This is not to say that there is not much that is attractive in 
our youth and much that is good about American education. I do 
believe, however, that our education is, and has been for a con- 
siderable period, philosophically defective. It is this defect which 
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is beginning to register and that will do so more and more in com- 
ing years unless drastic remedies are instituted. It is indeed a 
case--a Douglas MacArthur quotation--of chickens coming home to 
r o o s t .  

I can best put my case and stimulate thought and discussion on 

this problem by saying that in my view we are failing to communicate 

to transmit to the coming generation the basic moral and human 

tradition that has been at the heart of all great civilizations. 

My last point; I said I wanted to say a word on religion. We 
can take it, I think, for granted, that morality and religion are not 
the same thing, but that they are closely and separately related, 

especially in the Jewish-Christian tradition. I think our problem 

in religion is not that we are becoming irreligious--though there is 

some shift in this direction, and there is an increasing impact from 

the cleavage between the trend among our intellectuals and the trend 

at the American grass roots that remains, I think, strong. 

Father Gustave Weigel has observed with an acute perspicacity, 
that two entirely different theologies intermingle in our people. 
One, he goes on, is a preferred theology and is the faith of the 
literati; it is faith in a secular culture. The other is the more 
traditional religious faith of the people. 

Our religious problem, I believe, is fundamentally one of 
profundity. It is the dimension of depth, of high seriousness, of 
the will to grapple with and not escape from the final questions, 
which is too often missing in American religion. Our greatest sins 
are perhaps superficiality and complacency. Because of these 
moods we go along like sleepwalkers. We are indeed like a nation 
of sheep, while the spirit of secularism waxes ever stronger and 
the attacks mounted upon the American religious heritage grow 
bolder and more wanton. 

I believe that we must wake up, renew our strength in the 
Lord and bear witness to our faith. This faith can be stated, I am 
convinced, in a nonsectarian form. It is faith in a Supreme Being, 

the God of Israel: "Hear, Oh Israel, the Lord thy God is one Lord!;" 

the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ; the Creator and 
Providential Ruler of the world. "In God we trust. " Annuit Coeptis, 
from the reverse of the Great Seal of the United States; He has 

blessed our beginnings, and so, Novus Ordo Seclorum; there is a 
new order of the ages. 
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T h e n  th is  fa i th  is  f a i th  in man ;  m a n  as the ch i ld  of God; m a n  

c r e a t e d ,  hav ing  s t a m p e d  on h i m  the  i m a g e  and l i k e n e s s  of God h i m -  
se l f ;  wi th  e t e r n i t y  i m p l a n t e d  wi th in  his  h e a r t ;  c a p a b l e  of h e a r i n g  
and doing the  w o r d  of God; not a m e r e  a n i m a l  o r  a m e r e  th ing;  not 
an i n f in i t e ly  c o m p l e x  p i e c e  of m a t t e r ,  though  he is i n d e e d  tha t ;  not 
an  e l e c t r o c h e m i c a l  c u r i o s i t y ,  though  he is i n d e e d  a w o n d e r f u l  
b e i n g  f r o m  the e l e c t r o c h e m i c a l  s t a n d p o i n t .  

Finally, this faith is in truth and right which do not depend 
upon man or upon man's desire, and which are the same in Wash- 
ington, Moscow, New Delhi, Jakarta, Paris, London, and Rome. 
Our vocation as human beings is to serve not our own small and 
shifting designs, but the Lord of all Being enthroned afar; the High 
and Lofty One Who inhabits eternity, Whose name is Holy; Whose 
attributes are truth, beauty, and goodness; Who has a great purpose 
for mankind and for history; and Whose will is going to prevail with 
or without our submission and free response in trust and love. 

I set out to give you a lecture; not a sermon. Yet, I think this 

is where we end up. I think this is the point of decision to which 

we finally have to come, one way or the other, because we are 

human beings and we cannot shed our humanity. 

"Moses, Moses, draw not. nigh hither; put off thy shoes from 
off thy feet, for the place whereon thou standest is Holy Ground. " 

T h a n k  you,  g e n t l e m e n ,  v e r y  m u c h .  

QUESTION:  D r .  L o w r y ,  what  a r e  the  c o m m o n  f a c t o r s  of 
s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  e n v i r o n m e n t  tha t  have  b e e n  a t t e n d a n t  to the  
g r e a t  e x p a n s i o n  p e r i o d s  of the w o r l d ' s  m a j o r  r e l i g i o n s  ? 

DR. LOWRY: Well, it would take two or three lectures to do 
that well, but let me give you what I think are one or two very im- 
portant things. I believe that a great deal of uncertainty and 
insecurity of a kind are big factors in this. I will give you a 

famous quotation illustrating that. It comes from one of the fine 
intellects of our time, Sir Gilbert Murray, whom I once met and 
had tea with out near Oxford, England. Gilbert Murray has said 
that in the Roman Empire period that I talked about, as Christian- 

ity was beginning to gather force--and we ought to always remem- 
ber that religiously this was a competitive period--Christianity 
was only one of a number of competing faiths. He said that this 
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w o r l d  o f  t h e  R o m a n  E m p i r e  w a s  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by  a f a i l u r e  of  

n e r v e .  

N o w ,  I k n o w  h e  d i d  no t  m e a n  m i l i t a r y  n e r v e ;  he  m e a n t  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l .  T h e  i n d i v i d u a l  w a s  u n s u r e  a n d  s e e k i n g .  So, I t h i n k  
t h a t  t h a t  i s  o n e  o f  t h e  b i g  t h i n g s .  B e h i n d  t h a t ,  of  c o u r s e ,  w o u l d  be  
m a n y  e l e m e n t s  in  t h e  s o c i a l  a n d  m a t e r i a l  e n v i r o n m e n t .  Bu t  I w o u l d  
s a y  t h a t  p r o b a b l y ,  j u s t  to  s u m  i t  up ,  t h a t  r e l i g i o n  t e n d s  to  c o m e  in  
s t r o n g l y  a g a i n s t  a b a c k g r o u n d  n o t  o f  g r e a t  s u c c e s s ,  p r o s p e r i t y ,  o r  
e v e r y t h i n g  g o i n g  w e l l ,  b u t  a b a c k g r o u n d  of  t r o u b l e s  and  u n c e r t a i n t y ;  
d i f f i c u l t y  o n e  w a y  o r  a n o t h e r .  I t  m a y  no t  b e  m a i n l y  e c o n o m i c ,  b u t  
t h e  e c o n o m i c  m a y  h a v e  a l o t  to  do  w i t h  i t .  B u t  l e t  us  s a y  s o c i a l  
uncertainty and dis-ease--uneasiness. 

QUESTION: Sir, do you have any comment on the desirability 

or efficacy of the so-called Honor System? 

DR.  L O W R Y :  W e l l ,  I a m  a W a s h i n g t o n  a n d  L e e  m a n  a n d ,  o f  
c o u r s e ,  I do  h a v e  q u i t e  an  e m o t i o n a l  r e a c t i o n  to  t h e  H o n o r  S y s t e m .  
I w o u l d  s a y  i t  i s  o n e  o f  t h e  g r e a t e s t  t h i n g s  a t  W a s h i n g t o n  and  L e e .  
It h a s  h e l d  up,  b u t  I b e l i e v e  we  h a v e  to  b e  r e a l i s t i c  a n d  a d d  t h a t  a 
g r e a t  d e a l  d e p e n d s  h e r e  o n  t h e  p o w e r  o f  t h e  t r a d i t i o n .  Now,  i f  y o u  
h a v e  a g o i n g ,  p o w e r f u l  t r a d i t i o n ,  t h e n  I t h i n k  i t  i s  a g r e a t  t h i n g .  
B u t  I b e l i e v e  t h a t  i t  i s  a l s o  s o m e t h i n g  t h a t  i s  h a r d  to  pu t  in  a n d  t h a t  
c a n  b e  a b u s e d .  Y o u  do no t  w a n t  t h a t  to  h a p p e n  b e c a u s e  t h e n  y o u r  
l a s t  s t a t e  i s  w o r s e  t h a n  t h e  f i r s t .  

B u t  in  t h e  e n d ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  l e t  us  f a c e i t ,  t h e r e  i s  no  s u b s t i t u t e  
f o r  h o n o r  a n d  d u t y .  T h i s  c a m e  h o m e  to m e ,  g e n t l e m e n ,  v e r y  
s t r o n g l y  on  t h e  d a y  o f  P r e s i d e n t  K e n n e d y ' s  f u n e r a l .  I h a d  b e e n  
t h i n k i n g  a b o u t  t h e  O s w a l d  b u s i n e s s  a n d  I w a s  w a n d e r i n g  a r o u n d  t h e  
M a y f l o w e r  H o t e l .  I go t  i n t o  t h e  M a y f l o w e r  up w h e r e  t h e r e  w a s  a 
w i n d o w .  I g o t  b y  a p o l i c e m a n ;  I w a n t e d  to  s e e  a f r i e n d  o f  m i n e  
t h e r e .  I t h o u g h t  to  m y s e l f ,  " T h e  p o l i c e  d o n ' t  r e a l l y  d e t e r  v e r y  
m u c h  e x c e p t  p s y c h o l o g i c a l l y .  " 

If y o u  r e a l l y  w a n t  to  c o m m i t  a c r i m e  y o u  c a n  p r o b a b l y  g e t  
a w a y  w i t h  i t .  I t h i n k  t h i s  m a y  b e  v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  f r o m  t h e  s t a n d -  
p o i n t  o f  h o n o r .  W e  h a v e  u l t i m a t e l y  go t  to  h a v e  i t .  I t  s e e m s  to m e  
t h a t  a g o o d  h o n o r  s y s t e m  i s  t h e  r i g h t  w a y  o f  g a i n i n g  i t .  B u t  t h e r e  
i s  m u c h  d i f f i c u l t y  o f  p u t t i n g  i t  in  and  h a v i n g  it  a s  a r e a l  h o n o r  s y s -  
t e m .  I b e l i e v e  t h a t  i s  i t .  
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QUESTION: Sir, would you comment on the current concern 

and confusion over the Supreme Court decision concerning the 
public area of religion? 

DR. LOWRY: I have to put a severe rein on myself here be- 
cause I arn very much interested in this. I will take the opportunity, 
though, to tell you that I have a book coming out on this subject; I 
hope within the week; certainly within i0 days. It is going to be 
called, "To Pray or not to Pray!" Then it has a very important 
subtitle, "A Handbook for Study of Recent Supreme Court Decisions, 
and American State-Church Doctrine. " The book is really intended 
as a handbook for the person--college or high school student, or 
adult--who really would like to have the basic documents of the 
American tradition before him, as well as the pros and cons. 

Although I feel rather strongly aboul this, as you can tell, 
nevertheless my appeal in the book is to reason and to the facts. 
So, I think maybe that is the best. 

Now, I will just say--not to neglect to answer your question; 
it is too long to get into very much--that in my own opinion--and 
in the book, of course, I speak with great respect for the Supreme 
Court; I am not attempting in any way to undermine the Supreme 
Court. Those men do their job. They have to do a very hard job. 
We have a peculiar system, in a way. There is no other national 
system like ours with respect to the role of the judiciary. It is a 
rather peculiar development, too, historically. 

One of the amusing things is that Thomas Jefferson and men of 
his kind were very fearful of just the thing that has happened with 
the Supreme Court. They suspected that we were going to get a 
powerful judiciary that would interfere with the will of the people; 
with the functioning of the democratic system. The Supreme Court 
is not very democratic. You could almost say it is oligarchic; or 
that it is functioning like a platonic group of guardians. 

Now, I think this has played an important role in the country. 
But nevertheless you have got to understand it. My feeling is that 
the Court has gotten onto the wrong track here. I would almost 
say that they had brainwashed themselves. I believe that the 
tendency of secularism; not secular, but secularism; namely, it 
reached its ultimate expression in a system like communism ihal 
will force the idea that there is nothing but time and space--and 
history; nothing beyond the present, the here and now. That is 



19 

secularism carried to the ultimate extreme as opposed to the belief 
that there is such a thing as eternal truth, eternal right and an 
eternal order of reality that gives meaning and is itself the explana- 
tion of the whole marvelous passage of time; an event in history; 
and'in nature, et cetera. It is a big philosophical issue, of course. 

Now, I think that the Supreme Court--and this is where in my 

view it differs from the American tradition and from the founding 
fathers who were very clear about the eternal, and who regarded 
religion in a very general sense as relationship to the eternal, 
which is not a bad working approach--I think that no doubt without 
meaning it they have gotten into the thought that they must promote 
the secular and must knock down the idea that there is any differ- 
ence from the standpoint of public policy between religion and 
irreligion. That is really what is up in these recent decisions. 

To my mind this was not the classical American position; it 
was certainly not the 19th century position. We tended, and I 
believe this is the classic American doctrine, to give the individual 
the utmost protection. I favor that. I do not want you to misunder- 
stand me. If anybody wants unbelief, irreligion individually, he 
has a perfect right to it; he ought to have every legal protection. 
But I think it is fallacious to say what the Court is now saying; 
that public policy should also be based on no difference between 
religion and irreligion. This has not been the American position. 
The American position has been that public policy involves, as 
George Washington said, that morality and religion are necessary 
to good government; to happiness; to the safety of the state, I 

would say. 

I believe, therefore, that from the angle that we are all inter- 
ested in immediately here, which is national security--the health 
of the Nation--I believe this to be a very serious issue from this 
angle as well as from many other angles. You see I eould talk for 
a very long time on this, so I will stop here. 

Q U E S T I O N :  I g a t h e r  f r o m  y o u r  t a l k  t h a t  y o u  f e e l  t h e  b a s i c  
w e a k n e s s  o f  r e l i g i o n  i s  t h a t  i t  i s  s u b j e c t  to  p e r v e r s i o n ,  as  e v i d e n c e d  
b y  t h e  d e i f y i n g  of  t h e  R o m a n  E m p e r o r s ,  H i t l e r ,  o r  C o m m u n i s t  
m a t e r i a l i s m .  S i n c e  t h i s  i s  a b a s i s  c a n  it  no t  b e  a r g u e d  t h a t  t h e  
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  p r o v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  s e p a r a t i o n  of  c h u r c h  a n d  s t a t e  w a n d  
t h e  r e c e n t  S u p r e m e  C o u r t  d e c i s i o n ,  w a s  b a s i c a l l y  s o u n d  in  t h a t  i t  
w a s  d e s i g n e d  to  p r e v e n t  a s i m i l a r  p e r v e r s i o n  in  t h i s  c o u n t r y ?  
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Could  one not a l so  a r g u e  that  the g e n e r a l  d e c l i n e  of r e l i g i o n  in 

t h i s  c o u n t r y  can  be a t t r i b u t e d  to the  d i s c o n t e n t ;  r a t h e r ,  p e r h a p s ,  a 
s u b c o n s c i o u s  d i s c o n t e n t  wi th  r e l i g i o n ' s  not m e e t i n g  the  p r o b l e m s  of 
t oday ,  so tha t  it has  a l r e a d y  b e c o m e  s o m e w h a t  p e r v e r t e d  by  s e l f -  
r i g h t e o u s n e s s  as e v i d e n c e d  by e v a d i n g  the  i s s u e s  on o u r  s i d e  of the  
q u e s t i o n  ? 

DR. LOWRY: Wel l ,  tha t  c o v e r s  a good dea l  of t e r r i t o r y .  Of 
c o u r s e  t h e r e  a r e  m a n y  peop le  who would  a r g u e  th i s  p o s i t i o n ,  and 
you  have  got  e igh t  J u s t i c e s  of the  S u p r e m e  C o u r t  who hold  th i s  p o s i -  
t ion .  So, o b v i o u s l y  it is  a p o s i t i o n  tha t  can  be a r g u e d .  I want ,  
h o w e v e r ,  to s t i c k  to the  f a c t s .  I po in t  out to you tha t  what  the  
C o n s t i t u t i o n  s a y s  is not s e p a r a t i o n  of c h u r c h  and s t a t e ;  t h e r e  is  
no th ing  in the  C o n s t i t u t i o n  wh ich  s p e a k s  of s e p a r a t i o n  of c h u r c h  and 
state~ o r  of s e p a r a t i o n  of g o v e r n m e n t  and r e l i g i o n ,  wh ich ,  I th ink ,  
is  the r e a l  i s s u e .  

All that the Constitution says--and I think all that the founding 
fathers had in mind--concerns the twofold guarantee which I 
believe to be very great. One reason I hesitate about a Constitutiona] 
Amendment--someone asked me about that outside--is that I think 
we do have such a wonderful statement in the First Amendment. 

"Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion. " Now, that is the first point. That had a very definite 
meaning at the time it was written. There is no question about 
that. Even if we broaden that, as I think we must to some extent 
because some of the states after the Revolution established more 
vaguely a religion. For example, in some of the Southern States 
they established the Christian religion. That is rather general. 

So that, even if we go on and make that a little broader; and 
James Madison, incidentally, wanted very much to have the read- 

ing: "An establishment of national religion, " which I think actually 
is a little more clear from the standpoint of the mind of that time. 
But, it is a misunderstanding if we make it "religion" instead of 
,, 
an establishment of religion;" that is my point. 

The second is equally important: "or prohibiting the free 
exercise thereof." In other words, I think that what the founding 
fathers wanted--and I think that this is separation of church and 
state as we ought to hold it--was that the organized state and the 
organized church should abstain mutually from getting in and try- 
ing to organize one another, or the opposite. Now, this, I believe, 
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i s  the  A m e r i c a n  p o s i t i o n .  Th i s  does  not m e a n  tha t  the  Sta te  canno t  
be  " u n d e r  God;"  that  it c anno t  say ,  "In God We T r u s t ; "  that  it c a n -  
not be  c o n c e r n e d  about  the r e l i g i o u s  u p b r i n g i n g  of the you th  of the  
Nation. 

You see, what I am afraid of is that we are on the verge of 
saying, and we have said it about our public schools, "We are not 
interested from the national angle whether the children are brought 
up religiously or irreligiously. " To me that is an appalling thing. 
I find that a really appalling thing. I do not think we have thought 
it through. I do not believe the Supreme Court Justices mean that, 
really. Yet, how does it seem? I am in correspondence with some 
young people. How does it seem to the young people in the high 
schools ? 

Well, it seems to them that their people--their elders whom 

they should respect the most, are saying, "Religion is not very 
important; you can't do anything about that in school. " I think that 
is the way they will take, in many instances, these decisions. So, 
I do feel it is a very important issue, but the first thing is, let us 
get back to what is stated in our Constitution and what the real 
meaning of this thing is. Also, on your point about perversion, 
you have got a very good point. 

Of course there is great danger of perversion, and the greater 
and better anything is the more inevitable and more difficult is the 
problem of perversion. Now, I could give you some very interest- 
ing illustrations in the moral area. Obviously, one of them is sex, 
the whole area of sex. It is a terrible problem because it is such 
a great and good thing. It is the same way, it seems to me, with 
religion. 

QUESTION: Dr. Lowry, since you feel that religious faith is 
essential to national existence, do you favor State and Federal 
assistance to parochial schools ? 

DR. LOWRY: Let me give you, very succinctly, my position 
on that. I do not believe personally; I do not get into this in the 

book, because I am so anxious to get at the American tradition, 
and to get at what is certain. My own belief is that from the 
constitutional standpoint there is nothing unconstitutional in the 
support of a parochial school. Remember, this does not have to be 
Roman Catholic; this could be Lutheran; it could be Baptist; it 
could be any kind of school. 
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I do prove, I think, in a chapter in my book on Thomas 

Jefferson, that Jefferson expected to support religion in Virginia in 

a general way. He did not want to bring in all kinds of church sec- 
tarian teaching, but he believed absolutely in supporting with public 
money, basic religious teaching. I believe I have proven it in this 
book. So, I think that that bears on the parochial school issue. 
However, I do not think it is advisable for us to get in from a Fed- 
eral standpoint and insist on making all Americans support paro- 
chial schools. I do not believe that this is a good idea. I think that 
the right thing is that the local government, or government whether 
it is State or local, must decide on its policy respecting parochial 

schools and public money. 

This seems to me to be a right thing. I do not think there is 
anything wrong if the great majority of people feel that their prob- 
lems will be solved educationally through a plural system and if 
they observe the Constitution in that the freedom of religious exer- 
cise--and the freedom of individuals must be respected to the ut- 
most possible extent. But as a matter of prudence, I think it 
unwise to go too far in, so to speak, setting a Federal policy that 
in a sense forces everybody into line in what is a matter that people 
feel strongly about and have a right, it seems to me, to take up a 
position on. 

In other words, I am trying to separate the Constitutional issue 
from the issue of prudence, of good government, of social health in 
a given area. You see there may be so much difference. For ex- 
ample, we will say Boston and Jackson, Mississippi. I probably 
should not say "Mississippi" because it gets other things into our 
mind. But we will say some southern place that has very few 
Roman Catholics. You get such different situations that I think you 
have got to take those situations into account from the standpoint of 
wisdom. A lot of this must be decided by wisdom and prudence, 
and the good sense of Americans. 

One thing I feel strongly about is that Americans were working 
out this problem of religion in the schools. This could have been 
worked out. It is not necessary to have these edicts and say people 
cannot do this and cannot do that. I think the American people are 
actually very tolerant, and do desire to do the right thing to one 

another. Let us stress this; let us stress the need of the greatest 
consideration for how people feel, and work it out in a local and Stab 
way rather than saying allow the Federal Government, if it has a 
policy, to offer uniform support, on a national basis. 
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Q U E S T I O N :  D o c t o r ,  do y o u  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  c u r r e n t  e m p h a s i s  

w h i c h  c o n t e m p o r a r y  s c i e n c e  i s  p l a c i n g  o n  s c i e n c e  a n d  t e c h n o l o g y ,  
is creating conflicts toward religious tradition ? 

DR.  L O W R Y :  I d o u b t  t h a t  i t  i s  c r e a t i n g  c o r f f l i c t s  t h a t  h a v e  no t  
a l r e a d y  e x i s t e d .  F o r  e x a m p l e ,  p o s s i b l y  t h e  g r e a t e s t  c o n f l i c t s  t h a t  
a r o s e  in  t h e  m i n d s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  p e o p l e  h a p p e n e d  in  t h e  V i c t o r i a n  
P e r i o d - - i n  t h e  19 th  c e n t u r y ,  w h e r e  t h e  s e n s e  o f  i n t e l l e c t u a l  c o n t r a -  
d i c t i o n ,  I b e l i e v e ,  w a s  v e r y  m u c h  s t r o n g e r .  T a k e  a m a n  l i k e  
M a t t h e w  A r n o l d ,  f o r  e x a m p l e ,  o r  T h o m a s  H u x l e y ,  a d i f f e r e n t  t y p e  
o f  m a n  in t h e  19th  c e n t u r y .  Y o u  h a v e  t h e r e  a r e a l  s e n s e  of  c o n t r a -  
d i c t i o n .  I do no t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  i s  a s  s t r o n g  t o d a y ,  b u t  I b e l i e v e  s o m e -  
t h i n g  e l s e  i s  v e r y  v i t a l ;  n a m e l y ,  t h a t  w e  g e t  in  o u r  t y p e  o f  a g e ,  t h e  
h a b i t s  o f  m i n d  and  c e r t a i n  p r e o c c u p a t i o n s  a n d  a b s o r p t i o n s  w h i c h  
t e n d  to  g e t  us  e n t i r e l y  a w a y  f r o m  t h e  s e n s e  of  w h a t  I c a l l  a w i n d o w  
out to eternity, or the infinite, or to an order that is not the time- 

space order. 

N o w ,  I do t h i n k  t h a t  w e  h a v e  a r e a l  p r o b l e m  t h a t  i s  c o m i n g  in  
f r o m  t h e  s t a n d p o i n t  o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  we  a r e  p r e o c c u p i e d  m o s t  o f  t h e  
t i m e  w i t h  t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  w e  m a n i p u l a t e ;  o u r  a c t u a l  a b i l i t y  to  c o n t r o l  
a g r e a t  d e a l  o f  n a t u r e .  T h a t  i s  a b i g  c h a n g e  in  m a n ' s  h i s t o r y .  I do 
t h i n k ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  t h i s  c r e a t e s  a r e a l  p r o b l e m .  It c o u l d  c r e a t e  
a p o s s i b i l i t y  i f  y o u  go t  t h e  r i g h t  p o l i t i c a l  d e v e l o p m e n t s ,  o f  s t a m p e d -  
i n g  t h e  p e o p l e  in to  s o m e t h i n g ,  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  c o m m u n i s m ,  b u t  
s o m e t h i n g  t h a t  w o u l d  b e  a l o n g  t h e  s a m e  l i n e s  p h i l o s o p h i c a l l y .  B e -  
c a u s e ,  p e o p l e  g e t  a w a y  f r o m  t h e  a w a r e n e s s  o f  r e a l i t i e s  b e y o n d  o u r  
n o r m a l  k e n .  H e r e  I t h i n k  we  do h a v e  a v e r y ,  v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  q u e s -  
t i o n .  

Q U E S T I O N :  D o c t o r ,  t h e  c u s t o d i a n  of  t h e  d o c t r i n e s  a n d  t e a c h -  
i n g s  a b o u t  t h i s  w i n d o w  on  e t e r n i t y  h a s  b e e n  t h e  c h u r c h .  M y  u n d e r -  
s t a n d i n g  i s  t h a t  t h e  c h u r c h  i s  a d e f e n d a n t  n o w  a n d  is  v e r y  i r a t e ,  
a n d  i s  p o s s i b l y  a c o r o l l a r y  o f  y o u r  p o s i t i o n  t h i s  m o r n i n g  t h a t  o r g a n -  
i z e d  C h r i s t i a n i t y  h a s  b e e n  w e i g h e d  in  t h e  b a l a n c e  a n d  f o u n d  w a n t i n g ?  

DR. LOWRY: What is the corollary ? I am afraid your logic 
escapes me a little bit, sir? I heard your words, but I am not sure 
of your logic. 

QUESTION: That organized Christianity has been weighed in 
the balance and found wanting. Where has the church been during 
the development of these trends toward immorality and secularism? 
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DR. LOWRY: The  c h u r c h  has  b e e n  r i g h t  h e r e .  T h e  c h u r c h  is  
p e o p l e .  The  c h u r c h  is s u b j e c t  to the  s a m e  th ings  tha t  s o c i e t y  is 
s u b j e c t  to in a v e r y  r e a l  s e n s e .  B e c a u s e ,  the  c h u r c h  is  m a d e  up of 
peop l e ,  and le t  us n o t - - w e  s p e a k  of the  c u s t o d i a n ,  but  r e m e m b e r  
tha t  even  the  m o s t  a u t h o r i t a r i a n  c h u r c h  d e p e n d s  on p e r s u a d i n g  the 
p e o p l e .  It does  not r u l e  by m i l i t a r y  f o r c e .  You a r e  a l l  a w a r e  of 
the  quo ta t ion  tha t  is b e i n g  b a n d i e d  a r o u n d  a g r e a t  dea l ;  s o m e b o d y  
s a i d  s o m e t h i n g  to S ta l in  about  the  P o p e ,  and he sa id ,  "How m a n y  
d i v i s i o n s  has  he ? "  

E v e n  the  P o p e ,  you  know, has  to d e p e n d  on p e r s u a s i o n .  So, 
we have  to r e m e m b e r ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  tha t  the  c h u r c h  is l i a b l e  to go 
wrong ;  to have  g r e a t  d i f f i c u l t i e s ;  b e c a u s e ,  a f t e r  a l l  it is  the  way 
the  p e o p l e  r e a c t  and the way  the p e o p l e  b e h a v e .  So tha t  I m y s e l f ,  
wh i l e  I a m  qui te  r e a d y  and b e l i e v e  we ought  to look  at  the w e a k n e s s e s  
of the c h u r c h ,  do not fo l low the  t e n d e n c y  of a g r e a t  m a n y  p e o p l e  in 
the  c h u r c h e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  in P r o t e s t a n t  c h u r c h e s ,  who r e a l l y  b l a m e  
c o m m u n i s m  on what  you sa id  on ly  m o r e  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  upon C h r i s t i -  
an i ty .  I know p l en ty  of l e a d i n g  t h e o l o g i a n s  who tend  not to b l a m e  
the  C o m m u n i s t s  at a l l .  I b e l i e v e  they  o v e r d o  t h i s .  

They say, it is the church's fault; we did not do what we should 
have done. Now, of course, as a generalization that is true. But 
I do not believe it is very helpful, actually, when we come to 
grapple with the actual situations--social, economic, cultural, and 
temporal situations, say, of the 19th century. I believe there are 
elements in Marx, and in the rise of Marxism-Leninism, just as 
there are elements in the rise of the world religions; there is a 
question over here about that, and I did not say this; maybe I should 
have; they are creative elements. They are elements that come out 
of the mystery of human freedom; the mystery of human creativity. 
I do not know how anybody can really blame Karl Marx on any other 
basis except this area of the mystery of faith. Because, Marx was 
a great believer. 

Marx got an idea that was Messianic. He got an idea that he 
could understand the whole universe. Now, I think he was mixed 
up, but nevertheless, there was a lot of power in it. I do not think 
it was just because the church was wobbling and did not understand 
the rise of industrialism very well, and also was corrupt and per- 
verted. After all, you see the church happens to teach--the Chris- 
tian church as a whole--that man is not entirely right inside. It 
teaches that he is afflicted with what could be called "original self- 
centeredness" that deflects his rationality and his reactions, and 
attempts or tends to lead him into wrong ways. 
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Now, this is a pretty rigorous analysis; so much so that man-- 

modern man--has not liked it and has tried to say it is not true; 
that man is a perfectly good being, really. Marxism actually says 
this; it says man is all right; all he needs is a good environment and 
good teaching. 

The church says no, man has a lot of problems. Well, this 
means he is going to do wrongly despite all the church can do in 
certain situations; that is what I am trying to say. So, I think we 
have to bear this human situation in mind. 

QUESTION: Doctor, as far as national strength is concerned 
I think you indicated that the faith factor was an essential ingredient 
to all strong nations, and I got the impression that you felt that the 
Supreme Court decision would lessen this faith factor, probably, in 
the United States. In this connection, I wonder what factors you 
found to really support this idea that this was pretty inevitable. 
Because, looking at Rome when they threw the Christians to the 
lions their faith factor did not diminish; the state simply was not 
supporting Christianity. The Jews in Nazi Germany, their faith 
factor did not d!_minish: 

I just wonder what faith factors you have found which lead you 
to the position, as I gather it, that we pretty much are going to go 
downhill in terms of the faith factor. 

DR. LOWRY: I have not said that we are going downhill; I do 
not think I have in any way indicated that. I merely said we have 
got to look realistically at where we are. Now, I think that the 
Supreme Court factor is certainly one that will take a long time to 
register. It has, I think, created confusion. I think I mentioned 
the illustration of the teachers. I have talked with a lot of teachers 
and I think the schools are confused. I did not say this, but I believe 
that a majority of the school systems are quite confused now as to 
what they ought to do. I think they also had more impulse to what 
I would call a "sound devotions" with young people. 

Every high school that I have lectured in has had devotions at 
the beginning of the assembly, led by picked students who took 
pride in it, and I believe it was a good thing. Now that is all con- 
fused, you see. But it will take a long time. 

More important was what I said about the long-term trend in 
the communication to the younger generation, and the great moral 
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a n d  h u m a n  t r a d i t i o n  of  m a n k i n d .  To  m e ,  t h a t  is  t h e  m o s t  i m p o r t a n t  
t h i n g  I h a v e  s a i d  t o d a y .  I do not  know w h e t h e r  it  is  c o r r e c t  o r  no t .  

I s u b m i t  it to  y o u  f o r  y o u r  o w n  t h i n k i n g .  As  I l o o k  at  o u r  y o u n g  
p e o p l e °  t h e y  a r e  w o n d e r f u l  p e o p l e ,  m a n y  of t h e m .  But  I t h i n k  b e -  
c a u s e  of  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  and  o t h e r  t h i n g s ,  t h e y  a r e  in  a v e r y  d i f f i -  
c u l t  s i t u a t i o n .  I t h i n k  we  a r e  no t  g i v i n g  to  t h e m  in  t e a c h i n g ,  t h e  
p r i n c i p l e s  and  s u b s t a n c e  of  a t r a d i t i o n  t h a t  w i l l  e n a b l e  t h e m  to m e e t  
t h e  p r o b l e m s  t h e y  h a v e  got  to f a c e ;  l e t  us  s a y  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  
o n e  a n o t h e r ;  t h i s  b u s i n e s s  of h o n e s t y  and  d i s h o n e s t y ;  t h e  t e m p t a t i o n s  
t h a t  an  i n d u s t r i a l - b u s i n e s s  c i v i l i z a t i o n  l i k e  o u r s  p u t s  on  t h e  i n d i v i -  
d u a l .  

Y o u  s e e ,  it i s  a g r e a t e r  t e m p t a t i o n  t h a n  in a r u r a l  s o c i e t y .  So 
t h a t ,  it i s  not  n e c e s s a r i l y  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  w o r s e  p e o p l e ;  i t  i s  t h a t  t h e  
e n v i r o n m e n t  s u b j e c t s  t h e m  to a g r e a t e r  c h a l l e n g e .  I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  
m o r a l  e d u c a t i o n - - t h e  e t h i c a l  and  r e l i g i o u s  t e a c h i n g  is  m o r e  n e c e s -  
s a r y ,  if anything. I am suggesting that the trend in education has 
been not to give this to them, and that we have a lot of strain there- 
fore upon the young people because we have not given them these 
resources, moral and spiritual, that are in the highest teaching of 
our race. That it ought to be a big part of the big business of edu- 
cation, ~including the churches and the home, but also the schools, 
to transmit to our young people. 

COLONEL KNIGHT: Dr. Lowry, on behalf of the College, I 
want to thank you for being here. I am sure you have stirred all of 
our thoughts. 

DR. LOWRY: Thank you very much. 
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