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Defect A 
. 
1n our 

Sunday School had started when I arrived at the white 
frame church building. Since the class for adults was large, 
I was able to slip into a seat near the rear without attract

-mg attention. The class, made up of solid citizens of a small 
wa town and the surrounding farm area, was a familiar 
mgh scene-pleasingly familiar, for who could respond 

.. t warmly to the friendly, wholesome, earthy qualities of 
a group of rural Midwesterners? The teacher, too, at first 
seemed to be typical: a little better dressed and groomed 
than the others and more articulate than farmers and towns
people generally. Listening attentively, I soon became aware 
that he was a good deal different. His grammar and vocab
ulary were beyond reproach. He moved with freedom in 
the fields of literature and history and psychology. I later 
learned that he was the principal of the local high school 
and was by far the leading citizen of the community. In 
fact he was very much the respected and influential village 
teacher type that Oliver Goldsmith described: 

"For even though vanquished he could argue still; 
While words of learned length and thundering sound 
Amazed the gazing rustics ranging around; 
And still they gazed, and still the wonder grew 
That one small head could carry all he knew." 

Not many minutes of the class lecture passed before I 
became aware of a glaring incongruity. Well equipped in 
many fields of knowledge, the pedagogue betrayed an 
abysmal ignorance of the field of religion. To be sure, he 
was familiar with the words of the Bible, but he did not han
dle the Bible like a scholar, and in general he appeared to 
be unaffected by the vast theological learning, including 
Biblical scholarship, associated with the universities of 
Europe and Great Britain, and, to a lesser degree, the 
United States in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. 
Facility with English and wisdom in other areas cannot 

'ake amends for lack of theological awareness. My criti
m has nothing to do with the man's personal piety-he 

...,, .ight have been as saintly as St. Francis-or with that 
practical dedication to the service of God and men that the 
J udeo-Christian religion at its best demands. He simply had 

Educational System* 

an inexcusable deficiency in knowledge-doubly inexcusable 
in that he was the community's symbol of learning. It is 
easy to associate a pre-critical view of the Bible and bar
barous theological concepts with a worker in bluejeans who 
chews tobacco and uses the handy verb "ain't" with monoto
nous frequency, but theological illiteracy seems incongruous 
and especially objectionable in a man with a graduate 
university degree who expresses his ignorance in good English 
forms. In the case to which I refer a man of influence 
in a favorable position to raise the community's standards 
of religious literacy was really an instance of the blind 
leading the blind, to which one of the greatest teachers of 
antiquity referred. 

This man was a representative-an extreme example, 
to be sure-of a large class in our society, those who have 
a college-level training in most other areas, but in religion, 
something equivalent to a grade school education. Actually 
he and his kind are victims of a system. In the United 
States vvc have developed a public educational system 
which, though in some respects the best in the world, is 
ailing in that it does not provide for the study of one of 
the most important aspects of life, namely, the religious. 
It is possible for one like the high school principal to 
travel the long academic road from kindergarten to a 
graduate university degree without having a course in 
religion anywhere in his varied educational career. And 
this deplorable condition exists in a country whose demo
cratic idealism is intimately enmeshed with the basic con
cepts of high religion. 

This republic was not created like Athena, who sprang 
full-panoplied from the head of Zeus. It had immediate 
cultural antecedents in Great Britain and western Europe. 
The Romans and the Greeks helped to make it what it is, 
as, in even more remote times, did the ancient Hebrews. 
The motto on our coins "In God we trust" is a reference to 

* This article by the dean of Kansas School of Religion appeared 
in almost the same form in the Lawrence Journal-World, December 
23, 1963. 
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God as interpreted in the Jewish-Christian tradition, the 
Creator and Judge and Redeemer of men. The so-called 
self-evident truths of the Declaration of Independence, "that 
all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their 
Creator with certain unalienable rights, that among these 
are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness," imply a 
Biblical doctrine of man. They may not be self-evident to 
people unenlightened by the Biblical tradition. In J udeo
Christian thought the human creature has dignity and 
value not because of race or class or color but by reason 
of his inherent worth as one created in the image of God, 
capable of thinking God's thoughts after him and ordering 
his life under the guidance of an ideal. The ethic our 
forefathers visualized as the pattern for life in this new 
land is the Judea-Christian ideal for personal life and 
social relations, at the core of which are the Ten Command-· 
ments and the Sermon on the Mount. 

In this land where there is government of the people by 
the people, it is necessary for the citizens to be informed 
about, and committed to the country's ideals. To be sure 
that its citizens are enlightened, the state requires all in 
their youth to have a formal elementary education and 
provides for their further training at the secondary and 
higher educational levels-but this is a secular system with 
inadequate attention to the religious factor in our culture. 
Not only has this education experienced an emptying-out 
of religious content, but there has also come in modern 
times a weakening of the ethical emphasis, as a comparison 
between the old McGuffey readers and their counterparts in 
today's schools plainly indicates. 

It has been assumed that as the state furnished its 
citizens a secular education, their religious and moral train
ing would be provided satisfactorily on weekends by 
churches and synagogues on an elective basis. This is a 
gratuitous assumption. The fact that religion is elective 
while secular education is required bears an implication 
to students of what is important and what is not. The 
teaching of religion suffers, too, when it takes place away 
from the public school building which symbolizes serious 
study interests. Even if all the youth were on hand for 
the religious instruction in Sunday Schools, they would 
receive on an average less than a half-hour of teaching a 
week. 

Our educational system is gravely deficient in that it 
does not provide adequately for instruction in the religion 
that is at the core of -our culture. Because this condition 
can have nothing but disastrous effects on the quality of 
American life, schoolmen, churchmen and legislators should 
pool their wisdom and their resources in an effort to 
eliminate this deficiency. Let me suggest to them: 

( 1) That they should work out a plan, putting it into 
effect as soon as possible, whereby sufficient time will be 
provided in the student's otherwise full schedule for the 
teaching of religion at both the elementary and secondary 
school levels. The National Council of Churches, represent
ing about thirty-five million Americans, about ten years 
ago adopted a statement that includes the following 
sentence: "In some constitutional way provision should 
be made for the inculcation of the principles of religion, 
whether within or outside the precincts of the school, but 
always within the regular schedule of the pupil's working 
day." Probably ministers, priests and rabbis would be used 
as teachers. I am suggesting that this be set up as a stop
gap program until a permanent, better system is created, 
such as the one I will now describe: 

( 2) That they work out constitutional ways to put a 
religious content into the regular curriculum of our grade 
schools and high schools. In this more permanent system, 
which would take a few years to implement, the teaching 
should be done not by visiting ministers and priests and 
rabbis, but by regular members of the school staff who 
would be required to have thorough preparation for this 
kind of teaching by taking courses in Bible and religion at 
the university level. The teaching should cover: 

(a) The place of religion in the great cultures. 
(b) A forthright, objective treatment of the facts about 

America's religious heritage. 
( c) A scholarly study of the Bible, especially the Old 

Testament, which is common to the three major segments of 
American religion: Judaism, Roman Catholicism and 
Protestantism. 

(d) An interpretation of the Biblical concept of God 
as the Creator, Judge and Father of men, the author and 
upholder of the moral ord1cr of the universe. 

( e) The teaching of the Biblical view of man as a free
will agent accountable to his Maker for doing justice, loving 
kindness and walking humbly with his God. 

The teaching that I have in mind would not be contrary 
to the First Amendment. (Recent Supreme Court decisions 
against the practice of religion in the schools ought not to be 
interpreted to mean that teaching about religion in scholarly, 
truly elective courses is unconstitutional.) It would not 
favor one religious body over another. It would not be 
aimed at persuading anybody to accept a particular religious 
point of view. It would be designed frankly to give our 
youth the full facts about the nation's religious heritage 
and the relation of religion to our culture. The end in view 
would be a level of literacy as high in religion as in the 
other subjects a youth studies as the public schools prepare 
him for life. 

( 3) That they see to it that all tax-supported, as well 
as the church-related, colleges and universities provide 
adequately for the teaching of religion, both undergraduate 
and graduate, in departments of religion, in schools of 
religion, or in other, comparable ways that give full weight 
to religion as an academic discipline in its own right. The 
interdenominational Kansas School of Religion at the Uni
versity of Kansas is a venture of this sort, representing 
cooperation between religious bodies and cooperation be
tween church and stale in the scholarly teaching of religion 
to university students. In the resolution on Purpose adopted 
by the directors of Kansas School of Religion at the annual 
meeting in 1962 is this statement summarizing the role of 
the school: 

"We believe man is incurably religious and that his 
religious idealism is an important part of life lived 
at its best. We believe that religion should be 
studied with as much thoroughness and by as high 
academic standards as economics, civics, science, 
and other disciplines that shape the mind and out
look of a cultured man. We believe that religion 
should penetrate the academic community and 
confront our culture with its claims. We believe 
that while the work of all of the academic disci
plines should be examined in the light of the claims 
of religion, the Jewish-Christian tradition in par
ticular, every form and expression of religion 
should itself be exposed to the critical inquiry that 
distinguishes the highest levels of education in a 
truly free society." 



Another Partner 

Since the October issue of RELIGION 
went to press, the Evangelical United 
Brethren Church has taken the final 
step that puts it into partnership with 
nine other religious bodies in the cor
poration of Kansas School of Religion. 
It has already paid its 1963-64 propor
tionate share of the cost of operating 
the school, and it has appointed its four 
representatives to the board that directs 
the program. Its participation strength
ens the school and at the same time 
broadens the scope of the denomina
tion's service to the world by making 
it a partner in the ministry of teaching 
credit courses in religion at a great state 
university. At Lawrence these ten re
li_g!Qus_ bodies are practicing_ecumenicity 
by doing together what they could not 
do separately. 

In April, 1961, the board of Kansas 
School of Religion adopted a plan for 
an expansion that would make it a more 
efficient teaching institution and allow 
it to grow along with the rapidly ex
panding university with which it is re
lated. The plan called for, among other 
things, an increase in the number of 
groups in the corporation of the school. 
The E.U.B. church is now the third 
religious body that has been added to 
the partnership since the Spring of 1961. 

Faculty 

The constitution of Kansas School of 
Religion specifies that a man's prepara
tion to teach in the school must include 
at least a Bachelor of Divinity degree 
or its equivalent. The B.D. represents 
three years of graduate study in religion 
beyond the A.B. degree. The designa
tion Bachelor of Divinity is misleading 
for it suggests a "bachelor" ( undergrad
uate) levei of education. For this rea
son in seminary accrediting circles there 
has been recurring agitation to change 
the nomenclature. Many want the three
year graduate seminary degree to be 
some kind of doctorate. Whatever 
terms are used, no teacher, part-time or 
full-time, in Kansas School of Religion 
has less than three years of graduate 
preparation in the area of his teaching. 

For a long time the faculty consisted 
of one full-time and from five to eight 
part-time teachers. The plan for ex
pansion calls for an increase from one 
to four full-time teachers by 1965. It 
is expected that each of the four will 
have a Ph.D. degree or at least have 
his class work for that degree finished 
with assurance that the degree will be 
granted soon after he begins to teach. 
Furthermore the selection of full-time 

RELIGION Page Three 

A K.R.S. class taught by Dr. John B. Graber 

teachers is being made in such a way 
that the school would have a specialist 
in the Biblical field, one in the Theo
logical, one in the Historical, and one 
in the Ethical (or Religion and Culture) 
field. Dean Moore, who has been with 
the school since 1960, has a Chicago 
University Ph.D. degree with specializa
tion in Biblical studies. The second full
time teacher, who joined the faculty 
this school year, is a theologian. The 
third man, to come in September, 1964, 
is a historian. We look for a specialist 
in Christian Ethics to come in the Fall 
of 1965. 

Paul H. Hasvold 

Professor Hasvold came to us last 
September with an outstanding scholastic 
record. He took his A.B. degree at 
Luther College in 1955 and was Vale
dictorian for the graduating class. He 
was awarded a Woodrow Wilson Fel
lowship and a Danforth Fellowship in 
19 5 5, and that year his name was listed 
in "Who's Who in American Colleges 
and Universities." He earned a M.A. 
degree in philosophy at The University 
of Michigan in 1956. He taught religion 
and philosophy at Luther College in the 
year 1957-58 and in the summer of 
1958. He was rated first in his class 
when he took the B.D. degree at Luther 
Theological Seminary in 1960. He 
studied at Oxford University for two 
years, 1960-61 and 1961-62, on a Ful
bright Scholarship and concluded his 

doctoral program at Oxford in 1963 
"with great distinction." The Ph.D. 
degree will be conferred on him when 
he makes some adjustments in his thesis, 
probably in the summer of 1964. 

In his education Professor Hasvold 
has specialized in the history of theology 
and philosophy of religion. In addition 
to his work in Kansas School of Religion 
he teaches a course in the department of 
philosophy in the university. 

Procedure in the 

Academic Community 

Financial support for Professor Has
vold will be prcvided by the Luthera!! 
Church and he is a member of that 
church, a dedicated member, we believe. 
But he is not on our faculty to indoc
trinate Lutheran students in the dis
tinctive elements of the Lutheran faith. 
That is the task of Lutheran ministers 
in the university community. He is the 
Lutheran Church's contribution to 
scholarship in the specialized areas of 
theology and philosophy of religion, in 
which he has thorough preparation. In 
the field of his competence it is his 
business to teach all students of inquir
ing mind: Jews, Roman Catholics, 
Protestants, and even people of no faith 
who want to learn about an important 
area of life, namely, the religious. As a 
theologian he joins hands with scientists, 
historians, philosopl}ers, and others in 
the common quest for truth carried on 
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by a community of scholars at a univer
sity. 

A denomination appoints members to 
the board of Kansas School of Religion, 
but it does not put a teacher on the 
faculty though it may pay his salary. 
A teacher is appointed to the faculty 
by a procedure common in educational 
circles and certainly similar to that 
characteristic of the various depart
ments in K.U. The dean of Kansas 
School of Religion, functioning like a 
department head, makes a recommenda
tion and the dean of the College of 
Liberal Arts and the chancellor of the 
university must accept the recommenda
tion before the appointment is made by 
the dean as the administrator of an 
educational institution. 

A. New Status for K.S.R. Courses 

In the university program K.S.R. 
courses have occupied a very restricted 
area of electives and have, therefore, 
had a limited use for students as they 
have moved towards a degree. Begin
ning in September, 1964, our junior and 
senior courses will have a new status. 
The faculty of the College of Liberal 
Arts on December 17, 1963, adopted 
a proposal that K.S.R. junior-senior 
courses be put into the category of 
courses that may be used by students 
to satisfy their degree requirements in 
the Humanities field. The proposal was 
based on the fact that K.S.R. has a 
plan for expansion which will enable it 
to do a better job academically and 
that, in fact , the plan is rapidly being 
translated into reality. The "new look" 
in K.S.R. merits a new status for its 
courses, and the decision of the Liberal 
Arts faculty actually will give our 
school a larger role in the university 
than it has had. 

Loan Funds 

Through the K.U. Endowment As
sociation the Plymouth Women's Group 
of the Plymouth Congregational Church 
in Lawrence has started a loan fund for 
pre-ministerial students. It will be ad
ministered by the Kansas School of 
Religion. Its benefits will not be limited 
to members of the Congregational 
Church. There may be other groups 
who would want to contribute to the 
fund and thus participate in a good 
work. 

Prior to the action of the Plymouth 
Women's Group, Mr. and Mrs. Joe 
Williams of Decatur, Illinois made the 
initial contribution towards a growing 
fund in honor of Dean-emeritus Harold 
G. Barr. It is called the Harold G. Barr 
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Dr. William J. Moore, 
Dean of Kansas School of Religion 

Pre-ministerial Loan Fund. Mr. and 
Mrs. Williams are Disciples of Christ, 
but they do not want the fund to be 
used exclusively for Disciples. We are 
inviting the many friends of Dean Barr 
to contribute to this fund , thus honoring 
him and at the same time supporting a 
worthy cause. 

Financial Support 

No tax money is used to support 
K.S.R. The basis of its financial oper
ation is the contributions from the re
ligious bodies in the corporation. Be
yond this it is dependent upon the gifts 
of indivirluals who want to see religion 
taught in our tax-supported universities. 
Gifts may be sent directly to our office 
or through the K.U. Endowment As
sociation office. In that case they 

RELIGION 
Published quarterly in October, January, 
April , and July by Kansas School of 
Religion at The University of Kansas 
at Lawrence, Kansas , 66045. 

Editor : William J. Moore, 
Dean of Kansas School of Religion 

RETURN REQUESTED 

Subscription 50 cents per year. 

Second class postage paid at Lawrence, 
Kansas. 

should be designated for the support o_!,-
the Kansas School of Religion. 

The October Issue 

Anyone desiring a copy of Vol. I, No. 
1 of this periodical may have one upon 
request. 

Kansas School of Religion Board 

1963-64 

Baptist (American): M. C. Allen, Lawrence; 
Robert Casad, Lawrence; Frank Jennings, 
Lawrence; William Keucher, Topeka. 

Christian (Disciples): Don Alderson, Law
rence; C. E. Birch, Lawrence; Keith 
Nitcher , Lawrence; Robert Simpson, To
peka. 

United Church of Christ: Andrew Craig, 
Wichita; Ralph King, Lawrence; James 
Logan, Lawrence; Parke Woodard, Law
rence. 

Episcopal: Sam Anderson, Lawrence ; Mrs. 
G. B. Hurlbut, Jr., Tonganoxie; John 
McLaughlin, Topeka; Harvard Wilbur, 
Lawrence. 

Evangelical United Brethren: Walter Brant, 
Salina; Verlyn C. Harr, Leona ; Lawrence 
Kurth, Lawrence; H. H . Vogel, Topeka. 

Jewish: Herman Cohen, Lawrence; Mrs. 
Kornbleet, Kansas City; Arthur Shav' 
Lawrence; Robert Sokal , Lawrence. 

Lutheran (:\! .L.C.): George Anderson, Li 
rence; Ronald Calgaard, Lawrence ; Osc. 
Haugh , Lawrence; J . E. Nelson, Topeka. 

Methodist: Joe Riley Burns, El Dorado ; 
Ernest Griswold, Lawrence; Wendell D. 
Gugler, Abilene; Charles Knight, Ottawa. 

Presbyterian: W. P. Albrecht, Lawrence; Paul 
Hausman, Lawrence; Ruth McNair, Law
rence; Reinhold Schmidt, Salina. 

Latter Day Saints (R.L.D.S.): Ed Barlow, 
Topeka; R. Edwin Browne, Lawrence; 
Clifford A. Cole, Independence, Missouri ; 
Carle Mesle, Independence, Mo . 

President -------------------------------------- Paul Hausman 
Vice President ________________________ R. Edwin Browne 

Secretary ---------------------------------------- Ruth McNair 

Treasurer ---------------------------------- Ernest Griswold 
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