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A. the Purpose of the Stuq. 

lt is almost a tn.i• to state t¥t the modera home is 

oaqht in a •elatro" of svgiDC economic, social, sad moral and 

religiou.s influeaoes which are cauail'lg it to uaderso sreat obaJ:a8ea 

aud te stns&le for ita ver1 existence. It is not the pa.rpoae of 

this atv.q, howeftr, to en44tavor to eva:J,uate, JuatifJ, or cond.emn 

these foroea which are at work, but rather to tace them aq'liarel'l 1a 

order tbat the d11-... of the modern home mAJ be understood. there

tore, in the light ot these tensions and problems, this atudl' will 

aeelt to show that religion is of inestiable value as a counteracting 

torce against the disintegrating influences of modern social tre:au 

and that 1t has the inherent power to iJltesrate the modern familJ. 

Vith the belief that the tamilJ is an esaentiallJ fundamental insti

tution in the life of the Cbnrch and ot aocietJ in general, it ia the 

writer'• convictioa tllat such e uadertalti.Ds will be not a mere aoa-

4am1c iuveat1gat1on but a matter of vital sociological and religioma 

value. 

:a. Delim1tation of the Field of Stuq. 

the sociological atv.dJ of the modera familJ will be con

fined. to two particular pbasea, a preliminarJ consideration of the 

tamil1 as a fundamental inst itv.tion of a ocietJ, and a general surveJ 

ot the economic, social, moral and religious forces which tend to 

have a 4iaintegratinc influence upon modern faailJ life. OnlJ those 
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toroes Which pecu11ar17 concen1 the home of toda.J will be considered 

aad not those 'Which impel'il the home at azq time, such as tiseaae 

ol' uath. 

In attfD.ptiDg to show tbat l'eligion is an intesrating in

fluence in the home, it is not prestmle4 DOl' implied that religion is 

the onlJ coUJLtel'aotiDg agenc7, tor it is l'ecogniset tbat there are 

~ tao'tors which can a:o.d JIIUt coatribute to the presel'vatioa of the 

home. fhe eacleavol' is siaplJ to prove tbat tam117 religia is basic, 

praotioal, a:o.t iadispeas&ble ia this da7 for the true integration ot 

the home. Uadoubte41J, religicm. in all its aapects could be showa 

to 'De iavalua'Dle to the modem familJ, ba.t attentioa in this stud7 

will be coatiaet, iD. so far as possible, to religioa as it can mani

fest itself iD. home lite. fhouch at times the term religion will be 

used in tlae 'b11oad aeue of the word, it will refer more generally to 

Protestant GbristtaaitJ. 

c. Jlethod of Froceclve. 

f)le preliminary step in this stuty, as in aD7 stuc1y, waa to 

surve7 available authoritative source materials ant to select from 

these those generally held to be ot outstand.izlg value. ror the dis

t1nct17 sociological part of the problem, material was gathered in 

the followtQg aamaer: Bibliographies listed in books in the general 

field of sociol087 and the fam117 were coapared, a:D.d the texts most 

fre~ent17 mentioned were chosen for special study, together with cer

taia bookS 1'8CODDGded by professors a:nd :i:n "!he .A:nnals of the .America.:n 

A.oad.,q of Fo11t1cal and Social Science• oa the modern American famil7. 

""' ii-



For the stud.J of religion in the home in its relation to 

the perplui ties of modem society, material was found to be very 

~~aoh more scarce. Reference to the United States Catalogue revealed 

very little upon the rmb3ect. Some scattered references were located 

in books on the family and Christian sociology. The thlion Theologi-

oal Seminary Library was consulted, aDd but two texts of value ware 

discovered there, though ma.za.;v books were perused. A few &l.'ticles 

pertinent to the problem were collected from varied sources in the 

Bussell Sage Foundation Library. An interview was accorded the witer 

With Dr. L. Foster Wood, the Secretary of the Committee on Ka.rriase 

and the Rome of tbe Federal Council of the Cba.rches of Christ in 

America. Some suggestive information was received from him, several 

tuts were recommended, and the privilege of consu.lting the committee's 

library was graciously give».. Furthermore, letters were sent to si::r. 

lea.d.iJ:ls representative denominations1 and to !be Religious Education 

Association2 asking for suggestions published by them or considered by 

them to be relative to the sub3ect. The replies were very courteous and 

manifested interest, but were rather meager in suggestions. Evidently, 

therefore, material dealing with family religion from the specific 

viewpoint of the problem as atated is very limited. Koreover, tbat 

• • • • • • • 

l. Protestant Episcopal Clm.rch in the u. s. A. 
United Lutheran Cm.rch in America. 
Presbyterian Omrch in the u. s. A. 
i'resb;yterian Church in the l7. s. 
Borthern Baptist Convention. 
Methodist Episcopal Church. 

2. Chioagc, Illinois. 
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which is available has 'been written verJ largely by those of a rather 

liberal position theolog1callJ. In ustas these writers as authori

ties, therefore, an endorsement of their theologJ is not -necessar111 

im.Plied. 

Prom the sources indicated, then, as mach data as possible 

will 'be gathered, analJaecl, and studiecl. !he exact procedure in 

Which this is to 'be done will be 'brought out in tbl text of the cUa

cussicn. !he general results, however, will be presented in three 

main divisions, first, the farailJ as a fundamental institution of 

aociet1, second, a su.rve1 of the disintegrating influences of modern 

faa111 life, and third, the integra.ttag influence of religion in the 

modern home. 
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OIIAP!.'ER I 

HE FAKILY .A.S A ~.AL IlfSfi!U!lOJI OF SOCIEft 

1. 1 'ts Origin. 

!he :tamil,J" i~ an institution of "mliversal occurrence."1 

Anthropologists have speculated mch aa to its origin, bl.l.t the7 bave 

been unable to agree upon or to discover its begi»nings.2 two 

theories of the origin of the famil7 have been popular iD the past-

that of a pure JIIOU~Ull' from the begiui:ag a.ad tbat of promiscuitl 

ia group life.1 Goodsell 8&7S, 

-.ru more the aatter is investigated, the more questionable 
it becomes that primitive groups generallf lived ia a condi
tion of absolute promiscuity, although great laxity ia mari
tal relations undoubtedly prevailed among them."' 

lopenoe contends that the idea of mankind's living togetl:ter merelJ 

u a "promiscuous horde" 'WaS the vinpoint of some earlier writers, 

lJD.t is today generally looked upon as Without basis.l5 It is con

eluted, then, tbat the family, in the sense of parents and children, 

is undoubtedly the oldest of social institutions in existence.& 

• • • • • • • 

1. K. Jlea4s: Contrast and Comparisons from Primitive Society, !he 
.A.Dnals, Karch 1912, p. 21. 

2. Ct. !.G.Ioares: !he Social Institutions and Ideals of the Bible, 
P• 39, a.ad ll.R.Grovesa Social Problems of the Family, p. 12. 

I. E. Kowrer: !he Famill, P• 42. 
4. W. Goodsell: A History of the Farnil,- as a Social and Educational 

.~astitution, P• 9. 
!5. Ct. P. Popenoe: !he Conservation of the Family, p. 9. 
6. Ibid., P• 8 



• 

!hat the family did not come about by chance, however, is 

ctTident even from the biological viewpoint alone. ~he conditioD& of 

lite and not man have made it wbat it is.!. Koreover, aa the whole 

history of' ..nkiDd is sCBDDed, it becomes evident that the family is 

aa institution of God, for the family has existed from all time and 

e:Usta today everlflbere, in lands of barbarism and of' civilisation 

al1ka. 2 Undoubtedly, it is part of the diviDe plan to set the •soli• 

tar;y iD f'amilies.•3 

2. Ita Biblical History and Sanction. 

a. !he Old ~esta.ment Attitude toward the l!'amil;y. 

ID the begtD:ntng of the Biblical historr it is recorded, 

•.A:D.d the J,ord God said, It is not good that man should be alone; I 

Will Jlllke him an help meet for hila.• .b.d again, ll!herefore shall a 

man leave his father and JllOther, and shall cleave unto his wife: and 

they shall be one flesh. • 4 Whether or not the partriarchal form of 

family life was the primitive type of f'amilJ,I the first stories of 

ltebrew family life given 1D the Old. ~eatame.t are those in which the 

father hel4 the position of supreme autboritJ over the ambers, not 

onl.J of his OWD household, but of a whole claa. It was owr aucll 

families as these, which were really social orga.nisatiou in them-

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. O.A.llllwood: Sooiolog and. Kodern Social Problems, P• 87. 
a. Of'. B. lc:)lai81114er: .A:r1 Introductory Stu~ of the l!'amil;y, P• ix, 

Bditor•a Introduction by Jolm A. l.app. 
3. ot. Paalms 68:6. 
4. Ga.esia 2a18 and. 24. 
I. at. W. Good.aell, op. cit., P.P• 10, 11, and!. G. Soares, 

op. cit., P• 19. 



selves, that .A'brabam, Isaac, and Jacob were patriarchal hea.da. 

Soares aa;vs, 

"''o l!e'brew iutitution developed in a more health;v an4 
sociall7 etticieat mauer than the famil;v. Ia COJII>&rison 
with otMr ancieat peoples the Jew bad a home lite that 
was clecidedl;v aigaiticant.•l 

'b. Jesus• .Attitude !oward the Famil.7• 

Clrtaial;v, home lite ad the tamil;v were of :tw:ulamantal 

importance to Jesus. l!e moved in and out of the homes of the people 

UlODC whom l!e lived, as, for example, that of Jf&r7 aad martha. He 

'built some of Bis moat striking illustrations about the hoa, as the 

noq of the Prodipl Soa. Be Dl8Zlifested His absolute 'belief in the 

1Ulit7 ad au.otit;v of the home when the Pharisees oaae to B1m with 

the question of divorce. He quoted the scripture as it is given ill 

the earl7 part of Gaesis, •. • • ancl the7 t•in shall 'be o:ae flesh•, a 

and thereb;v put l!is stam,p of approval on the JIOJlogamous form ot mar-

riage. B7 Bis atteadance at the wedding feast in caua of Galilee, 

l!e aaactioned the marriage rite and thas approved the Christia home. 

Jcaia and asam in llis teaohillg Be likeaed the spiritual lti:agdom of 

which He was the l!ead to one great famil;v of Qod. I Evidentl;v in the 

llaman f'am117 Jesus touad priaoiples Which l!e tel t could be extended 

and aubli-.tecl in the 'buildiag of a great Cbristiaa brotherhoo4.4 

!lm.s Be taught men of their. rel&tioaahip to Qod as Fatherl sad to ou 

• • • • • •• 

1. !. G. Soares, op. cit., p. 313. 
a. llatt. 19: s · 
I. Ct.!.~:op. cit., P• 514. 
4. Ct. Ibid., P• 514. 
6. llatt. 6:9. 

, 



aaother as bret:tu:ea.l Coolq eDl&rfP& upon this idea in these words, 

•AII.d CbristiU.itJ, as a social system, ia baaed upon the 
fami.l7, its ideals being traceable to the domestic circle 
ot a J11dean carpenter. lod is a ltind father; me and 
womea are brothers and sisters; we are all members doing 
as we would. be done bJ u.4 referring all things to the 
zule ot loft. In so tar as the church has departed from 
these principles it has roved transient; these endure 
because theJ are :trrmla.D.. • 

o. Pal's Attitude !oward the FamilJ. 

!he vinpoint of the Apostle Paul upon marriage as revealed. 

in t:ba epistles ot the lfew !estamant has 'been much discuased. J1aa1 

have telt that he encouraged. asceticism and onlJ admitted marriage 

as a concession.l On the other hu.d, Pal apiritualised the estate 

ot marriage in the loftiest terms ant lilteaed it to the rela.tionship 

ot Christ with Ria bride, the_ Glmrch. 4 

A nrve7 ot all Scripture thus reveals the prominent place 

ot tbe fa.mil7 in its record. In the veq 'begiDiDg and later in 

Hebrew historJ, it is presented as ordained of Qod and as a g&Jmiae 

social institution ot high ethical sttmd.a:l:da. In the llew !eatamaat, 

it is further atr&DBthentd. as u honorable relAI.tiouhip b7 the 

auction of Jesus and the Apostle Pa11l. 

a. Ita Foma. 

•· In 1 ta Origin. 

A discussion of the original form of familJ takes one SB&in 

• • • • • • • 

1. llatt. 19a16, 35. 
2. C. li. CooleJa Social Organisation, P• 52. 
a. ct. I Cor. 7a2, and P. Popeaoe; op. cit., P• 49. 
4. Ct. :a. 8ollrdedd.era op. cit., P.P• 31, 32, and llph. 5,22·31. 
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1Dto the field of' conJecture, since information is laclting and 

sociologists have not been in agreement. Some have contended that 

a •temal form of' tamilJ preceded tb.e patriarchal form. .Bachotea 

:popularized this theor, in his boOk oa -.utterecht• which was pub

lished 1D 1161.1 1111 claim was that relationahips were reckoned 

through the -.tei'Jial aide of' the f'aailJ alone. Mereover, he points 

n.t, woaeD had social aad political domiJII.Dce and constituted ia 

nalit7 a gumi• -.triaro]Q'.2 !his theor7 is tied up with the 

idea ot promisauitJ, aad, like it, has fallen into 41srepute.1 

lira. Bosaquet a&Js that the accepta:ace of such a theorJ is alto

gether without sufficient grou4. !he patriarchal familJ rr&J have 

been leas hichl¥ organised. at that time, but did not necessarilJ 

follow or parallel a matriarcal form of' tamil;r.' From the vari&Dce 

in wa,e ot reckoning 4escent in savace tribes todaf, Groves asserts 

that he 'believes it is im,poasible to ascertain whether or not the 

matriarchJ preceded the patriarc]Q'. 5 lt is the siDl,ple statement of 

tact, however, that the familJ in Which the father is the pred.omi

DU.t fig11re is the one that has persisted through the ages. 

b. ln BarlJ America. 

!he earl;r Amerioaa famil;r bore the diatinc\ marks of the 

llu'opean culture Which it had brought to Weste.rn shores. FamilJ life 

•••••••• 

1. ct. H. Bosanqueta !he Fami17, PP• 12-1'1. 
a. Ct. C. A. 3llwood: op. cit., P• 101. 
1. et. H. Bosan~et: op. cit., P• 86, and c. A. 3llwood, op. c1t.,p.94. 
4. ct. H. iosaDqueta op. cit., P• 85. 
5. Ct.B~ op. cit., p. 29. 



wu ve~7 large 1'8, therefore, of the tradi tio:aal patriarchal tJ.pe. 

Ia Jew I!mgland, particmlarl,7, familJ' life as pattC'lled after the 

Jnish patriarchal home. Clroves sqs, 

-ram111 conditioas were 11Dlted with the Scriptures uatil 
the7 appeared diviMlJ' sanctioned. ~he husband, of course, 
sat in the seat ot power as the patriarch. lt was the 
business ot his spouse to demonstrate b7 obedience and 
subordtnation her pietJ and religious teryor.•l 

o. la Later Aaeriea. 

Passing dan. through the 7ears of our nation's hiator7, 

we find the familJ at the beginning of the ninete8llth centur7 closelJ' 

bo1md together as a real unit in sooietJ• sentiment and 1• alike 

oontill1le4 to vest the supreme power of the home in the father. !he 

rights, privilesea, sad desires of the mother and chilclren of the 

home were onlJ cons14ered in relatioaship to the dictates of the 

father. !he veatiDg ot this power in a single iadividual undoubtedlJ 

unified aD4 strensthened the tamilJ' group so that it was enabled. to 

meet the great social chaages of the latter half of the nineteenth 

oeatuq' without suffering &nJ' radical c:ba.Jigea in 1 taelt. 1 ln the 

openi:rJB ot the twentieth ceatuq, however, protest began to nake it

self evident against the confines of the patriarchal tf.p& of familJ'. 

!he right ot the father to act ia the role of dictator u.d king ha4 

begun to be aeriouslJ' questioned am even rebelled against. 

• • • • • • • 

1. B. R. Clroves: Social Problems of the FamilJ, p. 84. 
2. Ot. W. Cloodsell: !he Americaa FamilJ in the l'iMteenth CGnturJ, 

!he .Amlal•, Jlarch 191!, P• 11. 
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4. In Jlodern na.r. 
Into a survey of the forms of family life todaf, then, a 

come to find the patriarchal fa.milf still existing, but facing severe 

difticul ties and serious problems. Standing out in direct contrast 

with this persistence of the old form ot familJ are those homes 

Which are little more than families in ... !heir whole life hal 

'become so individualized that UllitJ seems onlf to exist in that their 

members claim the same headquarters. In discussing these newer toms 

of mdern homes JIIr. and JIIrs. C.ru.aa'berg malta the following classifica-

tiona of familiea: (1) lmsband and wife both working and intending 

to have no children, {2} the one-child fami.lJ with the mother occu

pied either in social or business p11rsuits, and (Z) the fami.lf in 

Which the father is awar :rw.ch of the time.1 Kowrer describes the 

pa.tter.as in the md.ern home as pa.tenJal, ma.tel'21&1, equalitarian, 

aad filiocentric. !his is merelr an arbitrarr method ot trying to 

characterize the domiDaDt expression of modern tor.ms, tor it is 

readilf recognized that families do not fall into any sort ot r~id 

classification. Of these tJP&s suggested bJ Mowrer the first two 

are altogether familiar, whereas some explanation 'fD&"1 be necessar7 

tor the two latter toms. !he 'tqua.lita.riaa form of familJ is usu-

allf small, and its members tend to have more or less of a. feeling 

of equalit7 in all things that concern the home. !he small child 

of the home soon voices his opinions and desires with that ot his 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. S.K. and B.C. Gruenberg: Education of Children tor Famii.J' 
Life, !he .Amlals, Jlarch 1932, p. 205. 



parents. Activities outside the home generally keep this type of 

family occupied.l In the filiooentric type of home, the children, 

or frequently the one child, are the center oi' all concerns. 

Ia reviewing the tJ.pes of family through history, 

8cllraielUer mentions the patriarchal family of the past ia which 

•the home was very meh a man-ordered world, one oi' Dale superioritJ 

alld domillaace. • 2 I a coatrast with this form of patriarchal home, 

he describes the •semi-patriarchal Cbristia.n tJ98 of famil;v". In 

this t7,pe of hou, the father a.D4 husband is still the head o:t the 

house, yet he is not domiaeeri:ag aor tJr&Ullic&l, nor inconsiderate 

of the members oi' his whole household, because he realizes that they 

are one a.d a.11 \11lder the God to whom each individual is of supreme 

imJ?ortaaoe. \1hea this si*ta oi' home 11:1'e has been preserved through 

the ages there has always been happiness, unity, and opPortunity tor 

the expression oi' the individual members of the hoa. outward form 

of gover.ameat is a. matter that calls tor little eoncer.n or a.ttention.1 

But with modern shifts and ehaJ'lS8s, some consider the form 'Wbicb the 

tamilJ assumes as a probla oi' primary interest and cause for atten-

tion. 1lobert s. L1D4 s&JS in a.n article entitled IIJ'amily Kembers 

":ror as the status and resulting role of ea.ch member of the 
family has become less a matter oi' traditional parental 
authority and filial obedience or o:1' male domil:lance and 
wi:1'el7 submission, and mol'e a matter of the inscrutable 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. B. llowrer: op. cit., PP• 110-13. 
%. E. 8cbmieiler: op. cit.,p. 151. 
l.et:.E. Sclmdeik!ler: op. eit.,p. 151. 



•peraoaalit7 rights of each individual, these famil:; mem
~ers constitute less of a •unit' than in any former period 
ill the histor;y of the American famil,-.•1 

It would seem, therefore, that though the hous of today varies in 

ita forms -very widely, as it no doubt al-.ys will, it is neverthe

less characterized chiefly bJ its shift of preeminence of the father 

as hea4 to a state of equalit7 among ita individual members. 

B. Ita Fanctions 

1. .A. General 8ur'V8J of What the l!'amil;v ]))ea. 

!he fami.l:; has ha4 in the past, as well as today, certain 

defillite functions, whether or not it has been clearl;y conscious of 

thea. !he normal processes of social life and their contributions 

are frequeZLt17 not recognized as such, nor do individuals alwa;ys 

recognize their part ill the DJI.ldl:lg up of the Whole network of so-

oiet:;. IZL retrospect, or in viewiDg the situation as a whole, how-

ner, these functions or contributions are more o1ear11 observed. 

It is when we view the stream of l:l:wDan sooiet1 tha.a that we see What 

the faailJ has done to bind together succeeding geurations. Upon 

this poiZLt, llowrer sa1s, 

~am111 forms1 while developing out of lm.ma.D nature, have also 
~een a factor in the formation of hunan nature b7 virtue of 
the tact that social sanctioa has surrounded cuatomar1 prac
tises and preserved th811l for tuture generations. !hus the 
tamil:; is something more thaB a set of relations tor the satis
faction of certain impulses of ha.man nature; it is also a 
illstitutioa, a mechanism of control.•! 

• • • • • • • 

1. :a. 8. LJD.d: l!'amil1 llembers as Consumers, !he .Annals, Karch 
1982, P• 86. 

a. E. llowrer: op. cit., P• 64. 



l'evertheleas, Mowrer points out, in 'What he has said, tllat the 

famil7 receives its social approval 'because of the fulldamental needs 

of bwrla:a nature which it supplies. '!he familJ is not altogether 

1Dliqae i:a meet iJaC some of the needs Which 1 t does, Jet no satisfac

tory t1,P4t of org8111:zation has been toad which can combine its 

tanctions.1 these functions conttBRe to be real and definite, 

though their expression haS ebaQged somewhat with the o~iJae 

or48r. As Jlarpret Meads safs, 

'9hen modern writers sa7 that the family among us has lost 
its taactiona, theJ mean mere17 that the western ED.ropea:a 
patriarchal faail7, which was once a social-economic and 
tadustrial unit of a h1gh degree of aelf-sutficieacJ, is 
brea.lting dowa - that its disc1plil1ary and educatioul fUD.O
tiou have been taken over bJ the state and its industrial 
t&u&ctions preempted b7 modern :machine production ••• •a 

'!las)aooording to different periods of time there haa been a vari&l1ot 

1l1 the tami17's contribution in these ol:la.nnels, and Jet ita function-

il1g has al11'&1s bea im,portaut. '!he phases of mter48pendence which 

have been and are satisfied in faa117 life, Kowrer lists as follows -

the biological, economic, emotional, and 01.11tura1. PoJMIB.oe claims 

that the family justifies its existence as the taadamental iutitu

tion of societr b7 providing for (l) the contilmance of the race, 

(a) the stabilisation of the state, (8) the contentment of the ia

divictual, (4) the il18truction of ambers of societJ, and. other gen-

eral ways which enter into such realms as the religious, social, 

economic and eathetic.8 Jlowrer suaaari:zes the tlmctiou of the 

• • • • • •• 

l.et:a. Kowrer: op. cit., p. 48 
2. Jl. Jlea4a: op. cit., P• 2"1 
I.Ot .. P. Popa.oe: op. cit., P• 8 



1 tamil7 accordiug to three authorities - Og'bura, Reed, and Groves. 

Og)ur.a lists the functions of the home of the -asricultural era• 

under six heads, 

•(1) Affeotional, (2) economic, (Z) recreational, (4) pro
tective, (5) religious, (6) edncational.• 

Bee4•s headiJ:IBS of the tamilJ's activities are: 

•(1) Race perpetuation, (2) aooialisatioa, (3) r~lation 
a:ad satisfaction of saual needs, and (4) economic functions.• 

Groves presents the follow1Ds as the chief :tunotiona of the tamilJa 

•(1) Protection and care ot the youug, (2) regulation and con
trol ot the sex ~lae, {3) conservation and transmission of 
the social berUace, and (4) provision of opportunitJ for the 
most intimate contacts. • 

a. !he PrimarJ Function of the Home Accordiug to a ltwnber of 
Kodera Authorities. 

Critics have differed 1D. the past and in the present as to 

what theJ consider to be the priJ1817 purpose of the home, Jet each 

has been Justified to some extent, at least, in the claims Which he 

has macle. In presentiug that Which. different groups have considered 

of chief importauce in the famil;y, Jars. :Bosanquet gives to us 'I/JB.'l11 of 

the major :t'unctions of the home. !hese iD.elude care o:t' children, the 

preservatien of the cult, the sate-guarding of private propert;y tor 

the right of il::lharitance, and the provision of au institution :tor re

ligious aDd economic expresaion.8 Ellvood places the biological 

fllll.otion ot the home as the most prima.r7. He says tba.t were the 

• • • • • •• 

1. E. Mowrer: p. 45. 
a. ct. H. Bosaaquet: op. cit. P• 5 
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tamil.J' to provide for nothing other than the propogation of the race 

uA the care of the young it would. continue to be the chiefeet among 

all bnman institutions of society.l Popeaoe also sets forth the 

fundamental value of the home in view of its biological f'lUlCtions. 

He claims that the question of the family is "primarilf - though b7 

2 no means exclusivelJ - a biological qaestioa.• 

8chmie6ter, a Catholic writer and tlms one Who in no degree 

111nimizes the f'uncUon of propagating the race, speaks of the social-

1zation of the child as the priDiary :tlmction of the home. 'fhe home 

provides for the adJustment of one individual to another wbich is cer-

tainl7 an essential need for satisfactorJ and :ba.ppJ group life. In 

the past the home with its large families and home-centered aotivi-

ties oertainlJ provided for this need. Sc:tmdadel.er •UBSests that the 

home's fulfillment of this task is mom. important than ever if in

dividuals are to be asreeable mEIB.bers of the com,plex social group in 

which we live todaJ. 
3 

Jla.Duel Conrad Slmer also takes the position 

that the fami17 is shifting from economic and biological responsi

bilities to sociological concerns. He s&JS that 1 t was the home of 

JesterdaJ that thought most speoificallJ in terms of providiDg food 

and shelter for its children. He writes, 

~e new role gives first tmportance to the problem of ~ipping 
the child with EIB.Otional bala:uce 811d the ability to make social 
adJustments in a chaaging order.•4 

• • • • • • • 
1. ct. c • .t.. Bllwood: op. cit., P• 76 
2. P. Popeaoe: op. cit., P.P• 3,4. 
a.cc.E. Schmieider: op. cit., P• 358. 
4. X. C. Elmer: PamilJ AdJustD8nt and Social Cha.Dge, P• v 



lle continues bJ saying that it is altogether too mch of a general

isation to say that the primary purpose of the home is to provide 

tor the continuance ot the race. In vining family lite as a Whole, 

he ZDS.intains that the social contacts of the parents With children 

and with others in a healthJ fashion is fullJ as iD!Portant as a con

cera to see tbat chilflren come into a home. !he c:ba.llenge tor the 

home of today is to fulfil the task of the socialisation of the child 

as effeotivel7 as that of the provision for his pl'qsical needs. 

!he importance of the socialisation of the child as a tw:Lda-

mental function of home life may be at once deducted bJ observin@; 

that Schmiedil.er, Groves, llllwood, Ross, Mowrer, Cooley, and lllmer 

all meation and discuss it.l !he biological tanction was the familJ'a 

chief function in the beginning, but is now only a :part of the larger 

tanotion or purpose which it has come to have. !his larger h:Q.etion 

is social in nature, because the home affects sooietJ not only through 

the caring tor the physical needs of its children, but through the 

influence it has upon them and the wq it, as a group, moulds the 

individualitJ of its members. Groves aays further, 

lllfha.a the family has become of priZDS.ry importance as aa 
effective socialising ag&DOJ ••• •2 

llmer, in expressing a similar point of view, shows that with progress 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. B. lohmieiter: op. cit., P• 358. 
Ct. E. R. Grovea: op. cit., P• 1. 
ct. c • .A.. Bllwood: op. cit., PP• 75, 78. 
Cf. B • .A., Ross: Principles of Sociology, p. 688. 
Ct. c. R. Cooley: Social Organisation, pp. 34•36. 
ct. :1. Jlowrer: op. cit., P• 4-6. 
ct. Jl. o. lllmer: op. cit., P• 29. 

2. at. B. R. Groves: op. cit., P• 1. 



aloJIC cultural and ciYic lil'les, the i'a.mil7 has necessaril7 and :aatu

rall7 come to be responsible tor more than the propagation of the 

race. It haS come to be a primarJ unit tor aurturizl.g and deyelopinB 

the il'ltiYidual perso:aalitJ with respect to his needs il'l JmJDa.n societ7.1 

ecoaomic, e<blcatio:aal aad reU.g1ous center, a unit Which makes pos

sible the soc1alisatioa of the child, the perpetuation ot the race, 

the transmission ot culture from one geaeration to another and tlm.a 

the coase%'Yation of the social order. 

c. Ita "Value 

1. .l8 a PriJDary Group in Society. 

With the realisatioa of the i'amil7 group as the "oldest 

institutioa in existence•, the center of intimate lm.man relationships 

ordained of God, the satisfier ot so ma111 lm.man needs, it would seem 

to be logical to expect that the family should be considered as the 

most ta.ndamental institutioa of societ;v. !his is indeed the position 

that many sociologists hold. Ellwood says of the family that it is 

the "sim,pleat group capable of maintaining 1 tselP and is therefore 

the "primaq social structure.•• In realit;v all other institutions 

ot societ;v have growa out of the family, tor the i'amil;v is a mil'lia

ture embodiment of the tundamental principles of societ7 as a Whole. 3 

Bllwood contends that even in a da7 When the individual is being 

• • • • • • • 

1. et. K. c. Elmer: op. cit., P• 29. 
a. C. ~. Ellwood: op. cit., P• 75. 
3. e:r. E. Jlowret: op. cit., P• 56 
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made more and more the center of attention, nevertheless the family 

remains the primary unit in social relationships and other social 

concerns mat be made in relation to it, at least in some measure. 

!his is true, lUlnoA continues, beco.use the family is the producer 

of other organizations of societ;y and is not produced by them. It 

is further tzue because it seems to precede these other forms, both 

from a point of view of time and of reason.l Moreover it is to be 

recognised that the familJ is more than just the sum of its individ-

ual membera. Because of the prima.r;y family group w1 th which the 

individual members of the home are ·aligned, their whole lives are 

affected within and without the home.a Mowrer is another Who would 

agree with the authorities alrea~ mentioned that the familJ is the 

primary group and says very significantly, •It is in the family in 

which the individual becomes a person ••• 113 !hus it is clear 

that societJ is built u)on the home and the familJ is basicallJ a 

primarJ and fUndamental unit of h1.Uianity Which is of utmost value. 

a. Aa an Institution that O&Dnot be lleplaced. 

!be family, moreover, is so fu:ndamentally a part of society 

that it is not only a pr~y group but an irreplaceable institution. 

Other forma in society :mat be considered in relation to it -- the 

state, industr;y, and the clmroh. · Ellwood claims that the familJ 11 

ao central in society that even industry and the state sst aubordi-

• • • • • • • 

1. c. A. Ellwood: op. cit., P• 76. 
!. Ot. ll. C. Elmer: op. cit., P• !9. 
3. E. Mowrer: op. cit., P• 135. 
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:u.a.te themselves to its interesta.1 Many of the functions of the 

family have been delegated by the modern home to outside agencies, 

yet the home DUst still stand, for it cannot be fully replaced. 

!he co~~~~~~mity, for expple, has not been able to assume the respon

sibility of tranamittizag mltu:re from one seneration to another. 

On the other hand, the more perscmal ageu.cy of the home pi'ovides a 

satiafactorJ link from generation to generation for giving to each 

u.ew generation the folltways and mores of the years that have passed.! 

!lma the family is more than a convenieu.ce for the satisfaction of 

personal Whims. It is a unity which DUst be preserved au.d not sub-

~acted to the selfish, 1m8table, passing faDciea of speculators. If 

it is trulJ responsible for instilling into the child the necessary 

social traits of character, as Xdwa:rd Alsworth Ross says, it should 

be rfaarded not merely as a personal but as a social institution of 

prime consideration. In Popenoe•s introduction to -the Conservation 

of the Family,• he discusses the vital value of the :monogaJOOus family 

and its factions. Re concludes b7 saying tbat he bel iefts that 

civilization cannot advance or progress without the cont~tion of 

the home. J&:r.ternal chazlees in societ;y in the passing generations 

have not removed the need of the familJ as an institution amoDg 

Jmma:nJdnd.z 8i4onie and Beu.~amin Gruaberg, too, have focused at

tention on the need and place of the home in modem life. TheJ sum-

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. c. A. Ellwooda op. cit., P• 98. 
a. ct. E. Jlowrer: op. cit •, PP• 61, 62. 
z. P. e. 
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aarise the claim that the famil7 is a primary institution of societ7 

Which cannot be replaced in these worda, 

"!he rapid rearr&'llgem&nts of the various social and economic 
tanotions and the shiftill8 of forces that have characterized 
our civilisation for the past two generations have brought into 
bolder relief the underlJLQg significance of the famil7 as a 
s;ystem of dpamic relationships tba.t determine the growth and 
d.evelo~nt of personalities. Even the most ob~ective an&lJsis 
:ba.s shoWn that the houa has somethtQg distinctive and superla
tive to offer in the reari:ng of children into civilised adult
hood.•1 

». 8aDMrJ 

.&. seneral review of the histor;y of the famil;y thus shows 

that it is a fundamental institution of society. !he beginDiDBS of 

the family pattern cannot be exactly ascertained, but it is Widell' 

accepted tba.t marriage originated as monogazq. .&.coording to Biblical 

histoq, the family is a unit of sacred relationships, planned for 

the wll•bei.Dg of men. !hrcmgh the Je&rs, the forms of the famil7 

have varied, bat the patriarcl:tal form has persisted most prominently. 

Within recent years paternal dominance has been seriously questioned. 

!oday the tendency is to make the home a place of equal rights, 

privileges, and opportunities. 

!he contention that the family is a fundamental institution 

of society is also supported by a survey of its unique functions and 

contributions. !hese have varied from generation to generation in 

the necessaq adJustment to chaJ:ISiJJg conditions. In general, howver, 

the true family has biological, economic, educatioual, social, cul-

• • • • • • • 

1. S.M. and B.c. Gruenberg: op. cit., p. 215. 



taral, and religious functions to fulfil. Such are indicative of 

the need of the family group for the preservation of society. 

Finally, the family is a basic institution in social rela

tionshipS because of its inherent value and worth. !he home is the 

priBary unit out of Which other social institutions take form and 

upoa which they are dependent for contil:m.ance. !hua, the home is 

more than an agency for the aatisfactioa of personal phases of 

dependence; it is a social as well as a personal institution Which 

is basic to the preservation of progressive society. In view of its 

history, its functions, and its genuine value, therefore, the family 

caunot be suooesstully supplanted nor replaced. 
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1. !he Jfatva.lneas of Cba:zlge Within the Rome. 

With the a1Nm4oai»g of JD8l'l1 of the old restraints, the 

virtual clet;yi.Dg of the once accept eel mores, and the delep.t 1ns of 

~ of the ta.actions of the hoDII to outside agencies, the home of 

toda;y is of aeceasit;y ver;y clifferent from the home of former daJS. 

It is not atr&r~ge, however, that the hoDII should be cl:Ja.nsi.Dg ad 

reacl~ustiDg, for it is in the mid.at of a cb.allsims ecoaomic and 

social order which is bringi.DB about; a new form of cm.l ture. Aa 

'Blmer sa;ys, •J:tq societ;y which is not static is adergoing a proceas 

1" of cha.:r:age." In or4er to meet these ol::laJ:Ieed conditions, ohazage ia 

the home is therefore essential and inevitable. 2 !l'here are a.lVie.1S, 

of course, extremists in regard to an;,. fundamental aclJuatment. On 

the one hand, in this instance, there are those who i:tlSiat that tbJ 

modern home baa lost its dig.nitJ and worth aDd seek to bring baelt to 

it the idealism and restraints of other daJs. Oa the other haD.d, 

there are those Who claim that the atenmess and strictness of the 

old home has failed a.a4 therefore insist tlla.t the home be revolu-

tionised in form and .JiW'pose. 8ome would even go so far as to claim 

tbat it needs to be abolished altogether in order that the individual 

• • • • • • • 
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JDaf aot be ham:.pered nor curbed, but may el3Jo7 complete •treedoJI1".1 

!:tnls to the conservative and revolutionar7 alike the family of todq 

is a aub~ect of interest. 

~bat the family is cba.Dging is therefore generallJ agreed; 

What it is experiencing through the chazlge is the question which pro-

voltes differences of opinion. It is certainly tru.e, however, that 

as llrs • Jo s$Ziquet S&.lS, 

-tt is so int~te a part of life, so inseparable from exist
ence in all aormal co:mr.riUlities, tbat, like the air we breathe, 
it eludes observation, and w onl7 notice it when somethine 
pes wrong.•2 

»owrer and Blmer are outstanding authorities who hold an optimistic 

positio:a in regard to what is talti.Dg )lace in the modern home. 

llowrer considers the changes in the family of today as real but to 

be expected and aooepted. Oonatel'Da.tion or feeling that these 

ohaztses are worse than in past generations crows out of the Datural 

1Dclinatioa to glorify the past, he feels. 8iai~arl7 ElDer goes ao 

tar as to ohalleage the frequent usase of such teras as the •disil1-

tegratiozt' or the •disorgaaisation• of the home, or -the passing of 

the tam117.• Be contends that thq couote an implication that the 

family as a cooperati.e agency is no longer practicable nor possible.& 

!he widespread pessimistic view of family conditioas, he asserts, is 

brought about through the eyes of reformers, social workers, Judges, 

and the lilte, who are doing most of their work with broken families, 

. . . . . .. . 
1. ct. B. Mowrer: op. cit., P• 9. 
a. R. Bosan~et~ op. cit., P• 7. 
8. Ct. H. c. Elmer: op. cit., P• 198. 



but who have very little to do with •the eightJ per cent of success

ful families who do not coma in contact with legal and welfare 

aaencies.•1 ActuallJ what we are experiencing, Elmer claims con

fidently, is the reorganization of the fam117• Izt. his words, 

~he family is 110t being disorganized. We are just enter
ing a period of social development, when the famil7is being 
reorganized on a more wonderful basis tbaa. ever before. 
Families are beiD.g organized on the bases of mtual affec
tion and s~thetic uderstanding. ~he old familJ wu held 
together bJ economic necessity and biological convenience. 
!he familJ of tomorrow will be as mch better and purer and 
finer thaa that of yesterday, aa our schools and cities excel 
those of Jesterda;r, and as the aeroplane is auperior to tblit 
ox cart. 

a. !he SeriousHsa of Problema Aroused !oday Within the Rome, 

However, if the ohaz:agea whi ob. are coming about in the 

family are only a matter of the natural course of events, the ques-

tion immediately arises as to whether or not society needs to con-

cern itself. It mat be recognized on this point that there are 

authorities 'fi.b.o regard the cha.Jlses in the home of today with grave 

seriousness. ·atlarles A. Bllwood, for example, says that 

•e find the familJ life at the beginui:ng of the twentieth 
~ntur;r in a more ustable condition thaD it has been at 
anJ time since the begiDDing of the Cbristian Bra.•Z 

Great instability of the family, he shows, arouses alarm and concern 

tor the continuaace of the principle of monogmq. !hus he says, 

•. • • the problem of t·he modern family is whether mon
OS81Q' shall contin'a.e to exist or to be the standard in 
Western Civilisat1on.•4 

• • • • • • • 

1. Jl. e. lUmera op. cit., P• 90. 
a, Ibid., P• 90. 
s. o. A. Ellwood: op. cit., P• 13?. 
4. Ibid., P• 13?. 
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Jloreover, if it is justifiable to consider the familJ as a tunda

meatal institution of society, as baa been concluded in the fore

COiDC chapter from its history, its functions, and its intrinsic 

value, it is necessary a.ud fitting that such a vital institution be 

Jll84e a matter of study aud concem. Definite provision must be made 

tor it to retain the beat and for it to include in its life that 

wbich will help to malta its work effective. Without assumi»g, then, 

either au ultra-optimistic or pesstmiatic position, the family situa

tion Jllii.Y be regarded as critical. Social changes mat be met, for 

there is no tuming baok.l !hue there is need that society seek to 

-understand the home ot today a:o.d to help in its read.Juatment program 

that it 'lllli1 be preserved as the ttmdamental i:nstitution of society. 

B. !he Dlsintegrati:ag Influences. 

1ntroda.ction. 

Aathorities may differ as to Whether or not the home is be-

1Dg disintegrated, but there can be little dispute that disintegrat-

illS influences are at work upon 1 t. In order to discover current 

opinions on this subject, certain writings of twelve eminent sociolo• 

2 
sista, chosa. from the texts selected for this study, were examined 
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1. Ct. B. :a. Grove• a Parent Bducation, !he Amla.ls, March 1982, p. 216. 
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c. l:l. Cooley: $ocial Organisation 
focial Process 
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:s. 11. Grovea: Social Problema of the FamilJ. 
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witl:l the purpose of disco"Nring 'Wbat factors each considered to be 

1Dfl11ential 1D cbmlgiDg the modern home. In additio:a, a special 

lltUilber of ~he Amlals of the Amerieau .A.caclem;J' ot Political a:a.d Social 

Sciences• on the modern Ameriea:a. famil.J •s studied.1 !he views 

presented were aual,zed, and the factors set forth were listed and 

oompa.rttd. As a result ot this process, it was found that these m&J 

be classified uder three main headir.tgs, (1) Boonomic and Industrial 

Intlueaces, (2) Social Influences, and (3) moral and Religious In-

fluences. 

1. llconomic and Industrial Influences. 

a. e.t:l.alsges in Vocational and Industrial J!'ields. 

(1) !he trend of Industry from Within to without the Rome. 

fl:le roots of modern economic and industrial coaditions, no 

dou.bt, go tar back into the days of the Indltstrial Revolution. With 

the inventiol1 Of machinery and the rise of the factory system, the 

unity and solidarity of the home were at once attacked and made more 

difficult. fhe home gradually ceased to be a selt-supportiag unit 

and l:las since become more and more dependent on outside agencies. 

• • • • • • • 

Jt. Lindquist: fhe J!'amily in the Present Social Order. 
•· llowrer: fhl J!'amily: lts Orga.nizatioa and l)isorganization. 
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B. Scllllialeler: .Au Introductory Study of the J!'amily. 
11 • .A.. :Boss: Principles of Sociology. 
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Of 'this Viva Boo-the saJB, 

-.oum industrial procesaes have robbed the home of 
almos-t every vestige of Us former economic tuuction.•l 

A.p.ia Dr. Benha lUnkle poin-ts out that if one should judge by external 

forces modern marriage difficulties would be largely traceable -to EBn's 

uodus from the home for 1110rk. a fhls cballge in the industrial order 

Goodsell mentions as one of the forces that -were sapp:l.Dg the roots of 

z 
the old unified family life of.colonial times.• 

(2) !he Entrance of Women in-to OU-tside Vocations. 

!he chaz.lfed staws of woman and her new freedom provoke at

tention ia a coDSideration of economic cbanges. ·woman has always con-

tributed -to society in an economic way; she has truly shared in carry-

ing 'the necessary labors and work of every4a1 life, but heretofore she 

has carried this load almost exclusively through the family economic 

unit. Only in the sense that her work now takes her away from the home, 

can it be said, therefore, tbat she is emerging into,economic life.
4 

!he position Which woman has attained in economic and vocational fields 

is far rea.chi:og and is of tlu14ame:atal importance. As she con-tinues to 

forge ahead, it will become more and more evident that her economic 

independence is the most radical change in the social order. Wouan 

was Just aa~ed to be dependent upon man, 5 and now in these days, 
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1. 1'. Boo-the: Gainfully b,ploJ8d Women in the Family, !he .A.m:la.ls, 
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thoqll tl\ere may be differences of opinion as to the price paid, 

'WOJJall has gained a posit ion of independence that was neyer dreamed 

possible. Women are competi!Jg with men in near17 all trades and 

protessiou. ll'l 18'10 there were 14.'1 per cent of women in industrJ, 

the trades, and the professions, whereas in 1920 the percentage had 

increased to 24 per oeat.1 It is to be noted that tea per oat of 

the farmers of this country are women, fifteen per cent of the 

tra4ers, tittea per cent ot the ma:o.utaoturers and nechanioal in

~str1alists, and tort7-seven per cent of those in protessions.2 

But what baa beea the reason tor these new interests on the 

part of womea! It has already been noted that the Industrial Revolu-

tion had iDdeed a reTolutionisiag effect upon women and their work. 

llowft'er, WllJ has this contimled through recent years and wb;J has WODIBZl 

bea draa more and more out of the home! !he explanation lies pri

marilJ in the oiraa.atancea of life with Which woDan has been faced. 

ller cmtra:a.ce into the in~stries and pro:tessional life has been the 

result of neoessitJ tar more thaD the gratification of personal de

lire or revolt against accepted em stoma. 8 As evidence ot this oon

clusioa a report of 'the 'lo:mell's Bureau ot the Ilel8l'tmct of Labor •Y 

be cited. A aurve7 of some 40,000 gainfully employed women was made 

in cities Which were regarded as tY,pie&llJ' eastern, western, and 

southern, and the folloWing facts were brought out as to their status. 
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1. Ka'117 woJDtn are in business because of the economic pressure 

upon them. 

a. )lore foreiga-bom a:n4 negro 'IIOmen are forced to become 

earners tbrm native born. 

1. Jlarriage frequentl7 increases won:an•s need ecou.omioallf 

rat bar than decreases it. 

4. llaq" women are not onlf bu:rd.enect with home responsibilities 

but with its support as well. 

a. !his double reaponsibilitJ tends to have a detrimental ef

fect upon. the health of women and upon the ha:rmonr of the home. 

6. J1an7 of the single women in business are ca.rrJing heaVJ 

home and f~cial responsibilities. 

'1. :rrequentlJ ths eDIJ?lo~t of mothers brings about the neglect 

of the childrel'l. 

8. !he nol'JIIS.l life of the home is upset bf the mother's lmplOJ""' .... 
9. !he insufficient incoma of the l:llsband often makes the emploJ'

ment of the wife imperative. 

10. lncreaaect income tor l:llsbanda woa.ld in manr iutances release 

WiT8a and mothers. 

11. Better provision through pension laws would enable ma.llJ' 

mothers to Wi thd.raw from worlt. 

12. Women who are worltillg from necessity should receive enough 

to support those dependent upon them. 

13. these findings are tn>ioal of the average ADrioan coDIDl.ll1ity. 

14. !he problems of the wage-earning woman Deed to be considered. 



&nd at for theJ are a f'1mdaaental factor in the health of the nation.1 

'With such conditions as these eziatent, it is readilJ seen. that 

though sooietJ has released women from the home someWhat reluctantlJ, 

it Will have to adjust ita life and program in accord with the eco

DOmic pressure there. !his economic strain has tended toward eoo

DOmic iDdepu.dencJ for women and the results have been both beneficial 

&Dd detrimental. 'loman have shared public responsibility by their 

prl:rauit of careers and benefited the 11 velihOod of the family and all 

aocietr thereby. Moreover, theJ have been given opport1mit7 to 

realise their deep-set desire for 8elf-expreaaion. ln ao doing, bow-

ever, tl:ae confines and restrictions of home life have loomed up veq 

largely before thea and domestic discontent has been fostered. a Some 

of these associated difficulties of the modern home shall be considered 

later under other heads. 

b. !he Urbanisation and Jlobility of the Jlodern Home. 

Urbanization seems to have a decidedly disintegrating 

tendencJ upon the home. l'he explanation of this lies in part in 

the fact that in the city there is a greater divergency of custom 

ad practice, and hence the home does not feel the restrictions and 

restraints that it does in the sualler ooJJJIJ1IUli tJ. !his is true, 

moreover, of the individual; the oitJ dweller does not ex,per ie:ace 

the same feeling of ooDmmity control upon him as does the rural 

individual. !his is very largel.J due to the great number of con-
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\acts which are possible in cit7 life.1 Mob1lit7 in cit7 life and 

all that which is involved thereb7, such as changes in contacts, 

situations, 011stoms, sad a general sense of eJDBDCipation from a oon

trolli:ag group, naturall7 bri.ng about a broad seme of tree4om.2 

!l'hen again this disintegrating influence upon the home 1n the cit7 

is intensified bJ the crowded quarters in Ylhich so lll&1l7 cit7 families 

live. It is an undisputed fact that the dauer the population the 

greater the death rate.Z Moreover, the problema of social rivalrJ, 

recreation, and shifting social standards all ma.k8 it difficult for 

the cit7 home to maintain and keep its UDitJ. !l'he trend of the 

population is to mass itself 1n the cit7, I and thus there is con

stituted a problem of prime concern if the homes founded in the citJ 

are to be preserved. 

c. ~s in the !l'J.Pe of Dwelling for the Famil7• 

Rousing conditions are affecti.ng the home evel'JWhere. In 

the citJ, the proportion of families living in limited apartment 

house quarters is ver, great , as Fiske shows bJ percentages quoted 

from inveatigatio:as made b7 the Bureau of Labor. !l'o quote, 

lllfhe Bureau of Labor's investigations 1D. 257 cities allow 
t~t wbereas 58.8 per cent of cit7 families in 1921 lived 
in separate homes, and 17.3 per cent in two-familJ houses, 
in 1918 onlJ 38.3 per cent were living in single, and 18.4 
per cent in double houses; While the proportion living in 
apartaents has doubled, riai238 from 24.4: per cent to 4:8.3 
per cent in seven years. d 
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l.Cf.E. Mowrer: op. cit., P• 193. 
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Io 1oaser do the children of the home have the opportunity of train

i:ag for cooperation and help by the d.oing of the hoaelJ chores about 

the house that were common to the bo;y and girl of a munber ot years 

ago. Little coal has to be carried or wood brought in. Space is so 

limited that the mother generall;v prefers to do her o1m. wol"lt in the 

kitchen rather tbaa have her daughters get in her way •1 Crowd.ed. 

laome quarters moreover are conducive to immoral 1ivi%J8. A coveting 

of DIOre time for things outside the home sad tor selfish interests 

is frequentl;v behind the desire for living in limited quarters, 

though often it is really tnudamentall;v an economic circumstance. 

Bot only in the cit;v, howeyer, has there come a change in the t;vpa 

of d.wellillg, but in the villages and country as well. fhe spacious 

home of colonial tines is fast being replaced. with houses more eeo-

nomica11;v plamwd. fhere is not the interest in having abtm.dance 

of space with g11est rooms and extra rooms that there was in tonner 

d.aJB. 2 the interece is not that there should be a revertiJ:Jg to 

the former t;v.pe; it is Dl8re1;y to point out an existing ten.dencJ 

and the disintegrating influence it has upon holll8 unity. 

4. fhe Setting up of Difficult -stanclards of L1v1Jlg-. 

Certain arbitrar;v •standards of livins- frequently have a 

nesative effect upon the familJ unit. i;v standard of living is 

reall;v aeant •the gauge b;y Which we most frequentl;v Jll8aaure the 
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status of tamil.J lite.•1 Families set up for themselves standards 

ot living as i.ntluenoed bJ such thi.ngs as their comma.nitJ, their 

interests, and their needs. Often, however, standards of livil:lg 

are confUsed with scale of liviDg which is the war a family actua.llJ 

lives and not how it would like to live. 2 It is often the case that 

the husband does not earn enough to meet the standards Which his 

home and wife des ire. !he woman's going out of the home as a wage

earner is frequently the course followed and as alreaq sbJ'Wll this 

imperils the home's solidaritJ -- lUstifiable or not as the case may 

lle.3 !he problem of the home, therefore, is to adJust its standards 

to a scale which is workable tor its own needs; otherwise false and 

illpossible standards can only mean unba.ppiness and the decadence of 

the home. 

•• !he Effect of the Present Depression. 

In this year 1953, the familJ is exgeriencing the especial 

strain of a severe economic depression. Paul L. Bea~amin tells us 

in an article entitled "fhe Family Society and the Depression•' of 

the terrific strain that the familJ social agencies have had to bear 

in an effort to keep families together and to provide them with the 

faadamental necessities of life. !he demoralisiDg effect of such a 

period ot chaos upon the familJ unit and. upon its members individuallJ 

is verr discouraging and pleads for help and relief. Kr. Benjamin 
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quotes from a report made bf the Federal Children's Bureau Which 

made special studf of' conditions in Racine, Wisconsin, and Spring

field, Massachusetts, during the industrial depression of' 1921 and 

1922. !he report shows that a lowering of' the f'amilf morale is 

inevitable when the source of' income is out off' or becomes irregular. 

Moreover, there is not onlf inmediate suffering, but 81'1 extension of' 

it into the Jears of' the uncertain future tbat follow. !he perspec

tive is too close to make 8Uf definite esttmate of' What will be the 

out co• of' this depression upon the home of' the future. !he families 

ia acute distress mst be reached and helped, however, else, as JIIr. 

•. • • Jears hence we sball be p&Jing the price in stupendous 
social costs for the f'ollf and stupiditf of' letting men go 
lm:Lgq ilL a land of' plentJ. We sha.ll be ;pe.Jing with charred 
aad twisted personalities.•l 

!he disintegrating 1llf'luences of' modern f'amilf life in the 

economic and industrial realms, then, rrt&J be s'IUJDarised as evidenced 

in vocational changes, urbanisation and mobilitJ, housing problems, 

the setti.Dg up of' di:tf'1cult •standards o:t living", and the present 

aevere economic depression. Bone of' these in itself' mr be said to 

be 1ntr1ns1callf responsible :tor a disintegratiDg inf'~ence upon home 

'l.tnitJ, Jet in its widespread application, each is putting ID8Dl a home 

to atriDgat tests. 

a. Social Influences. 

a. 1ag, of' the Familf as Compared with Other Institutions. 

ID facing the social forces that have tended toward a dis-
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iatesrating influence~;; upon the modem home, we perhaps face first 

the cultural lag of the familJ as compared with the ever-progressing 

material cbaages. !he patterns of home life have remained more or 

leas fixed, while the social and economic circumstances about the 

home ha'99 been rapidlJ and radie&llJ cllal'Sging. IoUDg people have 

'been callecl upon to enter this paradoxical situation. :laturallJ 

tllough, the problems aroused have contused and baffled them. !he 

result has been that this spirit of anxietJ and contusion has become 

aa altogether too domina:at note in the modem home. !he home of to

daf cannot be expected to be conducted according to the patterns of 

reaterur without the making of certain adJustments. !he material-

istic advancement of the world must not be allowed, therefore, to 

permit a lag in the social and cultural development of societr.1 

b. llducational Cba:ages. 

(1} Increased Higher Education for Women. 

Wissler called America's attitude in education ttthe flmda.

mental faith of Jmerica•.2 CertainlJ there has been progress alomg 

educational lines, and the nation is willimg to invest extensivelr 

in schools for her children and youth• :lo part of the educational 

program, however, has caused as much interest, discuss ion, and reac-

t1on as that for girls and women. More girls than bora are now beillg 

sradnate4 from high achool.1 Woman•• colleges and co-education ha~ 

become aooepted forms. In the latter type of colleges and universi-
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tlea , the women ou tnwnber the men. 1 

Considering simplJ the preservation and solidarit7 of the 

home, this extended eduoatiou.l advantage for women has bad a de-

cide41J disintegrating influence upon the home. 'loD.BD. Who have 

pu.rned college and profeasiou.l training have been unable to settle 

dowa into the founding of a home at the earl7 age at Which their 

granclmothers did. JianJJOUDg women contiDELe in school with little 

or no relationship with JOUDg men so that the natural contaots that 

would lead to the establishment of homes are not brought about. 

!hen, too, JDI.J1J' JOung women so absorb themselves in their educational 

pursuits that the7 ward off and stifle the moat natural inborn in-

stincta that normall7 long to find satisfaction in a home and chil

dren. Or ::else theJ Jll&llifest these desires after the7 have completed 

their edncational training when it is less l1kel7 for them to reallJ 

•tall in love• or be susceptible to the impulses Which are natural to 

adolescents. In the homes of those who marr1 after long eduoaticmal 

traini.Dg, serious problems are faced. AdJustment of husband and 

wife is made more difficult since each is more mature and more rigidlf 

set in habits an4 character expression. !hen, too, the number of 

children ia the home is Ultel7 to be yer, limited. From surve7s that 

have beea made, it has been found that the college 'WOma.D's home is 

conaiderablf smaller tban .that of the average. 2 !he extended edu

catioal advantages of women haye aroused a spirit of independence 
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that is not satisfied With the confining of oneself to the homelJ' 

d.utUts of a hOuSe. J!'requentlJ', the college woman attempts to assume 

the hea'f'J' burllena of rearing a fam1lJ' and pursuing a career at the 

same time, and thus the limiting of the mamber of children in the 

home is a neoessitJ'. Because of these facts, the increased ecmca

tio~~&l advantages for 110men are included with those forces that are 

havi.J38 a disorganizing tendanCJ' }.n the modern home. 

(2) lb:tended Bducatiosl Requirements for Vocations and 
Professions. 

Jl.odern J'OUth is convinced of the :necessitJ' of having a col-

lege echlcat ion in order to enter into the world and have a real op-

portun1t7 for findiug a place of successful activitJ'. !his conclu

sion or assum,ption on his part is in the face of the most discourag-

ing odds, for he sees all about him J'OUDg men and you:ag 110men, col

lege trained, who are forced into positions where a college education 

seems to 'be altogether unneeded. In these da.19 of 1933 depression, 

too, he sees III8ZlJ' college graduates utterly helpless as far-as find-

ing work is concerned. Yet, in the face of all this, youth of todaJ' 

seeks college advantages, 1 and 'beyond that!- grada.ate study. Yoca-

tions and professions are extending their educational requirements 

more and more. !hus the yoUDg men of today Who are interested in 

professional or vocational fields are frequently forced to delay the 

founding of a home till they can co:m.pl ete. their training and estab

lish themaelvea in such a way that they can undertake the responsi-
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bilities of a home. For men, then, as well as :tor women, educational 

standards in .America are forcing delq ill marriage, and thus problema 

are brought about Which tend to make difficult the foundi.Dg of stabi-

lizecl homes. 

c. Kingling of Races and Ca.lture. 

!he mingling o:t races and Tal'11ng cultures is another social 

factor which tends to have a disintegrat tog influence upon the modern 

home. !his is altogether a cirGim1Stance to be expected, for wben 

groups of differing mores begin to marge there is inevitably some 

confusion and somellha.t of a dilution of the standards of the differ-

a.t groups. !his has evidenced itself in the lamesa that has come 

about 1a .A.merican au mores. !he family is, of course, the prima17 

institution affected and is the group that suffers most, :tor it is 

responsible for the social restraint and freedom of its members. !he 

contusion in this regard today •Y be traced baCk to the high percent

age of immigration from 1900 to 1920.1 In tact the mobility of the 

family can be largely accounted for by the immigration of the past 

centur7. !he necessitated cha.Dge of social environment brought about 

through the giving up of home and customs and the coming to a new 

land are all a severe stram upon family life and a d1fficul t prob

lem of adJustment. a !he 1Dmigrant experiences a constant tug 

between the culture and customs of his homeland and those of America. 

' However, the ch1l4ren of the immigrant home are brought into even 
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more diffica.l t conflicts, because they are torn between home, 

school, and the society about them. !his social confusion continues 

through the youth of the second generation of the immigrant, for if 

he marries an AmeriCSll the overslladowing custolliS of the foreign home 

often cause serious contusion and UDhappiness.1 

Sooial difficulties are created by the marriage of ta

divic:1.uals of aDJ two fundamentally different races, even when the 

individuals themselves are happy. Utter tragedy is brought about if 

the marriage is between races of different color, because of the 

stip.a placed upon the children of the union. Intermarriage among 

dissimilar groups leads to disintegration in the same way that 

similarity is conducive to integration. However, the fusing of 

races has been taking place through the ages. In fact, ethnologists 

say that there are no lo:ager any pure races.a It is to be noted, 

though, that the social processes of life are only made increasinglJ 

Ta.riable bJ the crossing of tn>es which do not differ too radically, 

biologically or culturally. !he home is thus endangered by the 

venture to fuse that which is too dissimilar, and a high t1Pe of home 

lite cannot result.& !he inter:mtxture of those from different 

social backgrounds thus constitutes a grave social problem tor America..4 

d. Jlodern Courtship ·Difficulties. 

Perhaps there is no more fundamental nor serious problem 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. 11. Scbmie&ier: op. cit., pp. 167•9. 
a. ct. C. A. Xllwood: op. cit., P• 198. 
8. _Ibid. P• 198. 
4. ct. B. Schmie!.Eler: ibid., PP• 105-6. 



~ ~dern group life than the difficulties faced in the desire to 

found a home. !be most normal and natural courtship practices of 

the past are stemmed or made difficult in the social and economic 

world of today. According to 1f1les C&rpenter, courtship fulfils 

four functions in Weater.Q society. It ~ovides for the selection 

of a mate, a period ot comradeship to discover the prospects of 

compatibility, and a period in which to endeavor to become a4~usted 

to another's personality. lt soberises and ma.t'IU'es youth for the 

responsibilities of adulthood. It is an essential, tho~h varying 

prerequisite to marriage.l !he tultilling of these functions in a 

chauging society is clearly a real problem. 

Jlazcy ot the forces which have a disintegrating influence 

in general upon the family constitute very specific problems in the 

development of a home. !he effect of higher education and extended 

education in relation to marriage has alrea<Q" been discussed. one 

can readily see the paradox in which it places young people in the 

~are when courtship is a natural part ot lite. Urbauiz&tioa brings 

about difficulties in this regard also. !he sex structure ot the 

city differs from that of the rural coD'lDilD.ity. In the average .Ameri• 

can city there is greater chance for the man to luwe the opportunit;r 

tor selection tha.n for the woman. However, since there are more 

youag people per square mi·le on an average in the cit;r than in the 

rural coi!IDIUl.i ties, both youag man and you:ag womea have an increased 
2 

opportunity for choice in the eit;r. together With this mnst be 
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considered suah offsetting factors of city life as the difficul~y 

of 'becoming acquainted 'because of the lack of neighborhood feeling, 

the tendency for much mobility, and the practical anoJ1lDlity which 

one rrs.y continue to have in such a large group. 

Another modern circumstance that ma.kes courtship difficult 

is included under mention of the changed t1,p0 of dwelling today. 

With small homes, privacy is almost impossible a:nd the yoUDg people 

are forced without the home. Ofteutimes this brings about mnch 1Ul

Wllolesome:aess. !he automobile has frequently been sought as a 

refuge or opportunity to provide the needed quiet a:nd seclusion. 

It has frequentl7 provided the desired isolation, but with it bas 

too often given an opportunitJ for sexnal vice.l !he young people 

of the working classes have suffered particularly in the difficulties 

of wholesome courtship. !heir homes and their circumstances have 

dri van them to the frequenting of undesirable places of 811118em&nt 

and diversion. Courtship carried on under such conditions of life 

cannot be consnmmated in stable and sound homes. 

e. !he status of HUsband, Wife, and Child. 

lf the famil7 is tru17 as Burgess has said, a tlunity of 

ma~1ly interacting personalities•,1 a consideration of the status 

of those who compose the family group cannot but be included in con-

nection with out study. Lawrence K. Frank aptly writes, 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. B. Carpenter: op. cit., p. 41, and E.R.Groves, cp. cit., P• 106. 
a. ct. K. C. Blmer: op. cit., P• 22. 



-It we are to understand the rather bewildering situation 
i:u family life todq, we shall have to go behind the social 
au.d economic situation and attempt to reveal wlat is hap
;ptni:ug to men au.d women. 1 t is not enough to repeat the 
Qatalogae of economic au.d industrial chat:lges if' we do not 
go turther and ask what they imply tor the conduct of' me:a 
and wome:a ge:aerally, and more especially ill the association 
we call ma.rriase.•l 

!he moat revolutio:aary chazlge has 'bee:a in the status of' women. With 

the idea of •mew Freedom" iD these days of' democracy, the idea of 

the "'..ew Woman• is almost SJD.OBJDlOU&. Womankind, of' course, has not 

ret come to share alike in this liberation from former restraints, 

but the notion is widespread and is broadly felt. Woman is consi4ered 

a personality and an individual with a similar right of' expression to 

that accorded man. Her pursuit of' higher education and the acceptance 

of it as her right has already 'been noted. In the political and legal 

world, woman has 'bee:a accorded the rights and privileges that were 

f'ormerlJ restricted to me:a. a !he tende:acy tor woman to enJoy social 

ed economic equality is fast coming to be recognized. !!he results 

of' this releasing of' woman f'rom certain conventional restri~tiona and 

the granting of' opportunities for fUller expression are both beneficial 

and perplexi.Ds• !hey have proved to be conducive to domestic discon• 

tent in D18J11 instances and tb:us to endanger the strength of' the home.& 

Lynd speaks of' the insecurity of the modern woman. Her role of mother 

and housewife established her status in former days, but now it is a 

question of' winning and re""Wilming through her own personal attrac-

tiveaess and personality. !his is evidenced, he claims, through the 

• • • • • • • 

1. ~· X. J'ra.D}t: op. cit., !he .Almals, p. 94. 
2. ~. E. Scbmielier: op. cit., PP• 153-156. 
z. Ct. C. H. Cooley: op. cit., P• 302. 
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increasecl use of "beautifiers• on the market todq.l It is alto-

gether a normal and natural result of her new position that woman is 

malting increased demands and claims upon D.B21 both before and after 

lll&l"riage that exceed bJ far those of simple provision which a woman 

was offered and was grateful for in the old days. In so far as this 

raises the moral standards of the home, the result is beueficial. 

In provoking unreasonableaess and discontent, however, it flings be

fore young men and women perplexing problems.2 

lfatumllJ enough the chal:lged status of woman has affected 

the status of the other members of the familJ group. With woman's 

opport1mit7 for independence of expression, n:an oa.u no longer con-

tinue to hold a domineering position in family life. !hat he is 

less frequentl;y the dictator and potentate of the home of modem 

life has been shown in referr1ZJg to the types of homes of today. 

!he husband of the modern home, tlm.s, mat satisfJ the desires of a 

Wife who now approximates his equal sociallJ, politicallJ, and often 

economioalli. Be mst be more than ever a comrade Who continues to 

share with his Wife the romanticism that was forarly more or less 

]l)rone to be confined to the courtship period. 3 .Again, it is to be 

realized that this is the tendenc;y of modern societ;y but not yet 

the :rule. 

Jluch is heard today of parent-child conflicts and problems. 

In part., at least, this is occasioned bJ the new position of the 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct • l'l. S. LlJ:I.d: l'amily Jl.embers as Consumers, !he Annals, »arch 
1932, PP• 91, 92. 

2. Ct. 0. B. Cooley: 8ocial Organisation, P• 563. 
3. ct. B. 8Cbmiedier: op. cit., PP• 161-165. 



child in the home. With the tendency today for families to become 

more or less individRalized in nature the child soon finds his place 

and voices his opinion in a •1 that yeara ago was unheard of. !he 

ae•ttment of the age does not necessitate the child's acceding to 

the wishes and experience of his elders. &.Poiled children in America 

are common and yet the process which has brought about their spoil

ing is one that bas made sa u:ausually close relationship between 

parents and children in .America.l In the difficulties that have 

arisen in parent-child relationships in recent years there has been 

the realization that education for modem parenthood is an absolute 

need and essential. !bus more and more~ i?arent education agencies 

and courses are being fostered and encouraged that better ad~ustment 

'1111.7 be made between parents and children in this day ot bewildering 

difticulties.a Living is a difficult task filled with ~ probleDS 

tor the boy or girl of the 1930's• Jlodern parenthood, moreover, is 

a ooDl!?le:"lt and bewilderil:lg responsibility. 

t. Increased J,eiaure and Recreational Opportunities. 

!he commercialization of amnsement is one ot the most " 

ta.damental factors that tends to decentralize the home. Again look-

ing baclt into the "glorious past•, amusement and diversion centered 

within the home or the small community. !oda.y the limited size of 

the home makes it veritably little more than a place in which to 

sleep al1d perhaps to eat. In com,paratively tew instances is it a 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. c. H. Cooley: Social Organization, P• 361. 
a. Ct. E. li. Groves: Parent Education, The .Annals, March 1932, 

JP• 216•322, and H. Jl. LJlld: Parent Education and the Oolleges, 
!he .Annals, lf&roh 1932, »P• 197-204. 
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place in which to entertain or be entertained. Quite naturally, 

therefore, the members of the home go outside tor their diversion 

and aJJU.sement. !hen, too, with the lifting of domestic burdens 

from the home thr011gh modern conveniences aud the use of electrical 

a.pplica.noes, time for leisure has 'been increased and the confines 

of the home cannot satisfy. fl:ra.s there is the subsequent seeking 

tor recreation. ~his is so not only on the part of the rich but 

of the more middle class people as well, for as Groves says, 

•tt has been the democratizing of leisure rather than its 
mere inorea.se that ha.s ele:va.ted the problem of recreation 
to the position it now holds in public a.ttention.•l 

With this increase of leisure aud need of finding recreation outside 

the home, a. coumercia.liza.tion of recreation has taken place. In the 

words of Groves, • ••• recreation has become a business.n2 Kuch 

of the s3JD.pa.thy and enJo7Jllent Which the members of the family exper-

ienced through playing and planniDg tor play together has been lost 

and given over to commercial interests. !hrough this very situation, 

there have been brought about distinct influences upon character and 

conduct. 

!he moving picture, undoubtedly, is one of the best examples 

of commercialized amsement. Films have been· taken into almost every 

part of the world, and they are said to have become •the most nearlJ' 

universal public entel:tainment .•3 ll:uch real entertainment has been 

provided by the "movies•, but a. great deal of unwholesome and uaclesn 

• • • • • • • 

1. :m. R. Groves, op. cit., p. 241. 
a. Ibid., P• 241. 
z. Ibid., P• 242. 



thinking has been aroused by what has been portrayed on the screen. 

Efforts have been made by the state to censor films so that plays of 

demoralizi.Dg influence shall not reach the public but rather that 

the finer and better type shall be offered to them. 1 

Another means of diversion and opportunity for getting awaJ 

from the confines of the smaller home has been found in the auto-

mobile. It, too, has brought with it not only many benefits, but 

ml.nJ problems as well. l'or e:rample, it has enabled the whole family 

to enjoy outings together, on the one ha.nd, While on the other, it 

has given opportunity for immoralities and m1sconduct.2 

Perhaps the gravest disintegrating influences have been 

brought about in th4 homes of the poorer class because young men 

and young women from crowded, limited homes, especially in our cities, 

have frequented the commeriea.l dance-hall, cheap movie houses, and 

places where gambling and drinking are oarried on. ~his has tended 

toward absolute degeneracy in the lives of the yotmg people and the 

communities from which they come. It is readily understood that 

these young people seek to satisfy what is the natural desire of 

youth and in so doing are fretmently caught in commercialized pit-

falls. Cooley in referring to these commeriealized vice centers as 

organizations S.nd iJ1 exp.l.Aining the entrance of these yotmg people 

into such things, says, 

•It owes its strength no more to gross passions than to the 
absence of alternatives that enables it to pervert to base 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. E. R. Groves: ~p~~it.,p. 242. 
2. Of. Ibid., P• 242. 



"uses the finer impulses, those calling for companionship, 
recreation, cheerful and uncon.straining aurroun.dings.•l 

!bQ,s it is to be seen that commercialized amusement, Wholesome or 

not as it may be in itself, BUSt be classified as having a disinte-

grating tendency in reprd to the tmity of the fa.milJ of today. 

S• !he Popularisation of Birth Control. 

ln. order to carq on the family pattern the f'amilJ mst 

have children. lf' it does not, it is doomed as tar a.s its physical 

continuance is concerned. In the face of the realization of these 

facts therefore the decreasing birth-rate in America is faced with 

concern. lll'o longer is the rearing of a large family regarded as a 

eo"Pebed goal in the founding of a home. Even the familJ of' four or 

five is rapidly being replaced by tba.t of one or two. A number of' 

factors enter into an explanation of the development of this situa-

tion. !he general pressure of' circumstances of our times mst be 

realised in contrast to the conditions of fifty years or so ago. 

lm,portaut among the modern influences that have tended to decrease 

the birth-rate is the popularisation of' birth control or voluntary 

parenthood as some have termed it. Birth control a.s a practice has 

been carried on since very early times. Contraceptive methods seem 

to have been known even among the most primitive peoples, aud some 

ua:thod of limiting the size of families was not at all uncommon. 2 

It was not until after the Great War, however, that any sort of birth 

control movement of widespread note took place in societJ. 

• • • • • • • 

1. 0. H. COoley: Social Process, P• 194. 
2.~1. B. Himes: Birth Control in Historical and Olinica.l Perspective, 

!he Alma.ls, March 1932, P• 49. 



In .America the popularization of the practice of birth 

control was met with decided apprehension on the part of ma.ny. It 

was opposed by medical authorities and considered as a moral issue 

by religious sects. The trend in public opinion iD. regard to the 

movement has been rap idly changing in recent years, however, unt i1 

now, significantly enougb., the United States has more birth control 

clinics than Great ~ritain, 1 Medical anthorities are more and more 

giving their cooperation in clinical work and dealing with it more 

openly in their private practices, In cbQrch circles noticeable 

clw:J.gea in attitude have occurred, as is evidenced by the recent 

expression of approval of birth control by a committee of the Jederal 

OoUl1cil of Churches of Christ in America, and by a board of the 

United Clmrches of Canada, a !he Catholic church, however' has stood 

out uncom,promisi:ngly in opposition to the practice. Schmie<U.er for 

example says that the popularization of it in modern life finds its 

roots chiefly in pure selfislmeas and the gratification of lustful 

desire, and not in the consideration of health or of economic neces

sity.3 

Jlotwithstanding the voices of disapproval, modern society 

is faced with the fact that birth control advocates are Widely dis

seminating their teaching and tb.a.t the practice rightly or wrongly 

used is being followed extensively in many modern homes. Literature 

u)on the subject is of a higher and more acceptable tone than ever 

• • • • • • • 

1, ct. lli. E. Rimes: op. cit,, P• 55, 
2, ct, J"ews Art He, !he New York !rimes, December 8, 1932, 

and Christianity !odaJ, October 1932, P• 22. 
3. at. E. Scbmie&ler: op. cit., pp. 173-7. 
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before,l sad the reputable are sanctioning it even though some of 

their colleagues continue to dissent upon the point. Legal sanction 

has been veq slow in coming but the advocates are constantly seeking 

to gain state and gover.ament approval.2 In 1929 some fifty-five 

clinics were in existence in .America and about ten thousand pb¥sicians 

were said to be assisting with the advancement of the program.5 :By 

the end of 1951 eighty-five clinic• in which contraceptive gu.idance 

was freely given had come into existence throughout the country. !he 

fact that more than half of these clinics were in hospitals indie§.tes 

the reapectable and accepted status the movement has attained.4 . 

h. !he :Breaking Up of Homes. 

Upon first thought it ma:'8 seem illogical to include as a 

social disintegrating influence that which has already disintegrated, 

namelJ homes broken through domestic discord, divorce, and. d6aertion. 

llowewr, it is readily realised that such disorganization bas a most 

unsta'bilizing influence upon the unity of homes in general and creates 

undesirable attitudes ab~t tbe home in the minds of many youth in 

regard to the penuaency of the marriage relation. For these tunda.-

mental reasons, therefore, consideution is given to the subject. 

(1) '.l'brough Domestic Discord. 

Domestic discord of variant kinds shares responsibility in 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. B. E. Rimes, op. cit., P• 65. 
2. Ibid., P• 65. 
5. Cf. J. e. Colcord; Bemedial Agencies Dealing with the American 

J'amilJ, !he Annals, Ma.;'ch 1952, p. 12?. 
4. ct. 11. P. Bridgman: Guidance 1br »arria.ge and Family Life, !he 

.A:rlu&ls, llaroh 1952, P• 154. 
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\rea'ld.ng up the institution of the familJ. Scllnie4eler in his book 

cmtitle4 •An Introtuctor7 Study of the Famil,. devotes a whole chap-
~ 

ter to the cliscusaion of this subject uad.er the heading, tiJ'amilJ 

tensions.• A claaaifica.tian of these factors which are clisintegrat-

1q ill their influence has 'been woX'k.ed out b7Kerozq under the fo1-

l0Wiag heats az:L4 su'bhead.a: 1 

I. llconomic Factors 
(l) PovertJ 
(2) J'ina.ncial Reverse 
C 3) llconomic In4epen4ence ot Wife 
(4) Occupational Conclitions 

(a) Emplo;yment of Both HUsband and Wife 
(b) KobilitJ of Oocu;pation 
(c) StabilitJ of Occupation 
(d) OoetLpaUonal Sta.ndarcla 
(e) Sex Contacts Required. bJ Occupation 

II. Realth Factors 
(1) Sielmess and Disease 
(2) Pllfsical DeformitJ 
(3) Pllfaiological Chazlges nte to Age 
(4) PsJcl»:pathic Conclitions 

III. Personal laotora 
( l) !em.perament 
(2) Appetites an4 Babita 
(3) Sex Attitudes 
(4) Age Variance 
(5) Philosophf of Life 
(6) Personal Behavior Patterns 

IV. Social Factors 
(1) :a&ce 
(2) ~ocial Class 
(f) Religion 
(4) Status 
(5) Child-Com.ple:us 
(6) Social Control ot the JamilJ Group 
(7) Belativea 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. Jlerozq: !he !own Clmrch and the Modern FUlilJ, p. 77, 
quoted. bfli. Schmiedeler; op. cit., p. 134. 
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A more recat and less elaborate classification has been 

made by Xra.ecer.1 It is as follows: 

( 1) Economic 
(2) qcou.pat ion 
(3) lles:poue (lex) 
(4) Qontrol (lositional Relationship of Members to :mach 

Other) 
(6) 8tatas (Positional Relationship of Family in Social 

Participation} 
(f) Ga.l,ture 
(7) lhilpsophy of Lite 
(8) !emgerament 
(9) Bealth 
(10) Individual Capacities and Abilities 
( 11) Appet Uta and J!ab 1 ta 
(1!) Personal Behavior Pattern 
(13) Age 

!l:uute brta41Dgs need little u;planation. !he term •cultural• as used 

might be said to include race, recreation, religious, and general 

back4JrOlUld mores. While the disorganization of a family may not be 

U811'oled ader one heading exclusively, the predominant source of 

domeatio diffioulty 7:JJB.1 be tlms characterized. 

11a.D.J of the subjects liated in the outlines above include 

tensions Which have alwqs u.iated in marriage, but the Vlb.irl of 

modern lite has intensified them each oae. However, Schmied.eler 

speakS of the co.ltura1, sex incom.patibilit;r, and economic tenaiona 

as those which predominate in causing the disorganisation of modern 

families. In the complexity of life to4ay the development of high 

atraag nerves and ~iak di~oaitions has seemed to have been in

evitable, especially in city life. therefore, any occasion for dif-

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf'. B. !!. Xruegera •A Stud;y of a.u-riage Incompatibiliti", 
!lle Famil7, April 1928, :P• 64. 
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tereace or te:nsicm seems to be exaggerated in the homes of today, 

and to bring about disorganisation more easily. fhe extent of the 

disorcaaisation of families is incomputable, for d1vorae ad de

se%11on s~atistica cannot be considered to give by __, means a co~ 

:plate illdication of the zmmber of homes that have failed. !hat the 

succum'biDB to one or another of these family tensions is widespread 

today, however, is taced. as tact, and therefore homes broken through 

domestic discord are included as being disintegratillg influences 

upon modern family life. 

(2) fhrough :Divorce. 

Jormerly studies of divorce ware confined more or less to 

the statistical and factual side of the subJect. Important as this 

p:baae is, it can only prove to be valuable when these facts are con

sidered in their relationships a:ad in view of their significa:n.ce as 

to what is l:lappeaiDS in the 11 ves of men and wome:n. !hat Which bas 

occasioned the dissolving of the marriace relationship mat be soucbt 

out and an attempt to understand what is taking place 1n society in 

general mut be rep.rded. .A.ttitu4es toward divorce are widely di

vergent. fo some , the fact that the United States has more di vorcea 

than all the rest of the world together1 is indicative of what is 

intex:preted to be the absolute disintegration of the hone, While to 

otbers it is merely a more complete lesal reoord than in former daJB 

of those marriages Which have been unsuccessful. Acceptance of eitller 

position cannot be mtual17 exclusive, tor the latter represents a 

• • • • • • • 

l. Ct. E. Scbmiecleler: op. cit., P• aos. 
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atatement of an existing condition. Fl'ed S. Hall, in an article 

entitlecl "JJa,rriage and the La..-, says, 

• ••• every divorce represents a failure of the moat tm,por
taat social inatitution in this world -- the institut~on of 
JDarriase.• 

!his circumstance is diaintegratblg in influence even if not to the 

extent that some would have us believe. It cannot be rightlJ said 

that divorce disorsanizes a home; divorce is only the cltmsx of a 

home a1rea4J brolten. It is the outward, lepl expression that a mar-

l'i&ge is COl'lSidered unsuccessful, and may only come long after the 

real disintegration has taken place. And 18t, though divorce may not 

be considered 1n itself as disintegrating, its disintegrating influ-

eace is undeniable. 

In 1887 there was one divorce to every seventeen marriages, 

wbile in 1'30 there was o:ne to about eveq six. 2 !lm.s i:a. 1887 there 

were ·0.47 divorces to every thousand population, wbile in 1930 there 

were 1.56 to evel'y thousand. 5 !he reasons for this increase 1n the 

divorce l'ate are unmerous and varied, and are closely related and 

connected with the general tre:a.ds 1n economic, social, and religious 

life. In recent years tbere have been the abnormal breaking of 1mm1-

grant ties, and increase of economic freedom. A greater number of 

grounds are included on statute books tor the granting of divorce. 

!he statutoq sroun4s upo:a. Which divorce 'ltJ1J:1" be obtained today are 

chiefly adu11tery, crueltJ, desertion, drunkenness, an4 neglect to 

• • • • • • • 

1. !be A.J:usals, March 1932, P• 111. 
2. Ct. M. c. Elmer: op. cit., pp. 159, 160. 
3. Ct. Ibid., !able 19, P.P• 158, 159. 
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prov14e. Other minor groups for which some states grant divorce are 

sroaa neglect, vagranc7, conviction of crime, separation, biga..rq, 

1nco~atibilitJ, false representation, and misconduct.l !hen, too, 

attitudes toward divorced people have changed considerablJ till the 

ostracism that was once prevalent has been verr largely broken down. 

Pa.rther, woman's economic independence, as well as the higher stand-

ar4s accepted in general for vromen, are seriously connected with the 

causes for divorce.8 

!lila modern JOUth is placed in a dilema: marriage offers 

for it increased opportunities for personal happiness and Jet at the 

same time a difficult relationship that because of the pressures and 

conflicts of our rushing civilisation is subjected to te~orariness 

of nature and existence. This accounts for the fact that along with 

an increased divorce rate there is an increased marriace rate in the 

United States. It is this side of the picture that Elmer would not 

have us forget. He claims that it is a. common error to consider onlJ -

the clla:rJ&e of the percentage of divorce in relation to marriage. !o 

follow this through consistentlJ dark gloom is all that lies ahead, 

for with a. continued increase in the divorce rate, marriages and 

divorces would soon counteract each other in number. However, the 

fact m.at be recognized that marriages have been increasing in recent 

,.ears as well as divorce. Elmer tells us that the increase in everJ 

thousand marriages of those Wh.o get married and stq married per 1,000 

population is relatively the sa.DS and bas been so for the past fiftJ 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. K. c. Elmer: op. cit., PP• 152, 153. 
2. ct. Ibid., PP• 152, 153. 
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~ara.1 Elmer is avowedly an optimist: Bay R. Abrams of the Uni

Teraity of Pennsylva:nia in reyiewing his book, "Family AdJustment 

and Social ObaDge•, questions his use of divorce statistics2, but 

his presentation of this t-andamental problem in society of today 

is of value and interest because of the very note of optimism which 

he does sound. 

Another underlying occasion tor divorce in modern society 

has been found in the increased mobility of families, which has al-

ready been shown to be a disintegrating factor in family life. 

Mowrer tells us of a thousand divorce oases which were studied to 

ascertain whether or not mobility was closely associated with divorce. 

Changes of address previous to separation in these thousand divorce 

cases were followed up and the conclusions reached verified the as-

SWDption that the mobility of city lite shares tre~ently as a ~sal 

factor in divorce.Z ~hl:ls, mobility, together with problems aroused 

by illmigration, the increase in economic freedom, legal le:niency, 

cha:aged social attitudes, and woman's emancipation may be cited as 

phases of modern life which e:x;plain in part the rise o~ the munber 

of divorces in our country. 

A disintegrating influence upon the home is not only brought 

about through divorce as the climax of "tragedies in lm.man experience-', 

but thro1J8h the great l'lUiliber of individuals who are affected by the 

act of divorce. AdJustment after divorce has taken place is most com-

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. K. c. Elmera op. cit., PP• 159•177. 
a. Ct. Book Department, ~he Almals, March 1932, p. 231. 
3. ot. E. Mowrer: op. cit., PP• 194, 205, 206. 
4. J. P. Lichtenberger: Divorce Legislation, ~he Annals, Karch 1932, 

P• 120. 
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plex and dif'fioo.l t, and because it fJJ8:8 fail or 'IJJ8.'1 not be comple.:te, 

the effect on society is moat certainly fmperiling and a cause for 

concern. In spite of the tact that public attitude is now more in

clined to condone divorces than in former 11ars, nevertheless American 

culture is such that divorced individuals meet With dif'f'icult ies which 

they would. not otherwise confront. Of course, the social strain 

varies someWhat according to geographical location. In the West where 

divorce is more frequent and the rate higher, divorce is considered 

more complacently than in the more conservative parts of the East.1 

lfatarall7 enough, too, divorce in the city brings about less criti-

cism than in a rural coDIIIUlity. Outside opposition ssida, howver, 

the strain upon the personalities involved in a divorce precedure is 

such that Mowrer says that there are few crises comparable to it in 

the life span of' an individual.! Ofteu.times the burden is more 

severel7 felt by one partner than by the other. In the same article 

Mowrer discusses the following problems as aroused by divorce -

sexual adJustment, emotional expression, social relationships, re

S marriage, and the adjustment of' children. Each of these is a. com-

plex matter tor attention. !he need for sex adJustment which is 

brought about by divorce often occasions sex irregularities and 

habits that not only demoralise those who become guilty of them, but 

the coJDJDmity in which the individuals are a part. J4oreover, after 

two people have lived together and have become emotionally dependent 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. B. Scbmiedelera op. cit., PP• 206, 207. 
2. ct. B. R. Jlowrera Divorce and ReadJustment, !he .Annals, Barch 1932, 
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3. Of'. Ibid., PP• 194-196. 
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upoa oae a:nother, their separation is likely to briJJg about an emo

tioaal upheaval. It the marriage was cons'Wl'JJi&.ted in late ado leacence 

and it it was the first, the partners f'ind their emotional lives have 

become mtual and deeply rooted and entwined. Sometilnes attar divorce 

the aupree~sion or sublimation of' emotional eXpression is found to be 

very difficult and sometimes apparently i~ssible. 

In social relationships tDDamerable problema arise. A woman 

is f'requentlJ forced into economic independence and is faced with the 

makiDg of' adJustments that are more coJmlOnly :made earlier in lite. As 

aU&adf mentioned both man a:nd woma.u f'ace social criticism and J'.ll8.f meet 

eJ!ibarrassment in relation to the former f'rienda Wbich th&J have had 

1n coJIIIIIOU. Jl&tural teeliDgs ot pride and jealousf are trequentlJ real 

roots of' torment a:nd discomfort, emphaticallJ so if' one mate remarries. 

Remarriage viewed objectivelJ might seem at first the very purpose of' 

divorce and tlms the satisf'Jing of' desire so that an individual might 

find the happiness tor which he was searchins. !he contrarr is often 

found to be true. Au investigation baa shO'WJl that divorcees do not 

remarry~ more quickly than do Widows or widowers.l In remarriage 

it is difficult to avoid constant coupariaons, to retrain f'rom ideal

isi~~g the past, to keep trom being remorseful about it, and tlms de

velopins a supercritical or f'aultf'indins attitude toward the new sit

uation and relationship. Bemarriage in a co:m.n~~mitJ in Which senti

ment is stro~~glJ in opposition to divorce may keep &11'19 a tense of' 

uneasiness or sa.ilt about that which has been done and a f'eeli:ng of 

• • • • • • • 

1. J. P. l4chtenbergera op. cit., !he .Almala, Karch 19~, p. 116. 
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1llecal1t;y about the present relatiOl'lShip. Perfect readjustment is 

moa~ oertainl;y impossible with such an aeaainess of mind and spirit. 

If there were children by the first marriage, the;y frequently pro-

nloa problems iD re-.rriage. A:sq strong resemblances to the divorced 

;parent in the child are apt to keep kindled. soma feelillg or desire 

tor the on,e from whom estra.1J88d. As far as the children are concerned., 

alllost insurmoatable problems eontront them, aless thq are very 

JO'U8 when the separation ta.ltes plaee. llspec1a111 is it difficult 

for the child. if he spends part of his time with each parent, tor his 

hOJie Ute and. sex life cannot be norual ader such conditions. If the 

paret with whom the child lives is remarried, difficulties with the 

foster parent flAJ arise. !he presence of the child in the home rrs.;y be 

reaentecl, or the child maJ resent the foster parent'• being there. A 

disillusioning and skeptical attitude toward marriage m&1 develop 

within the child so that his ~ marriage in later fears m8J result 

in disa.nion. !hus an inclination for divorce ma.J run from generation 

to generation. However, in all these problems of readjustment after 

divorce, it mst be remeJ!ibered as Jl.owrer reminds ua1 that the •1 in

dividuala become adjusted or fail to become adjusted is dependent upon 

two fact ora, first, the indi vidnal pers ona.li t1 and his background, and 

second., the general situation and the conditions at the time and after 

the divorce. 

In mo<lern life, then, dinrce has become a force ot con-

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. E. 11. Mowrer: Divorce and ReadJustment, !he Annals, Jliarch 
1932, P• 196. 
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siderablt stragth. In some particulars the strains of current 

situations and impacts __, explain if not excuse its prevalence. 

Yet if the American home is to be safega.arded the increas iJlg con• 

donation of divorce as a mere escape from a relationship of re-

aponsibility mst be cheeked, so that youth J'IB.Y not be led to view 

marriage as a more or less temporary or experimental relationship 

Which may be broken if circumstances arise whiCh provoke difficulties 

or discomfort. Recognition is made again of the truth that divorce 

is not in itself the force of disorganisation of the family but rather 

the result or outcome of a home already disorganized by one Of the 

causes referred to above. And yet with this admission, it has been 

observed above also that homes broken as the reaul t of divorce have 

a disintegrating influence upon home life in society in general. 

(3) !hrough Desertion. 

Jl.oney is a necessity in bringing about the dissolution of 

marriage throu.gh divorce. For this reason 4esertion has been called 

•the poor mu. • s 4ivoroe• .1 Jl.oreover, desertion is more frequent 

among the poorer classes because of their laCk of social position 

and their lack of knowledge of the intricacies of the court. De-

sertion has not been studied as systematically or as widely as divorce. 

but it is generally recognized that it is mch more common than in 

past decades. a !he causes for the brealtiug up of homes through 

desertion are mch the same as those which occasion divorce. Poverty, 

however, is closely connected with desertion; many a poor father 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. E. Scbmiedeler: op. cit., p. 213. 
a. ct. Ibid., P• 213. 
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deserts his home and children because he cannot meet their needs. 

lase:r:tion among the poorer classes does not brtQg about the problema 

of social stigma or difficulties Which arise with divorce among the 

rich, 'but the probleDIS of read~ustment for the partners and the 

children are very similar BDd equally as difficult. !he poorer 

groups are a large part of our Araerican society and the stabilit7 

of their homes is as essential as that of the upper strata. Desertion 

among these sroups therefore is included as a force which is disorgan

isiDS in its influence and effect. 

a. Koral and Religious Influences. 

a. Attitude toward Authority. 

Economic and industrial influences Which tend to have a 

disintegrating influence upon modern family life have been surveyed 

as well as sona of the outstanding social forces Which are prevalent 

in our modern society. From these we now turn to those forces and 

attitudes which strike most deeply into the hearts of men and women -

the moral and the religious. !he rise of individualism and the re

volt against authority has evidenced itself very plainly in the gen

eral change in attitude toward the clmrch and religion. !hrough the 

grOWiDB spirit of independence men and women have no longer been con

tent to believe and do, ~st becsnse •the Bible or the church says 

so.• !hi developmant of a scientific attitude has emphasized the desire 

to try, to prove, and to experience. Guided toward the right ends 

and lad in the right channels this spirit is the one of highest in

telligence and reasonableness, but when expressed siJI!PlY as a selfish 
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:mood of revolt against what has come down through the ages and been 

proved b¥ time to be worthWhile and good and eternal, it is per

aicious in its effect and provokes a difficult problem with Which to 

-cope. Katerialistic teaching has become ranq>ant in American collMges 
1'1'1 

aad universities. !he sovereip.tJ of God is displaced bJ the sover-

eigntJ of man in rrAnJ of the popular magazines and books of the land. 

Conflicts in ethics and ideals are necessarilJ brought about in da.Js 

of shifting social standar4s. lTowhere has this been felt more lteenlJ 

than in the home and faudli life.1 In the light of such circum-

staDces and attitudes, maaJ men and women have felt little restraint 

about regarding lightlJ the man:iase relationship, for a selfish ia

dividualism has been allowed to control their lives and to cast a.aide 

the authoritative restraints of the church, the :Bible, the conmtlllitJ, 

and the larger societJin general. 

b. Attitude toward the Institution of llarriage. 

!he attitudes that have developed about marriage in recent 

Jea:rs have laecome almost "volutionarJ. In earlier days mt.rriage was 

a matter of families and interests. Jarriage for mere romantic con~ 

cern was viewed askance and regarded as the gratification of whimsical 

ideas. !he marriage on grounds of •convenance•, however, is increa.s-

inglf an idea of the past. It is no longer a matter of necess itJ, but 

of voluntaq choice and desire. Butual affection of a t;ype promising 

to abide is more and more coming to be accepted as the basis for the 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. G.W. Fiske; op. cit., PP• 180, 181. 
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founding of the modern home. !l!his philosopbJ of marriage is tJ.pical1y 

reflected in J. P. J,ichtenberger•s definition of marriage, 

"'larriage ideally is a life :u:e.teship of a man and a wou:J 
based upon ~tually and contiaaed choice and affection.• 

!he coacept of marriage as m institutio%1 ordained of God md sanc

tio:Aed of Him fails to be included in this or similar definitioas. 

!he romantic element of marriage has become one of the most predomi

uant notes in connection with the relationship. Youth, too fre~ently 

toda.f, view marriage as a romantic adventure, a sentimental, emotio%1&1 

u:perieace. !l!hey too often fail to face its seriousness, responsi

bi 11 ties , and permanency. E. 1i. Burgess points out in an article en-

titled -The Romantic Iepulse and Family Disorganisation• that a. home 

built upon roma.l1ce alone is altogether too fleeting. -Bomance, com-

ra.deship, and mtuality of interest• ~st enter in due and perhaps 

cbangins proportions into the founding of a home that will abide. 2 

With the development of such a. philosopbJ about marriage, overempba.sis

ing the romantic element and neglecting its u.cre4Jless, the marriage 

relatio!lShip has become wrapped in questio•ble garments that cannot 

prove to be durable. 

c. Experimentation in Forms of Marriage. 

With a chansed attitude toward authority in modern life and 

a decidedly wea.ltened and lighter regard toward the institution of mar-

riage, experimentation in the forms of :u:e.rriage is a logical result. 

• • • • • • • 

1. Op. cit., !he Annals, Jlarch 1932, P• 116. 
2. !I! he Su.rvey, Vo 1. LT.ti , PP• 290-294. 
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In receat years this has :manifested itseli" most striltiDgly. Free 

loft, companionate, trial marriage, and such terms have become common 

and familiar expressions as well as experiments amo:ng manJ in modern 

life. Free loft is in realitJ the outcome of the widespread emphasis 

upon the romantic impulses of life. lt is the endeavor for individuals 

to share and enjoy each other's companionship without the formalit7 

or restraint of the marri868 bond. It does not necessarilJ anticipate 

formal marriage eftntually, though that -.y be the outcome. It is a 

•tree• arrangement whereb7 the parties ma¥ part When their •love• for 

each other has cooled, or love for another comes to them. Experiments 

are repeatedly proving dissatisfJing. Children are not planned :{or'fi 

and yet maay times are born, bringing difficult alld embarrassi.Dg 

problems. !rial marriage •dignifies• itself from tree love in that 

it is entered upon with a view to per-manent conventional marriage. 

It is an endeavor to seek to ascertain the possibilities of se11l&l 

adjustment and compatibilit7. Prevamtion of conception is of neces

sity fundamental to this experiment. !he very experimenting in these 

relationships is indisputably disrupting to home life and their 

turther popularisation caB only have disastrous results. 

A few years ago society was aroused by discussions of what 

was termed •companionate marriage.• !he term was first introduced bJ 

Dr. K. :u:. Knight of Barnard College in an article Which he wrote for 

the Journal of Social Hygiene of Ma.1, 1924. He used it as descrip

tive of the modern type of home established merely for the sake of 
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compa:Aio:a.ship and W1 thout the intent of having children.1 !he 

phrase was soon adopted by those interested in the welfare of the 

family. It has become mat directly associated, however, with Judge 

Ben Lindsey, who has been the chief propasandist of the movement. 

He advocated it as a solution to the sex problems of youth and as a 

safeguard against their temptations. He would give legal sanction 

to trial marriage and provide for a dissolution of the relationship 

it it should prove to be undesirable or unsuccessful. :U:owrer sum-

marises the essentials of Li!ldsey•s program under the following 

points: (l) the usual marriage ceremony, (2) birth control sanctioned 

by law, (Z) the granting of divorce if nutually agreed and approved 

by a special agency which endeavors to foster reconciliation, {4} 

c:ba.nge in the usual custom of granting by law support and alimony to 

the wife, (5) the foster~ of instruction for both the married and 

the unmarried. It can be little doubted that in practice many of 

these suggestions of Lindsey's are being carried out, though not 

~ctioned by law. 2 Some sociologists can justify, or at least ex-

plain, each point in the program. !hose most critical of it find in 

it a lure for youth which is dangerous. !hey consider it a partner

ship Which •seises all privileges but denies responsibilit1es•3 of 

the true family. It has been termed by uant' an •arrested familY", 

because its interests are restricted to the two partners alone and 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. E. Groves: op. cit., P• 89. 
2. Cf. E. Mowrer: op. cit., pp. 263, 264. 
3. Ct. G. W. Fiske: op. cit., P• 115. 
4. ct. E. R. Groves: op. cit., P• 89, and G. w. Fiske; op. cit., 

P• 115. 
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chil<Sre:a. are mutualli excluded. It is thus i:a. its ordi:a.a.rJ executio:a. 

aanctio:a.ed selfishness. !he fact that childre:a. are postpo:a.ed is 

:a.ot a matter of criticism, but rather that theJ are excluded alto

gether. Compauionate marriage concerns itself with the two co:a.tract

ing parties and fails to re~ize that everJ marriage is a matter of 

coDI!IlnitJ interest an.d concern. Its main emphasis is upo:a. sex, and 

it therefore fails to recognize the whole nobleness of the marriage 

relatiouship. J'inallJ it is not trulJ -marriage• iu the historical 

sense of the word; rather is it a substitute for marriage, and thus 

should more properlJ be ter.med •the companionate• rather than •com

panionate lbarriage• •1 !he open Willingness to defr conventio:a. as 

is ;proved by indiviau&ls Who are experimenting with new for.ms of 

marriage or substitutes for it, evidences the complexity of moder.n 

life. !he prevalence of loose marriage relationships is sapping the 

ver1 heart of the institution; societr is challenged to avoid anr 
suggestion of sanctioni.Dg that which will tear down familJ life and 

the home. !he drift away from moral restraints and ethical securities 

basioallr roCks the stabilitJ of the American home, situated as it is 

in the midst of a bewildering society. 

c. Sammal7 

Prom a surve1 of the disintegrating influences of modem 

family life as evidenced in the economic, social, moral and religious 

realms, the difficult position of the home is most certainly recognized. 

• • • • • • • 

1. Of. G. 'I. Piske: op. cit., P• 103. 
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JfaJQ" adjustments and changes are forced upon the fa=ilJ unit of 

America whether it wills it or not. Others are entered upon in 

keeping with the general spirit and cirCWDStances of the times. 

Economic, socia~and religi~s forces have been considered as dis

integrating, not necessarilJ because of anr 1aherent unWholesome

ness ot nature, but rather because o t the outcome or effect produced. 

!hus with the surge of new economic forces, the rise of battling 

social conditions, and the arising tendencies in moral and religious 

attitudes, it is perhaps more to be wondered that the home exists at 

all, rather than tl'Jat it is experiencing a struggle against disinte

gration or radical revolution. 
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!D II!EGRATI:NG INI'LUE:NCI OF Rli1LIGI01V I:N THE liOIBlUii ROME 

A. Evidence of the Integrating Influence of Religion 
· in the Home. 

1. As Revealed in the Hebrew Rome. 

In a discussion of family life, modern authorities very 

frequentlJ' refer to the home lite of the Hebrew with recognition of 

1 its superiority over that of other ancient peoples. !he fUndamental 

explanation for this high type of faudly life, it is pointed out, 

lies to a great extent in the fact that the Jews were a religious 

people. Koreover, their religion was a religion that centered in 

the home. !he father presided over the household as priest, and 

the: · important religious observances, suCh as the passover, were 

largely family rites.2 Kotherhood and the birth of children were 

honored and held sacred, probably due in later days, at least, to 

the expectancy of the lllessiah. 8 In addition, the need for the train-

ing of the children in the ways of Jehovah God was eJII.Phasized from 

ver-y earl-y times in such words as are found repeated in Deuteronozq, 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. C.A.Ellwood: Reconat:uctio:n of Religion, p. 81; w. Goodsell; 
!he Famil-y, P.P• 53-54; !.G.Soaresa !he Social Institutions and 
Ideals of the :Bible, PP• 3'•46, 58-62, 333-384; R.P.ltreitler: 
Jhgeaics, ill Honest Liberty in the :Clm.rch, PP• 204-5; Delaware 
Stud-y Conference Reports, 1931: !he Changing Standards of the 
Family, P• 5; W.1f.Moorea Religion in the Rome, PP• 8-10; H.F. 
Copea Religious Education in the Fami17, PP• 89-41. 

2. Ct. V.;oodaell: op, cit., P• 53. 
3. Ct. B.F.Copes op. cit., PP• 39-40. 
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•J.ad these words, which I coDJDaDd thee this dq, shall be in 
thine heart; and thou sba.lt teach them diligentlr uato tbJ:; 
children, and shalt talk of them wheu thou sittest 1n thJ 
house, and when thou walkest bf t:be war, and wheD. thou liest 
do1m., and When thou risest up ••• -.d thou shalt •iie them 
upon the door-poats of thJ houae, and upon thf gates,• 

!his religious instruction in the home, Soares asserts, acceuats more 

largely t:ban any other OM factor for the preservation of the J811 1n 

h1story.1 Loralty, stabi1itr, and unity, tlms, were the inevitable 

outcomes in the familr life of a people who nurtured their children 

in the atmos.phere of vital religioa. 

a. As 'Revealed ia the Ee.rlf .A:mirioan Home. 

!he homes of the pioneers of America were found.et tor the 

most part bJ religious men, and religion vas given a promiaea.t place 

in the famill orgauization. eomment is frequentll made upon the stera

neas aad aeveritl of the t7.Pe of religion manifest in the homes of the 

Bn llagland !urita.ns. However, one mst not fail to consider the aer-

iou~ss of mind of the whole colonial period; religious expression 

was simplJ 1n keepi.Dg with the general severitr of attitude in all 

matters. ~t most important of all, it mnst be realizet tba.t the r~ 

ligious faith of these early homes gave them power and courage and 

fait:tl. Religion in the home was for them not onlJ a unifying and 

atabilisiUC power, but a matter of such vital necessity that it wa.s 

their pl'ime interest in life. It kept them together as families and 

gave leaven to the tutve nation.1 

• • • • • • • 

1. ~teronear 6;6,V,9. 
2. Ct. !.G.Soares; op. cit., P• 62. 
z. Ct. G.'l .l'illket the Cba.nging l'amily, PP• 39-40. 



- 69 -

z. As Bevealed in the Christiaa Rome of !odaJ• 

Religion in the modern home manifests itself far less thea 

1 in earlier periods of our oou:ntrJ's histor,. , and Jet even in its 

weakened expression it bears testimoD.J to the power of Christ to pre

serve home life and to produce men and women of honorable, law-abid-

i:ng character. !he divorce ratio is, und.oubtedlJ, a negative con

sideration, ,.et it maybe cited as indicative of proof of this asser

Uon. While the ratio of divorce in the united States has reached 

about one in every seven marriages2, it has been estiDBted that the 

ratio of divorce in religious families is about one in fiftJ. Thns 

the Christian. home is said to have about seven times more likelihood 

of permaaencJ than non~religious homes.1 Further testtmoBJ to the 

work of the Christian home is found in the striki:nglJ significant 

statement of Dr. FrankL. Christian, superintendent of the llew York 

State Reformatory at Elmira, to the effect that few ortminals come 

from Christian homes.4 AdmittedlJ, no adequate nor accurate measure 

of the influence of religion in the home ean be given or made, and 

Jet such external facts as have been indicated are most certainly ooa-

tributive to the belief that Christianity can and does integrate home 

life even in the whirl of mightJ disrupt i:ng forces in the sooietJ of 

• • • • • • • 

1. Of. W. Goodsell: op. cit., P• 398; of., also, Recent Social Trends 
in the United States, P• 662. 

2. ct. M. c. Elmer: op. cit., PP• 159, 160, quoted p, 52 of this thesis. 

3. Of. G.W.Fiske: The Christian Family, PP• 33-34. 
4, Cf. F,;L.Cb.ristian, in !he Chapel Bell, quoted bJ J .C.White: Child 

Welfare and the Church, P• 3?. 
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From the foregoing, it is evident that the Hebrew home owes 

its singular survival to the pl.aa of religious organisation upon which 

it was built. Moreover, the early American home survived severe test-

ings chiefly because of the attitudes of sacredness which were built 

about it, and the prominent place which religion was given within it. 

Furthermore, Christian homes of today prove the preserving power of 

Christ through their ability to withstand the almost crushing pres-

sure of modern social trends. From these brief references, it would 

seem that it is justifiable to conclude that there is an inherent 

po'W&r in religion to bind together, to unity, and to stabilize home 

life even in the most diverse and difficult circumstances. 

:B. !he ll'lmction1Dg of lleligion iD the Preservation 
ot the Modern Home. 

lntro4uction. 

In the preceding chapter, we have endeavored to show that 

certain economic, social, moral and religious influences tend to pro-

voke difficult problems in the modern home. With recognition of the 

impact ot these forces against the home, therefore, an atteJltilt has 

been made to discover its basic needs from a Christian viewpoint. 

!his was done through a stu~ of the selected texts on Clristian 

sociology and Christian famq.y lite. A S'WIIJlS.l7 of the vital concerns 

of the family, presented by these ~thorities, is as follows: First, 

there is need of a rediscovery of the sanctity of the home and the 

sacredness of the marriage relationship. Second, the modern home is 

severely in need of stabilization. !bird, family life of today JmlSt 

become more unified and centralised. Fourth, the modern family needs 
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a cooperative :form of government. Fifth, the modern home mst be 

released :from a materialistic emphasis. ClaLms made by the selected 

authorities :for the •Y in Which religion may :function in meeting 

these needs were listed in chart :form :for aJlalysis and eom,parison. 

!he :following discussion represents the result of this study. Sorra 

repetition bas been unavoidable, since religion does not mani:fest 

itself in a mtually exclusive :f&Bhion in respect to aJ:J.Y one of the 

points of consideration. 

1. As a Vi tal Factor in the Rediscovery of the &met ity of the Rome. 

a. through the Building Up of a Religious Conception of :uar
riase. 

ln connection with our discussion in a previous chapter 

upon the changed views tb9.t have arisen in regard to marriage, the 

decided tendency of recent years to think of marriage very largely 

in terms of convenience or sentimental roJrAnticism was pointed out. 

!hese conceptions are Wholly inadequate, and the Christian ideal of 

marriage QJL18t be made to transcend them. !he Christiaa interprets.-

tion transforms every p:base of the union and makes even the most 

p:tqsieal part of it sacramental in nature. The relationship is 

spiritualised and soul becoues united with soul :for the glory of 

Chr1st.1 !bas, in contrast With the fleeting and unstable concep-

tion of romaDtic love, Christian love is capable of growth and un

selfish aaorifice, so that it becomes a true fusion of personalities,a 

• • • • • • • 

1, Cf. B. llolta :Building Family Foundations, PP• '12-'14. 
2. Of. Fe :a. Barry: Cl:lristianity_and the Jew World, P• 213. 
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F. R. B&rX7 has beautifully expressed this thought in these words, 

•xt Man is indeed made in the image of God, if in collBIUlion 
with his God and Father he attains the real fulfilment of his 
beiq, then love, as a aelt•giving of the whole man, is lifted 
iato the eteraal order and becomes shared collliii1Dion in the 
~irit. !his is the Christian ideal of marriage.•l 

A desire for such a UD.i011 does not protest against the monogamous, 

eDduring standard Which Christ sanctioned as the Christ ian expression 

of marriage, but re.ther finds in it a basis for noble confidence and 

). !hrough the :Sringmg About of a Regard for the Home as 
a Religious Institution. 

A Christ~ concept of marriage is basic to the rediscovery 

of the aanctity of the home, but it mnst be supplEmented by a geDD.ine 

coDvictioD that the family itself is a divine inst itutioa. A regard 

for it simply as a primary unit i:a l:lamau relationships or the product 

of ma:n•s i:Q.geD.Uity fails to tak.e into acooUD.t its true origin. a 

Frecleric c. Spurr iD a sermon entitled "!he Preservation of Family 

Life" challeuges with this atatement. He sa~, 
" 

•society can never be what it should be until it recognises 
that the roots of family life lie in God ••• Allied with God 
the idea of the family is traasfigl;lred. Delivered from all 
grossDess of conception, it appears in all its splendour as 
the most beautiful thiug in life.•l 

But in this SBDBlion ot new attitudes provokecl by the economic and 

social pressure of society, the admonition to regard the s&Dctity of 

• • • • • • • 
1. F. R. BarX7& Cb.risti&Dity and the !lew World, P• 212. 
a. Cf • J • "E• C. 'leldo:a et al: Religion and Reconstruction, PP• 80•81. 
a. J. E. c. Weldon et ala Religion and Reconstruction, P• 81. 
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the llome is received scarcely with toleration. Ken and women, then, 

mast become assured that tbe ethical ideals of Christianity for the 

home are still practicable. In other words, the church must not only 

teach that family relationships are sacred, but it must help young ll8n 

and women to be convinced of this truth by helpillg them to rediscover 

in this age the ~stif'iabilitJ of' the •sanctitJ of' the home.•1 In 

the building up of these genuinely Christian attitudes, it will then 

be realised, as Barry says, 

• ••• the Christian home is not a mere SJBODJm for a common
place, virtuous domesticity. It is, as the Christian Clmrch 
claims, a sacrament of lmman relationships in their ideal at 
once the IJ!DbOl and instrument of' redem.ption through the Love 
::01 vine • • 2 

Bani agencies may recognize the need of' restoring an atti-

tude of sanctity toward marriage· and the home. !he ver7 nature of 

the need, however, demands that religion function as a vital factor 

in bringi.Bg this about. Through the developnent of a religious con-

oeption of marriage, therefore, and the build:i.ne; up of' a regard for 

the home as a religious institution, the sanct1t"3 of the home 'IJJiq :aot 

only be rediscovered, but a definite safeguard set about it as an 

institution worthy of preservation in society. 

2. As an Impelling Force in the Stabilizing of the Fam1l7 Group. 

!he modern home is in a state of flux and is thus in grave 

need of stabilization. !he disintegrating influences of home life 

make it difficult to maintain unity even in homes which vitally con-

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. F. R. Barry: op. cit., PP• 202-203. 
a. Ibid., P• 218. 
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ce:m thUlSel-ves With the problem. Social agencies have been very 

beaeficial in their efforts to readJust and aid in the rehabilitation 

of families, but in so fundamental and serious a consideration a 

force more basic and more effective mnst be allowed to work. This 

force can be none other than pure and undefiled religion fUnctioning 

actively in the lives of those within the home of toda.y. 1 !his 

stabilising effect of religion, it is contended, may be definitely 

brought about through the fosteri:ng of Christian attitudes toward 

modern marriage problems and. through the expression of Christian 

virtues and character in the life of the home. 

a. !hrough the Fostering of Christian Attitudes toward 
Jlodern Marriage Problems. 

(1) Companionate J4a.rriage Policies. 

S~onymous with disregard for the religious concept of 

marriage is the tendency to experiment in various substitutes for the 

marriage of a sacramental nature. !he more frequent forms of ex,9eri-

mentation have been surveyed in the preceding chapter. Our problem 

here is to consider what the ehristia.n's attitude should be in respect 

to trial marriage and the companionate, or other so-called forms of 

marriage. 

!he idea of the conpaaionate and trial mrriage has been 

set forth, it is claimed, in an attempt to meet certain very definite 

problems.2 It has been suggested for the relief of sex strains upon 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. G. W. FiSke: !he Christian Family, PP• 31-32. 
2. Ct. Ibid., P• 28. 
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youth entering marriage while still in educational pursuits or boU11d 

down by economic responsibilities and thus unable to assume the 

obligations of the conventional t19e of home. Further, it obviously 

relates itself to the problems presented by woman's changed position 

and to the general desire for greater freedom without sacrifice of 

home privileges. !here is serious doubt, however, that such substi-

tutes as the companionate would or could accomplish the purpose that 

its advocates claim for them. Youth of an. indulgent tJ:pe would 

scarcely be content with the restraints of the companionate. More-

over, extremely early marriage seems rather in need of discouragement 

than encouragement. The just ifis.bili ty of deferring children is 

recognized under present econamic pressure and particular circumstances, 

yet there is real da:Dg&r in failing to have chil11ren in the years of 

greatest vigor and vitality. 1 

George Walter FiSke in ret erring to the companionate speakS 

of it as a "'brazen sort of concubinage•, and claims that, when 

analy11ed, it is simpl;r "trial marriage plus race suicide • ..l The most 

pernicious element about it, he declares, is that it considers mar-

riage as a contract which may be entered upon and dissolved as a mat-

ter of concern to only two individuals. !his is •superlative selfish-

ness• and self-indulgence, and tlms absolutely out of harmony with 

thS true concept of marriage.8 Further, it is psychologically un-

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. Committee on l!larriage and the Home of the Federal Council of 
the Churches of Christ in .America; Ideals of Love and :Marriage, P• 16. 

a. Ct. $. W. FiSke, !he Christian Family, P• 26. 
z. Cf. lbid., PP• 29-30. 
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sound 1n tbat it places before youth a. temporary, unstable outlook 

toward a. relationship which Christian ideals set as a partnership 

tor lite. In addition, the sad state a.nd distinct disadvantage of 

the discarded wi:te at the termination of the relationship, through 

its easy divorce policy, is distinctly undesirable and uncbristia.n.1 

!he chief danger of this marriage substitute, accordiJJg to the Com-

mit tee on Marriage and the Rome, ot the federal Council of the 

Cburches of Christ in America, is the undue emphasis upon sex with

out moral control. It fails to provide tor the subltmation of sex as 

a spiritual experience.2 In view of these unwholesome factors, 

George Walter Fiske and the Committee on Marriage and the Rome are 

representative of those who stand in open opposition to the com,pan-

iona.te and other similar substitutes for Christian marriage. 

A quotation from Barry seems to sumarize the points al-

ready brought out by the foregoing authorities, 

•Grant the sincerity of those Who advocate it; grant also that 
aome such regulation is to be preferred, socially and morally, 
to the cbaos which it aims at e~rseding; it remains that the 
sy&teJ!l could hardly be a lasting solution. It seems to offer a 
kind of social 'harmony; but it is at too aangerously low a 
level. It is hopelessly vitiated, from our standpoint, by its 
perilous over-simplification. It isolates 'love•, as sexual de
sire, from the responsibilities and sacrifices involved in the 
sharins of a permanent home. And this, though it may do some
thing to e.C)COJSOda.te the appetites of the average sensual man 
to What is damanded by social well-being, can never do justice 
to love itself. We have seen that to isolate love from the 
whole context3of social experience is a certain way to making 
it insecure.• 

• • • • • •• 

1. ct. G. W. Fiske: !be Christian Family, PP• 29-30; ct., also, 
GoDJDittc.e on :Marria.;;e and the Home of the Federal Council of 
the Cb.urches of Christ i:n America: Ideals of Love and Marriage, p.l5. 

2. Of, ;tdeals of Love a:nd Jr1a.rriage, P• 14. 
1. F. R. Barry: op, cit., P• 220. 
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When the implications and facts of marriage arrangements of the type 

discussed have been squarelJ faced, the attitude toward them on the 

part of Obriatiaas aeems most obvious. 

(2) Divorce. 

!o foster a Obristiaa attitude toward divorce, the concept 

of :marriage as sanctioned bJ Jesus mat again be noted. !bat His 

ideal was an enduriDg relationship is unquestionable, as is indicated 

bJ His words: 11!\ihat therefore God hath joined together, let not man 

put asunder .•1 , As a single concession to this 1 ite-long relationship, 

it is generally agreed that Christ sanctioned divorce "for the sake 

of fornication•2, though He clearly pointed out that such was not the 

plan fl!om the beginning. 3 Some would dispute the authenticity of 

this one exception, claiming that it is not in accord with the records 

of the other three gospels but was very likely interpolated at a later 

4ate.4 Others would not dispute the validity of the phrase but con

tend that the emphasis was not upon divorce but upon the inabilitJ to 

re~rJ. 0 !here are those who would criticize all these viewpoints 

on the basis that marriage is no longer marriage when its sacred prin-

oiples have been broken. !herefore, they would contend that it is 

· morall.J' wrong to keep individuals bound in such a relationship. BarrJ 

1. Jla.tt. 19:6. 
a. JJia.tt. 19:9. 
s. ct. Matt. 19:8. 

• • • • • • • 

4. Ct. F. R. BarrJ: op. cit., P• 231. 
5. Ct. K. a. Gates: Divorce and Remarriage, in Honest Liberty in 

the O'J:IIU'ch, pp. 145•7. 
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~ak8s a charitable position towud this view,point though he would 

urge that everJ Christian grace and discipline be exerted. to avoid 

divorce as the easiest way out •1 In all these varying attitudes 

among religionists, however, it is to be noted that the major empha-

sis is upon the need to challenge yoUllg people to a return to the 

ilieal of Jesua and to live in accord with Christ •s principles so that 

divorce may be avoided. 

(3) Birth Control. 

Bo virtue of Christian character was held in higher esteem 

in the earlJ church than absolute purity. Rigid standal"da in this 

reprd 'ftre built up about familJ life, sex, and the sex relation-

ships, even to a somewhat ascetic constraint. It was with such stand-

arda that the early settlers of our country established and conducted 

their homes. It was of little wonder that they recoiled against such 

proposals as birth control or divorce. Within the last two lmnd.red 

yeus, however, cha.nges in attitude have been brought about in faznilJ 

life Which exceed the changes of a.ll the previous fifteen hundred 

years of history of the early cburch.2 There are man,- who cling to 

the traditiollal ideals, and yet others have modified these with sin-

cerity of spirit. In view of these facts, one cannot expect to find 

a unitJ of opinion in the ·Christian church of toCiay. 

The report of President Hoover's Research Committee on 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. F. R. Barr,-: op. cit., P• 235. 
2. Cf. Delaware Study Conference Reports, 1931: Changing Standards 

of the Fa:milJ, p. 6. 
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Social !:rends surveys the church's expression in :recent years in re

p.r4 to this pro'blem.1 !he chief impetus, however, tor the America:n 

Proteetant cbnrches to discuss this matter came as a result of the 

action of the Lambeth Conference in Bnglan4 in 1910. This conference 

admitted. tlle need of limitation of children under certain conditions 

aa4 recognized contraceptive methods at times, at least, as legitimate. 

SiX months later the Committee on :.uar:riage and the Home o:t the Federal 

Council of the Qburches of Christ in America. issued a statem«nt as to 

its attitude toward the subJect. It was to the effect tba.t the church 

as a clmrch should not seek to impose its ovm ideas in regard to the 

use of contraceptives upon individuals, and further, that the church 

should not prevent physicians from givtug such instruction and infor-

ution. A maJority of the committee which made this partiCillar study 

concluded that the •reatrained use of contraceptives 'by married peo

ple is valid and moral.• ln this conclusion, it did not fail to 

recognize the accomp&DJing daugers in the practice and the possibili

ties of ita a'buse.2 However, a minority opinion was also voiced by 

the committee. !his was their statement, 

•A minority of the committee believes that sufficient stress 
~s not been laid upon the idealistic oba.racter of the teaoh
iQss of Jesus concerning marriage and its obligations. • •• 
In view of tbe widespread doubt among Christian people of the 
110rality of the use of contraceptives, and the scruples exper
ienced. by many in maltizlg use of them, it appears to these 
aembers of the committee to be the plain duty of the Christ18ll 
cburoh, when control of conception is necessary, to uphold the 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. Recent Social Trends in the United States, PP• 1016-7. 
2. Ct. ~he .Birth Control Statement: Information Service, Volume X, 

I'Umber 13, Jlarch 28, 1931, P• 2. 
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standard of abstinence as the ideal, recognising it as a 
coUD.Sel of perfection, and that Christian mo:rats are mch 
more exalted than is generall7 supposed. • • • 

,. 

Almost imm&diatel7 after the presentation of this report to the public, 

editorials and comments were voiced in newspapers and cburch publica

tions. Of all comments surveJ&d at the Federal Council office, except

inc those bJ Catholic papers, only thirteen openly condemned the posi

tion set forth, while fortJ-tive approved at least mildlJ'; ten others 
a took no definite stand. !hese reactions together with the report it-

stilt 8:8 therefore be regarded as reflective of modern attitudes toward 

the problem in t~e cburch at large. 

Such divergent views in the cbarch of today on this subject 

clear17 show that the responsibility of decision in the matter falls 

upon the conscience of the individual. Whatever the individual de-

cides must only come, however, upon the realization of certain tunda-

mental Christian principles. Christianity sets supreme value upon the 

individual worth of the child and its right for wholesome nurture and 

development. !hen, it is certainly not in accord with Christian prin

ciples to bring into the world children not wanted and not loved.3 

JUrtber, selfishness as a motive for the limitation of families is 

incompatible with Christian virtuousness. Moreover, Christian char-

acter presupposes discipline and control and self-indulgence finds 

110 place. It these vital concerns are regarded, then no matter what 

attitude is accepted, birth control will not be allowed by Christian 

• • • • • • • 

1. !he Birth Control Statementa Information Service, Volume X, 
:lumber 13, Karch 28, 1931, P• a. 

2. Of • Public Opinion on the Birth Control Statement: Information 
Service, Volume X, Nwmber 19, May 9, 1931, p. 1. 

3. Ct. F. R. Barry, op. cit., P• 223. 
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people to be an unstabilizing feature of the Christian home. 

!bus, it is seen, men and women of todt:l.y are cont'ronted 

with the temptations of experiment in marriage, escape from the dif

ficulties of the marriage relationship through divorce, and the sel-

fish freedom offered through the practice of birth control. In their 

ordinary acceptance, the factors 'behind these temptations definitely 

tend to disintegrate the home. The meeting of these issues with un-

flinching Christian standards and attitudes can alone keep the home 

stabilized in the face of their impact upon it. 

'b. through the Expression of Christian Virtues and 
Character in the Life of the Home. 

Christian virtues and characteristics ~ot be ade~ately 

discussed apart from their expression in life itself. Admittedly, 

they permeate successful family life in all its phases. Therefore, 

in this discussion it must be rec~ised that some overlapping and 

repetition is inevitable. 

!hat the home must not only be founded upon true love, 'but 

that it must be conducted in the spirit of love seems almost too ob-

vious to mention. !his is, however, the very essence of the family's 

power to endure. Love must 'be genuinely manifest between husband and 

wife and be extended toward and amo11g the children. It is a love 

that is based on mutual interests; love that is capable of growth 

and the mellowillg of years. It is love that is of and for God. !his 

unselfish love is included as one of four points of emphasis which 

Dr. L. Foster Wood brings out in an editorial in the Federal Council 
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hlletia as a need for familJ religion in this ds.J• together with 

this he includes the need tor understanding in the home, the develop

meD.t ot a spirit of mtwtl helpfulness, and the regard tor each ex

pression of the home, not; matter how small, as a Obristian task. 1 

the cultivation of these principles cannot help but be stabilising 

to the modern home. 

It is eYident that selfishness and selt-aggrandisement tend 

onlJ to tear down and destroJ familJ stabilitJ. Positiye altruism 

which expresses itself through willizJg sacrifice and. service, there-

tore, mat be fostered in the home. RealthJ familJ life, moreonr, 

thrives on the spirit of e.hristian good""Will.2 ll'llrthermore, the 

spirit of loJaltJ is one of the potencies of the past which the home 

of tods.J YitallJ needs. Cope points out that loyalty finds its source 

in the affections of the home, for it expresses itself first in loy.altJ 

to persons ant then to principles and standards .3 these, then, are 

but a few additional Christian characteristics which mnst be exercised 

to briJ:IS about true stability in the home. 

In suma.rizing, the Whole catalope of Christian virtues 

might well be included or implied as being essential to expression in 

home life. However, genuine love, understauding, mutual helpfulness, 

positive aUruism, and noble loJ&lty are some of the character 1st ics 

that have beeu particularly discussed as beiug indispensable for suc

cesstal faailJ life. !bat these virtues cannot be adequatelJ made 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. Family Religion in the New Day, pp. 3-4. 
a. ct. C. A. Ellwood: op. cit., PP• 190-1. 
3. Ct. R. F. Cope: op. cit., PP• 31-33. 
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aaalfest withoat the d~ic of true rel~ion through Christ is 

basic to our whole discussion of their stabilising power. 

It is obvious and undisputed that the faail7 group of toclaJ 

needs stabilising. !rue rel~ion offers itself as an tmpelling force 

in meeting this need. It evidences its power through the cultivation 

of Christian attitudes toward current marriage problems such as co~ 

panionate marriace policies, divorce, and birth control. In respect 

to these, it does not seeK to legislate, but rather to challenge in-

dividuals to consider their actions in the light of Christian prtn-

ciples and teachings. Moreover, Christianity makes possible the ex

pression of high and noble virtues and character in home life and 

therebJ definitelJ contributes to the stabilisation of the home. 

I. As an AgencJ in the Centralizing of Home Life. 

a. !hrough the Development of General Ou.lture in the Home. 

!he centrifugal life of the modern home mat be checked at 

least to a certain d.egree, if its continuance is to be expected. one 

means of bringing about its centralisation is through the fostering 

of cultural interests within the home. !hat this should be considered 

from a religious viewpoint is altogether logical an4 fitting since 

culture in the broad sense of the word is so interwoven with religio:a 

that it cannot long function in the race without it.l S&DQel Smith 

Drury has recognised this ll8ed in the Christian home and writes thus: 

. . . . . "' . 
1. Of. c. A. Ellwood: op. cit., pp. l'l·- :54.-5. 

' 
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"Bach taa117 neeu a secret eveniDEJ; the interter1lJ8 world 
.r-icidly excluted, who. stroDEJ heart and tried ex.perieD.ce by 
the aloheDJ ot love can teed receptive youth. !he elders too 
neet that resilieue whiel:l drives off whai the monks called 
acoi¢6, ihe bane of middle life. • • !his is culture indeed, 
the excha:Dge of power in the 41vinely clra• circle of the 
family. If elders are busy with their own affairs, if each 
member is selfishly realising his or her own self at separated 
points, the home becomes a boarding house and the beacon light 
of culture does not guide.•l 

Albert W. Beaven devotes three chapters of his small book, 

"Fireside !allts for the l'amily Circle,• to the discussion of tbe pro-

mot ion of general culture within the home. In one chapter he dis-

cusses literature, in another art, and in a third msic. The min-

1stry of well-selected books and cl~ magazines in a family library 

can scarcely be estimated., he brings out. Interest in the finest aDd 

best literature is fostered., and an aversion is created toward the 

cheap, 4egra41ng magazines and. trash that are so widely spread abroad.2 

As for art, the cultivation of good tastes may be encouraged through 

the family's sha.rillg together in the study of copies of the woru of 

the great masters. Novel ways of doing this '1.'IJ8.7 be worked out by the 

parents and definite interest within the home b~ought about. 3 A secret 

charm for the strengthentQg of home ties exists also in good music. 

Love for the finest is largely dependent upon the giving of the best 

to children trom their earliest years. In this d81 of radios, player 

pia.uos, and victrola.s, the home 'I!AY definitely influence through the 

music which it chooses, the tJ.pe of music which it wishes its children 

• • • • • • • 

1. 8. s. ».rury: The Standards of the Modern Home, in Honest Liberty 
in the Church, PP• 180-1. 

3. ct. Chapter l'l, PP• 45-55. 
4. Ct. Chapter lli, pp. 56-64. 
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to appreciate. Old-fashioned •sings• in 'Which the best hymns and 

songs are learned and sung together develop strong bonds among the 

members of sn7 famil7.1 !h'llB, it is seen that even in the home of 

toda7, there are still opportunities where conscious effort may be 

made to develop good tastes, in literature, art, and music, with the 

result that definite interest in these things may contribute to the 

centralizing of life within the home. 

b. Through the Promotion of Social Activities as a Family. 

It is admittedly difficult for the home of today to compete 

in its social program with the commercialized amusements which have 

become so popa.lar. However, since play is such a vital factor in the 

character development of children and youth, the home should seek to 

grapple with this problem.2 Social activities within the home should 

be provided whenever possible. In this wa:y the leisure moments Which 

are the times of temptation my be supervised. and. directed.. Frequentl7, 

some play equipment may be added. to the home through the mere realiza.-

tion ot the need to meet the play problem, or through a reduction in 

the amount of money spent on luxuries. 3 lb:perience has long taught 

that if young people cannot bring their friends into their own home, 

they will find some place elae to whiCh to go. Thus, the home of to-

day with its limited quarters has a decidedly difficult task. The 

trend of cit7 dwellers to the larger homes of the suburbs may well be 

1. et. A .w .Beaven: 
PP• 65-75. 

a. ct. w.w.Faris: 
3. Ct. A.W.Beaven: 

• • • • • • • 

Fireside Talks for the Family Circle, Clap. 'VIII, 

The Christian Home, Chapter 'VII. 
op. cit., PP• 88-90. 
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. . 1 eoaaead.ed from the social d.dvantages offered. w1 thin the home. Bow-

ever, even the 8D18.llest urbalt. home may well "be willing to endure some 

inconvenience and discomfort and welcome its children's oo~anions. 

In so doiDg it will find one secret of keeping the social activities 

built about the home. 2 

It is foolish to feel, however, that the home in this day 

sad age can confine the amnsements tor its children and youth within 

the home. Outside interests and inducements are too strong. There-

fore, parents should en4eavor to follow and direct their children's 

interests. The home mat build up in its children the desire for onl7 

the better sort of commercialized amusements that indu~gence in the 

cheap and interior may not gain a stronghold in their lives nor have 

the opportunity to destroy their finer sensibilities.& Whenever 

possible, the family should seek to enjoy outside diversions of a 

worthwhile sort as a famil7 group. The automobile rray well serve to 

take the family away on pleasant drives together and to share in one 

another's companionship. 4 Thus, a family whose members can play one 

with another has established a most fundamental bo.nd of strength and 

unity ot spirit. 

c. '!hrough the Sllari:ag of Interests. 

When parents endeavor to keep young with their youth, they 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. G. 'W • Fiske: The Oha.Dging Family, P.P• 6'7•69. 
a. Of. B. 1• Cbpe: op. cit., PP• 186-7. 
1. Ct. ~bid., PP• l9o-&. 
4. ct. G. W. Fiske: The Christian Family, P• 61; The 61'langing Family, 

P• 171 •. 
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have exerted an admirable e:f:fort toward the preservation of home 

unity. Children are keenly aware 'When their parents sbare with tbem 

in their interests, and they respond With their confidences. Con

scious e:f:fort on the part o:f parents can make this possible even in 

the busiest o:f homes, as was evidenced by fheodore Roosevelt's con

stant interest in his children, even though burdened with the respon

sibilities of the chief executive of the land. !hen, too, the shar

inB o:f plans and problems by parents with their children will stim

ulate reciprocation on the part of the children, thus streusthening 

the family bonds of love and understanding. fhus, S1JD.pathJ, confi

dence, and loyalt7 are developed arnOZJg the famil7 group bJ mutual 
1 

ahariDg and a more centralized horne life is the inevitable result. 

!hat the development of general culture within the horne, 

the promotion of social activities as a famil7 group, and the sharius 

of interests briuss about a more mi:fied type of home may be quickl.J 

conce4e4 from the forego~ discussion. Row religion functions as an 

agencr in bringing this about mar be less evident. !he claim is made, 

however, because true religion seeks to :foster beautr and loveliness, 

to encourage worthwhile joJ and genuine happiness, and to bring about 

a thoughtfulness for one another that expresses itself in the mutual 

sharing of interests. Moreover, religion provides the necessary 

spirit of willingness, sacrifice, and courage Which must be exercised 

in order to combat the great social :forces which make difficult the 

task. And lastlr, the ideal sought for is of a religious nature. At 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. G. W. Fiske: !he Ob.ristia:o. Family, PP• 6o-63. 
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least, this is certainly Fiske's interpretation. Be says, 

"It is wol"th careful notice that Jesus• ideal of the Kingdom 
ot God, his better world tbat is to be, is home-centered. 
!hat Kingdom of God's good will can never come until we re
store the home as the real center of lite.•l 

In view of these claims and possibilities, therefore, it is con-

eluded that religion functions as an active agency in the centralis-

ing ot home lite. 

4. As a Motivattqg Power in the ~uilding ot a Cooperative Form 
ot Government. 

It has already been observed that the patriarchal form of 

gove~ent Which dominated in the past has very largelJ fallen into 

disl"epute. Increased freedom and individualism have revolted against 

What fonaerly approximated t11'mmy. 2 !he result has been a swing 

almost to the other extreme and domestic ana.rcby has arisen in the 

ultra-modern home.1 Beither tJra:rmy nor a.narcby are in accord with 

Cbristian principles, and thus it is our purpose to consider how a 

cooperative sort of relationship which is democratic in nature may be 

developed, 

a. !hrough the Consideration of the Role of Parents. 

Since the •dethronement• ot the father, the position of the 

parents is one of the moat estential considerations in the home of to-

day. Holt voices the opinion that modern parents mst work ooopera.-

• • • • • • • 

1, G. W • Fiske: !he 6b.a.zl8ing Family, p. '14. 
2, Ct • G. W • Fiske: !he Changing Family, PP• 192-3. 
3. Cf. G, W• Iiske: !he C'hangi:ng Family, pp. 194-6; !he Christian 

Family, PP• 55-6. 
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tiTel;r u comrades, being careful to recognize the natural rights of 

each member of the home.1 Fiske remarks that -Rarents lead but do 

not tFa»nize" in the model"tl home. 2 He adds that their superior 

wisdom should be recognized because of their wider experience, but 

that no unreasonable ao.tocratic rule should be exercised by them on 

this account.3 The same attitude is no doubt i~lied by Dr. L. 

Foster Wo-od When he suggests that one of the matters with Which re-

ligion is today vitally concerned is •the working out in home life 

of satisfactory combinations of freedom and team work.•4 

With the development of a spirit of camaraderie between 

parents and children, however, there seems to be no vindication for 

the abandonment of the age-old right of parents for respect and honor. 6 

The spirit of the Apostle Paul's words, •the husband is the head of 

the wife•, 6 seems to have been adequately and popularly interpreted 

by William Wallace Faris. He says, 

"lio one ever charged Christ with being 'bossy•, and the head 
of the house holds his place only on condition of being 
Christly; 

7
he has rightful power only in so far as he is 

Ob.ristly.• 

He further points out that the command for children to obey their 

parents is in reality, DObey both parents, you childreu-.8 The addi-

• • • • • • • 

1. Of. B. Holt: op. cit., PP• 4-6. 
2. Of. G. 1f. Fiske: !he Cba.llging Family, P• 196. 
3. Of. G. J• IiSke: !he Christian Family, P• 67. 
4. L. J. 'loo<l: A Social Hygiene Program for the Churches, Journal 

ot $ooial Hygiene, Vol. XVIII, lio. S, liovember, 1932, P• 431. 
6. Of. Ex. 20:12; :Sph. 6:2. 
6. :&ph. 6:21. 
7. W. w. Faris: op. cit., P• 17. 
a. et. :Sph. 6:1. 
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'ional p~aae, •in the Lord•, involves parental Christliness as is 

presupposed in the reference to the father as head of the household.1 

!bus, the Christian ideal for parents of tod~ would seem to be to 

preside over their homes with loving council and direction that is 

God-given. 

b. !hrough the Consideration of the Role of the Cbild. 

Homes of today are built about the interests of the child. 

A.s &a extreme reaction from patriarchal tyraany, the ultra-modern 

home has allowed a •high-chair de~ot• to arise.2 Freedom of expres-

sion for the child has been widely popularized. Fiske drolly remarks 

upon it in this manner: •!his gospel of free expression tor children 

has some vigorous defenders, but it is never popular with the neigh

bors.•& Ohild-oentered homes, however, need not admit the tyranny of 

the child. Rather, homes which are anxious for the best development 

and advantage of the child will seek to recognize the child as a per

sonality with the right to voice an opinion. Reasonable demallds for 

o'bedience may be made, but in so doing the individuality of the child 

need not be erushed.4 !rusted, guided, and directed, the child in the 

home of today has almost limitless opportunities. 

c. !hrough Wholesome Parent-child Relationships. 

In the Ohristian home it is recognized that the child is of 

as inestimable value to the parent as is the parent to the child. 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. w. W. iaris: op. cit., P• 18. 
2. Qt. G. W. Fiske, !he Christian Family, P• 56. 
s. G. w. FiSke: !he Christian Family, P• 56 • 
. 4. Ct • Ibid., P• 5?. 
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!herefore, ill order to safeguard the home, healtlq parent-child re

lationships mst prevail. !he secret of bringing this about lies ill 

the sharing of tasks, the recognition of mntual obligations, and 

willing cooperation one with another.l A definite means of realiz-

ing these ideals is through alloWing the child a place in the familJ 

council;. :BJ admitting him into the familJ's discussions and planning, 

a sense of responsibility and real participation in the family group 

is felt. lllltual understanding between parent and child is fostered, 

and harmony, satisfaction, and a general spirit of happiness are bead 

to result.2 !hns, a democratic form of gover.nment in the best sense 

of the term is considered to be most ideal for the familJ of todaJ. 

Religion is a motivating power which can make this possible, because 

it provides for the exercise of parental rights, the satisfying of 

legitimate child rights, and the establishment of Wholesome parent

child relationships. 

5. As an Incentive to the Subordination of Material Interests to 
the Spiritual Values of the Home. 

a. Through the Recognition of the Worth of the Individual. 

_ Christianity is based upon the principle of the worth of 

the individual. Christ said that it was not His will that one of His 

little ones should perish.z Salvation as taught in the Bew testament 

is for "'lrhasoever wills•4 • Christ showed the supreme value of the 

little child by setting him in the midst and teaching that men mnst 

1. Cf. w. W. Fais, 
2. Cf. G. W. Fiske: 
S. Cf. Mat~. 18:14. 
4. Cf. llev. 22:17. 
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op. cit., PP• 24-5. 
!he Christian Family, PP• 57-6. 
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ne~ l,lecome as little children to enter into the kingdom of God. 1 

ID.cb then as Jesus took in His arms ought not to be subjected to the 

hardships of indnatrial toil for purely materialistic gain. .A. 

spiritual recognition of their worth will prevent their exploitation 

and give them the rights of the childhood training which is theirs.2 

b. Through the Recognition of the Greatness of the Home Task. 

One of the profoundest changes in all industrial and social 

lite, ae we have alread: shown, is the great influx of women into in-

dustries and vocations. It has been noted that the majority of women 

assuming such responsibilities do so from economic necessity. To 

those, however, who enter the business world for mere selfish reasons, 

such as for the enjoyment of greater luxury or diversion, there must 

be presented a challenge to realize the greatness of the home task. 

As Bllwood says, •the duties of the home are paramount to those of 

buainess.•5 Even so, this is a period of transition, and as Barry 

asserts, one cannot from the Christian standpoint be too dogmatic nor 

condemnatory. 4 Through the dilemma in Which woman finds herself, how-

ever, she mnst be reminded, as Dr. Wood has suggested in another con-

nection, that in the ordinary tasks of the home she can indeed con

tribute to the ba.ilding of the kingdom of God.5 

!bus, it is concluded, that religion gives men and women 

the incentive to regard the things of life in terms of spiritual 

values; it replaces low, material desire with noble ideals of con-

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. C. A. Ellwood: op. cit., P• 208. 
2. Cf. Ibid., PP• 195-6. 
5. o. A. Ellwood: op. cit., p. 196. 
4. Cf. F. R. Barry: op. cit., PP• 236-240. 
5. Ct. llditoria.1, la.mily Religion in the New Day: Federal Council 

Bulletin, Volume x:vi, Number 2, February, 1953, P• 4. 
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duct which a.re capable of realization. It recog.a.izes the worth of the 

individual and ennobles the task of homemaki~. 

In the early part of "Christianity and the New World•, by 

Barry, a searching challenge is presented, which seems pertinent to 

cur whole discussion. It is as follows; 

-can Christianity come out into the open, take a survey of the 
yarious new factors, psychological, economic, sociological, and 
offer creative moral leadership at once more progressive and 
more stable than non-Christian thinking can promise?• 

!he author then adds, 11The Church stands or falls by the answer.• In 

our presentation of the functioning of religion in the preservation 

of the home, we have attell§?ted to do precisely What Barry suggests, 

confining our emphasis to the home and the expression of religion in 

the home. On the basis of modern authorities it has been shown that 

rel~ion is inherently able to rebuild an attitude of sanctity about 

the home, to give the home a new stability, and to contribute toward 

its centralization. Moreover, it has been pointed out that religion 

fosters a cooperative form of home gover.nment and raises life from an 

emphasis upon naterial things to an appreciation of spiritual values. 

It is believed, therefore, that these factors vindicate the claim that 

religion can fundamentally meet the needs of the modern home. 

c. 'he llole of Religion in the Life of the Modern Home. 

With a consideration of all that is happening in modern life, 

it becomes evident that the fundamental problem of the home is a re-

• • • • • • • 
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ligious one,l The late President Coolidge's statement, "The great

est need of America is religion, the religion that centers in the 

home•, is one that has often been quoted by those who have at heart 

the problem of the conservation of the Ohristian home.2 The challenge 

is set forth for the home to asBWme and meet its religious respon-

sibilities. It must think of its duties in terms of religion and 

realize that its obligation toward the children which it brings into 

the world is prima.ri 11 religious. I As li'razJlt Kingdon says, -we can

not raise a religious generation in irreligious or careless homes.~ 

It is fitting, then, that the role of religion in the home be con-

sidered. 

1. In the ~ives of Parents. 

Authorities emphasize over and over again the need for a 

.vital religious ex,perience on the part of parents. sneath says, -our 

immoral, irreligious, inefficient parents are our greatest national 

meance; • , • •5 The unconscious influence of the parents upon the 

child can scaree11 be realized or estimated. Modern psychology shows 

that the child is a born imitator in thought and action, and therefore 

it tollows that the child's first concepts of God and all that is 

Christian come to him very largely through his parents. 6 If parents 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. G. W. Fiske, The Changing Family, P• 307. 
2. Ct. R. B. Magill: :Malting the Foundations Sure; ct., also, G. w. 

lUskfh The Cllristian family, P• 17. 
I. Ct. H. :r, Cope: op. cit., PP• 46, 51. 
4. Ct. 1'. Kingdon: HlU!I&ne Religions 1 quoted by c. w. Brewbaker: 

Bvengelism and the Preact World Order, P• 14. 
5. B. H. Sneath et; .. a.l: Religious Training in the School and Home, p.l9. 
6. Ct. r. R, Richardson: Parenthood and the Newer Psychology, PP• 62-74, 

190-1; ct., also, B, R. Sneath et al: op. cit., PP• 154-5. 
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are d.elinq,ue:tlt religiously, then, what can be expected of the chil

d.rc of the home? From the viewpoint of a sociologist, Elmer says, 

UJarents cannot hope to satisfactorily aid their children 
•chieft the goal of a well balanced. life by teaching all.J set 
ot ethical and moral conduct and tail to live according to 
their oWJl teachings. The practical application of a prin-
ciple ot lite, the overt act, becomes the dominating factor 
in the child's life. !he child will tend to imitate what is 
continually set before him. Renee the attitude of parents as 
expressed in overt acts during the early years of the child's 
life will tend to become a habit pattern.•l 

!hus, the parent cannot expect that his child will learn the true 

meaning of religion by sending him off to the church school or even 

by attempting to teach him to do the things that are ethical and right. 

Rather ma.st parents realize that they mst know Christ, believe Rim, 

live in accord with 1Us principles, and then teach His ways to their 

children.!~ That this is worthWhile is echoed again and again by the 

testimonies of sons and daughters in later years to truly devout 

fathers and mothers,3 

a. In the Character Training of Children. 

Heredity and environment are admittedly basic factors in 

4etermini:tlg Whether or not the child shall turn out for good or tor 

eyil, but the church has always emphasized the greater power of en-

vironment. It has taught, as Holt reminds us, • ••• that character 

can be changed and definitely modified by ideals, by guidance, and by 

the will and disposition of the individnal. If it were not so, then 

• • • • • • • 

1. M. c. Elmer: op. cit., P• 42. 
8 • Cf • 1f • P • Jlclfally: The Ohr is t ian Home, 
3. Ct. 4• W. Beavc: op. cit., PP• 18-20; 

Christian Family, PP• ?2-3. 

in Christian Ethics, PP• 88-9. 
ct., also, G. W. l!'iske: !he 
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the whole thesis of Christianity would fall to the ground.•1 fhe 

challaage tor the home, then, is to became a •character clinic" for 

the practice of religion.2 

As the Jesuits have lol'lg recognised, the building of char

acter mnat begin with the ver,r little child, since his moral and re

ligious conduct for life is largely determined in his earliest years.1 

Normally aad naturally through gu.ida.nce in the work, plat. and general 

life of the home, Fiske suggests that such traits as dependability, 

helpfulness, truthfulness, willillgness may be woven into the fiber of 

Christian charaeter.4 In this process, ho~ver, it must be remembered, 

as Cope says, that 

~oral training is not a matter of cultivating honesty today, 
purity tomorrow, and kindness the day after. Virtues have no 
separate value. Character cannot be disint~ated into a list 
of independent qualities. We seek a life that, Is a Whole life, 
loves and follows truth, goodness, and service.• · 

It must be realised, moreover, that religious development is constantly 

taking place in the child either negatively or positively in all phases 

of the home's activities. fherefore, the parents must be concerned 

with sowi:ag and nurturing good seed that the llusbandllan may bring forth 
6 that which is good. 

Furthermore, the Christian home ~t not sbr~ from ass~ 

ing its responsibility of training its children and youth in matters 

• • • • • • • 

1. ll. llolt: op. cit., P• 41. 
8. Cf. G. W. Fiske: fhe Cllristiaa Family, PP• 108-110. 
i. ct. ~. ll. lneath et al: op. cit., P.P• 4-5. 
4. ct. G. W. Fiske: !be Christian Family, PP• 108-118. 
5. R. F. Cope: op. cit., P• 52. 
6. ct. lb~d., P• 56. 
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in regard to se:x: and parenthood. Modern writers are emphasizing 

this need most empha.tic&llJ• !his is due, no doubt, to the home's 

failure in the past, and the great number of problems tbereby aroused 

in adult li:te.1 !he educated modern parent recognises the need of 

this instruction for his child, but only the Christian parent can 

spiritually interpret it in terms of noblest purity and honor. 

In the character training of the home, then, Christian 

parents have a definite responsibility to send forth children into 

society who are happier, saner, and more efficient in every respect 

than the children of the non-christian home.~ !his should arise 

from the sense of spiritual values that religion in the home can give, 

and the zealous desire of parents to develop in their children a 

balanced li:te3 which leads to the •measure of the stature of the ful

ness of Christ.-' 

In view of all this, it is to be admitted With Cope that 

•rt is easy to insist on the responsibilitJ of parents :tor the 
cha:racter-traini.Dg of their children, but is difficult to see 
how that responsibility can be properly discharged under indus
trial conditions that take both father and mother out of the 
home the whole day and leave them too weary to stay awake in 
the e""ning, too poor to furnish decent conditions of living, 
and too apathetic under !he dull monotony of labor to care for 
life's finer interests.• 

Christianizing the social order is ideally the only answer and solution, 

and yet this can onlJ come about through individuals. If parents are 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. R. Holt; op. cit., P• 59. 
a. ct. Ibid., P• 40. 
3. e:t. !he definition of character in au unpublished report of the 

Committee on Character Education of the Eational Education Asso
ciatioa, quoted by T. W. Galloway: Parenthood and the Character 
!raining of Children, P• 48. 

4. Bph. 4:13; ct. R. F. Cope: op. cit,, PP• 48-9. 
5. Ibid., P• 20. 
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Willing to allow God to vitalize their lives, as has been discussed 

as prerequisite to an:y effective attempt in training children in 

Christian character, strength even in the face o:t the moat perplex-

tng oircwmstaaces will be given to exercise this great responsibility 

in the zaurture o:t the YOUJI8• 

z. In the Adaptation o:t Certain Forms of Religious Expression. 

Jlaterial on this phase of religion in the home is very ac-

cessible. In our study, however, we have made no attempt to survey 

SJ'Stematieally the great host of books o:t a devotio:nal nature which 

are published, since we have regarded the Jnechauics or methods of 

religious expression as but one phase of the general subJect o:t the 

integrating influence o:t religion in the bo:ma. Jlecha.nics and method 

mat be considered, however, for they present a very real problem to 

the parents Who desire to keep their homes Christian in tone aad 
1 

Datura. 

a. Family Worship. 

Scarcely a writer Who discusses anything in connection with 

religion in the home :tails to mention the family altar or custom of :tam-

ilJ prayers. l!btpression raages from urgent pleas to restore the broken 

2 altars of old, through suggestions for soma adaptation o:t them, to the 

declaration that the practice is absolutely impractical :tor the modern 

home. 
3 

In the past , family worship was a general though not uni veraal 

• • • •••• 

1. Of. c. B. JlcAfee: Keeping Alive a Famil:;'s !bought of God, P• 1. 
2. ct. :R. ll. JlcGill: Rebuilding Broken Altars. 
3. Of • 8. W. stage: Row to Promote Rome Religion, pp. 3-4. 
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custom in mMl'1 Cbristian homes.1 Today, however, it is estimated 

that there is scarcely one home in eight in which white American 

children share in family praJers.! !he majori~Y ot authorities 

present the opinion that the values of the family altar must be con-

serve4. Sneath says, -Be who buries family worship in the graves of 

his forefathers inters a source of virtue an4 of power which he and 

his sans sorely neea..•l Beaven adds that it the practice were 

needed under the conditions of the past, the home ot today is cer-

tainly in even more vital need. L~e other Christian distinctive& 

it calls tor the exertion of a desire and willingness to face and 

meet difficulties and problems from within and without the home. 

The plea :tor the restoration of the family altar of the 

past or at least some adaptation of it is based upon fundamental 

values that are an inherent part of it. The most outstanding of these, 

according to modern thought, seems to be the opportunity Which the 

family altar affords for cor,porate worship. In the united fellowship 

of common religious expression toward God, there is a distinctly social 
4 

value. Fiske says the practice is •the greatest single force for 

faudlyunity and morale.•5 In addition, family worship gives oppor

tunity for definite religious expression. Feeling, attitudes, and 

general oon~ct are not wholly satisfying; religion seeks for an op-

• • • • • • • 

1. Of. H. F. Oope: op. cit., PP• 126-7. 
z. Recent Social Trends in the United States, P• 674. 
1. E. H. Sneath et al: op. cit., p. 161. 
4. Of· H. F. Cope: op. cit., P• 128. 
5. G. w. Fiske: !he Ohristis:a Family, P• 95. 
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portunitJ to objectif7 itself, and familJworship in the home makes 

this possible. 1 Further, this definite form of religious worship 

provides a means for the expression of the higher meaning of the 

faail7; it gives to the familJ group that touch of sacrmaental sig

nificance which rightly characterises the heme that is Christian.2 

Ideals that are distinctlJ Christian are set up by the :familJ worship 

custom and a sa:feguard of that which is morally highest is set about 

each member of the family 4&1 by day.a Such an institution also a:f

:tords u. occasion :for direct religious instruction. 4 The little 

child learns to prq in. the presence of others and some of his prob

lems may be discussed. 5 Learning to read the Word o:f God, and hear-

iug it read has a defini telJ cultural advantage :for children of the 

home; theJ are becoming acquainted with the finest literature in the 

world, and familiarised with the beauty of its style and its phra.se-

6 ology. Moreover, family worship contributes to the spirit o:f good-

will in the home, gives courage, and sweetens home life in general. 7 

Certainly the bene:fits which these ~iters have pointed out should 

arouse parents to attempt to conserve or restore this valuable insti-

tution o~ home lite. 

BaTing recognised the genuine worth of the custom, then, our 

next consideration mnst be how to make the :family altar an integral 

• • • • • • • 

1. e:t. H. F. Copea op. cit., PP• 128-9. 
2. Cf. Ibid., P• 129; c:f., also, G. w. Fiske: !he Christian Fami1J,p.95. 
3. Ct. G. W. Fiske: The Christian FamilJ, p. 95. 
4. Ct. H. J. Cope: op. cit., P• 129. 
5. Cf. A. w. :Beaven: op. cit., P• 23. 
6. Of. H. F,. Cope: op. cit., P• 110; ct., also, A.W.Beaven: op.cit., P• 23. 
'1 • Ct. R. :1. Magill: Kak.ins the Foundations Sure, PP• 3-4. 
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part of modern home life. Finding the time for such worship is per

haps the most difficult problem with Which the modern family has to 

cope. Some authors n.ggest just after breakfast or the supplementing 

of the grace plte4 at 'breakfast time with some Scripture verses and a 

general prqer for the 4ay.1 For many homes this may be very 1m-

practicable, as various members of the family may have to leave for 

the day's tasks at very different hours. For them, after the evening 

meal may prove to 'be a more suitable time. !he important considera-

tion is to plan a definite time, a time which is most convenient for 

all members of the home. With this, it mst be realized that only 

when family worship is planned as a regular part of the daily schedule 

can it succeed.a !he length of the worship period is a second matter 

of concern. Authorities seem generally to agree that the time set apart 

for such devotions must 'be brief. The leisurely long pra~rs of the 

past are impracticable; a period of from five to ten minutes is all 

that modern writers suggest.3 A third tmportant consideration in con-

nection with the successful conducting of family devotions today is the 

use of worship materials. Here lies one of the greatest opportunities 

for Christian parents to manifest their interest and tnseuuity in 

planning a varied type of worship that will not 'be boring nor monotonous. 

Special daJB, 'birthda7& 1 festive occasions should a11 be allowed to lend 

color to the group worship. Scripture can 'be used in a variety of ways 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. c. B. ¥cAfee: op. cit., P• 3. 
a. Ct. C. W. Brewbaker: op. cit., P• 63. 
3. Cf. R, :r. Cope: op. cit., P• 137; A. w. Beaven: op. cit., P• 25; 

~. R. ~eath et al: op. cit., P• 161; R. E. Magill: Rebuilding 
Broken Altars, p. 4. 
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other tllan tl:l.e mere reading of 1 t. Stories, pictures, poems, and 

song my be introduced in mny ways so tl:l.a.t this brief time together 

my be made a real period of enjo~nt. ~ suggestive books are 

available and may definitely help the busy parent of today to make 

family worship a happy experience.l In conclusion, it should be 

suggested that the family prayers, whenever held a;a.d whatever sort 

of program followed, should be conducted in a manner that is natural 

and unstilted. Reverence can be made possible without reading and 

praying in strange hallowed tones that make the worship period seem 

apart from the general normal home li:t'e. 2 Planning the worship 

period so that the various members of the family can all participate 

at one time or another will aid in creating a feeling of real unity 

in the worship one with another. 

'!he family altar, then, it is be 1 ieved by some, may be pre• 

served and adapted tor the •altered :t'amur- o:t' today, because it ba.s 

inherent values which make its continuance worthWbile. 3 Parents who 

are genuinely Christian will exert unusual effort to meet the problems 

of time and program to keep alive the family's thought of God. 4 

b. Substitutes for the Family Altar. 

Some believe the cirCllDIStances in wbich the familJ is placed 

toda.J are insurmountable as tar as planning tor a familJ altar is con-

• • • • • • • 

1. For exam.ple, J. p. Smith: !!he Family Altar; H. JA:. Robinson: How 
to Conduct Family Worship. 

2. ct. H. r. Cope: op. cit., P• 139. 
8. Cf. A. W. Beaven: op. cit., PP• 18-25. 
4. Of. c. B .• JA:eAfee: op. cit. 
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oerne4.1 A4mitting that this 7.'/J8.Y be true in a proportion of family 

groups, it is absolutely vital and necessary that some form of rel~-

ious expression take the place of group worship in the home. Beaven 

say~ in this connection, 

•In our da.y, lmrfie<l as it is and with its divergent interests 
tor different members of the family, it may not be entirely pos
sible for us to maintain the family altar in exactly the same 
form in which it used to be maintained., but we need have no 
hesitation in saying that if we cannot maintain in our modern 
life something that for our generation will give us as real a 
sense of Qod at the heart of the home as the old family altar 
d.id for the pievious generation, we will pay a high price for 
our failure.• 

" 

Unqueationably, parents of today are faced with the question of values. 

If they believe that there mnst be d.efinite expression of religious 

habits in the home, they mnst make conscious effort for such expres-

aion. l'or the busy modern family one suggestion as a substitute for 

the daily family altar is a weekly •sunday night tryst• around the 

fireside. 1 This may be a period of a half hour or so, possibly be-

fore the chil4ran's bedtime. It my be planned to include more tban 

would be expected in a brief daily form of worship. In addition to the 

Bible, a discussion about some fine bit of literature or art could be 

1nclu4ed. · Opportunity for a sbar ing of that Which has been of in-

spiration an4 help during the week could be given. :Problems and 4if-

ficulties could be talked over. Good music from the radio or victrola 

could be use4 to help make the •tryst• homey and beautiful. In this 

time together a scripture passage might be chosen in the group to be 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. 8. W. Stagg: op. cit. 
~~ A.. W. ».eaven: !he Fine Art of Living together, P• 142. 
I. ct • . G. '1. l'isltth !he Importance of Worship in the Home, PP• 11-12. 



- 104-

carried. through the week in special thought. 8u.ch a period of in

spirational thought would undoubtedly prove to 'be an oasis of Joy 

to a busy family in the desert of a hurried week. 

Another plan which has been suggested to replace the group 

worship of the home is the following out of a definite teaching pro

graa in religion on the part of mothers with their children.l Such 

a program calls for the cooperation of the church; manuals adapted 

tor the various age groups are provided and mothers are instructed 

in the best methods of following throu.gh a series of lessons day by 

day with their children. In this way a detinite program is provided 

for religious iMtruction in the home, and home religion is made to 

center directly upon the child. One is perhaps led to question 

whether or not the modern mother could find time for such a program. 

However, when it is remembered that Susannah Wesley sat down alone 

with each of her seventeen children, one wonders whether the modern 

mother, with her two or three, cannot find timeS 

Thus, in the busy and irregular life of the modern home, it 

ma.y be felt that family devotions are an ~possibility. In their 

place, therefore, a regular Sunday night tryst for the family or the 

following out of a definite series of lessons with the mother as 

teacher have been suggested. The fundamental concern is that some 

d.efinite religious expression be found in the home. 

c. •!be Ministry of the Table•2 

Cope's phrase, •the ministry of the table•, is borrowed, be-

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. s. w. Stags: op. cit. 
2. Ct. H. F. Cope; op. cit., PP• 164-172. 
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cause it seems to so adequately express all that Which may be ex-

pected from the times when the family group gathers around the table. 

!hough maRY modern families may fail to share their meals together, 

there is more likelihood for them to be found together at this t~e 
1 

than at any other. !hus mealtime offers one of the best times for 

the expression of true religion as a family group. 

!he saying of the blessing or grace at meals is perhaps as 

mch a mark of religious ex:.l?ression in the home as any form of :family 

worship. !here seems to be no reason Why it should not be the e~ected 

way in which the family should begin each mea1.2 It should not be 

mmbled, however, as a mere matter of form, but should be made a dis-

tinotive act of reverence asking for God's blessing, expressing 

thanksgiving for His gifts, and invoking His presence as the Unseen 

Guest at the table.3 A variety of form and expression needs to be 

used that the grace may continue to be ma.de meaningful. At times, 

one of the children may be asked to offer a simple prayer of thanks-

giving, or all may return thanks together in the words of some famil-

iar verse of a hy.mn of thanksgiving. Occasionally, a Quaker bless~ 

offered in silence may seem appropriate. A bond of atfection and love 

may be expressed in this worship by the members of the family joining 

bands about the table.4 In summarizing, then, it may be said with 

Beavea, •It it is a real act of worship grace at the table puts the 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. Ibid., P• 164; A. 'I. Beaven: Fireside !alks for the Family 
Circle, PP• ?6, 64. 

:a. Cf. A. W. Beaven: Fireside !alks for the,Family Circle, P• 31. 
3. ·ct. Ibid., P• 34; R. ll' • Cope: op. oi t., P• 133. 
4. ct. A. W. Beaven: Fireside !alks for the Family Circle, PP• 31-34; 

E. F. Cope: op. cit., PP• 133-4. 
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1 whole famil~ gathering on a high plane.• 

~he conversation of the table offers to the home one of 

the greatest opportunities for character building of its children. 

Parents m&J' help their children to develop the art o:f good con?ersa

t1on throagh the table talk. ~hen, too, table conversation m81 be 

truly e4ucative, if wortbwhile subJects, such as are suggested by 

some experience of the d~ in school or at work, are discussed. Each 

member of the family should be encounaged. to develop the habit of 

saving the very best of the day to share at the dinner table. In this 

way table-talk ma:y be made interesting and cheerful. When the eon-

versation of the table, then, is kept high and elevating, it may serve 

to do more tor the child than many a sermon or leoture.2 

~hus the whole experience about the table may be truly made 

a ministry in the home. From the introduction of the meal by some 

form of sincere though simple prayer of thanksgiving, through the 

entire conversation of the meal a sense of family unity and friendship 

with God and one another maybe fostered and developed. 

!he mother who kneels beside the bed of her child who cannot 

yet talk nor walk and asks God's blessing and care for him is both 

fulfilling a need tor herself, and one for her child. She is drawin.g 

:a.igh to the God who gave her her most precious gift, and she is caus

ing a deep econscious blessing to be brought about in the life of her 

• • • • • • • 

1. .&. W. Beave:a.: Fireside ~allcs for the Family Circle, p. 32. 
2. Ct. R. F. Cope: op. cit., p. 164. 
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cbild.1 As the child gro~ and begins to be able to express himself, 

the mother f1Ja:1 teach him sim,ple prayers. Longer prayers in verse or 

prose may follow. In these prayers, the mother may safeguard her 

little one from •vain repetitions• and try to arouse in him a real 

desire for prayer.2 Fina.ll;r, the child may be led to pray original 

prayers spontaneously. !hrough these, the child •s inaermost thoughts 

will be revealed and the mother will have the opportunity to correct 

s~thetically and carefully any misconceptions that may have entered 

the child's mind, and to teach him the deeper meaning of prayer.Z 

From these quiet times with the mother, or, better still, both parents, 

the tiny child may be led into a life of invaluable prayer habits •4 

Certain safeguards, however, need to be set about the custom of bed-

tilDe prayers. !he child mat not be led to feel that the night brings 

danger, and that his prayer is just a fearful plea for protection. and 

sate-keeping. Bather should he be led to feel that it is cormmn.ion. 

with God at the close of the day. Further, no particular virtue need 

necessarily be associated with the time for prayer. !he child should 

be encouraged to pr~ not as a matter of routine or of force but rather 

as the expression of desire to talk with God. 6 It is most evident, 

therefore, that experience through prayer may begin in the child's 

earliest years. ln. so doing, the parents are helpiilg their chi:J4.ren. 

to enter into the experience of persoul prayer, and to prepare tor 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. G. w. Fiske: !he Christian Family, PP• 86-7. 
a. Ct. Ibid., PP• 88-92. 
z. Of. L. A. Weigle and H. H. !weedy: !raining the Devotional Life, 

Plh ao-aa. 
4. Ct. Ibid., P• 18. 
6. ct. H. F. COpe: op. cit., PP• 135-7. 
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1 the experience of group and public prayer. 

t• Sabbath Observance. 

As a reaction against the rigid disciplines of the old-

time Sabbath, a depleuble disregard for the sanctity of the day has 

arisen. It has become commercialized and made a day of general 

revelry and diversion.! In contrast with both these extremes in re

spect to the d.ay, stands Christ •s ideal for the Christian Sabbath. 

He interpreted it not as a day filled with negative prohibitions, 
a but rather as a day of positive opportunities and privilege. !he 

Christian family of today, then, has the difficult task of trying to 

live in the true spirit of Christ's teachings. 

Cl'.m~toh attendance as a family group on Sabbath morning is 

UJ:Lquestionably the family's duty. lb:cuses may be maJ1Y and varied, 

but it oa.unot be escaped that it is the Lord's Day and that He is 

worthy of worship in His House. !he man Who insists upon spending 

the whole day in what he calls rest and recreation is less adequately 

prepared for a busy week than the man who spends part of the day in 

gaining spiritual refreshment. Further, the man wl:o contends that 

he caa worship God just as well in nature is rarely genuinely honest. 

If he is, however, he fails to take into consideration the example of 

Jesus and the llew Testament teaching in regard to church attendance. 

Still further, he selfishly fails to realize that if every Christian 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. L. A. Weigle and B. H. Tweedy: op. cit., P• 17. 
a. ~. D. W. Brewbaker: op. cit., PP• 14-15. 
a. Cf. A. W. Beaven: Fireside Talks for the Family Circle, P• 113; 

E. 11. Shields: Sunday with the Child, PP• 1-2. 
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follo~d that prtnciple there would be no need for churches.1 Church 

attendance, therefore, should be part of the Christian family's Sab-

bath program. 

If the family meets its responsibility by attending the 

church together in the morning. the chief problem of the day presents 

itself in the afternoon. Beaven offers these suggestions in attempt-

ing to help make the day a happy one. He recommends that a more simple 

meal be served than the customary Sunday dinner, so that the day may 

function more normally. In this way a late dinner • an unusually tired 

mother, and children who have become irritable in waiting for their 

ne~l JJ:B.y be obviated. Part of the afternoon the parents will very 

likely want to rest in quiet, but they mat not necessarily expect 

their children to enter into an appreciation of such an opportunity. 

While parents are resting, then, the older children rray keep the 

JQunger ones amused with some sort of quiet activity such as making 

scrapbooks for hospitals, or reading. During the afternoon the ohil-

dren may be led into memorization of Scripture in a number of attrac

tive ways that Will make it a joy rather than t.btt~y.2 

With all this, however, children derm.nd physical activity 

and 'Sabbath fails to make aa exception. Walks for the childl·en with 

the parents will help to meet this need.3 Family •sings•, worthWhile 

Bible games, and service projects and activities may be participated 

in bJ the family group, and the afternoon made an enjo~ble one. 4 

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. A. W. Beaven: Fireside Ta.lks for the Family Circle, P.P• 115-116. 
!. ct. Ibid., PP• 118~1.20. 
3. 0! • .A,. W. Beaven; Fireside Talks :tor the Family Circle, P• lZ:l; 

B. Ill. S.hields: op. cit., PP• 2-3; H. 1f. Cope: op.cit., P• 162. 
4. et. R. F. COpe: op. cit., PP• 154-162. 
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!f!he twilight hour of the day r:IJaY be :ma.de one which will 

carry through the years as a happy experience. It may be the time 

when the familY will sing together, or when mother or father tells 

a story, or when the family just share together in sweet, unhurried. 

frieud.liness and coDIIDIUlion. !hose who are old enough will again 

rightfully go to the House of God • 

.And so, the Sabbath :ma.y well be made a day of great blessing. 

!hrough the legitimate play and companionship that is afforded on that 

day the unity of the family will be strengthened, opportunity given for 

the doing together of the more ideal things of life, for :penetrating 

deeper into the child's experience, and for the seeking of the lovely 

Qd the beautiful together.l In :Beaven's words, 

"!t!o sum up, then, our aim a.s parents should be to malte sunday 
the big day of the week; to watch against restraint or makiDg 
the day so inactive as to be dull; to fill it with the most 
wholesome and happy experiences for the entire family, and 
send all out into the next week. with new power and resources.•2 

!he Christian home of the past proved the worth of certain 

forms of religious expression such as family worship, the ministry 

of the table, bedtime prayer, and Sabbath observance. :Modern author-

ities who are interested in keeping the home Christian a.sree that the 

values from these forms of religious expression must be conserved. 

An endeavor haS been made, therefore, to show how they may be adapted 

and made to f'lmotion in the home of today. 

• • • • • • • 

1. at. H. F. Oope: op. cit., P.P• 150-2. 
a. A. 'i. :Beaven; op. oit., P• 124. 
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4. In the General Atmosphere of the Rome. 

Appropriate and fitting as is the observance of certain 

definite religious practices in the home, such as have been described 

above, they in th~elves do not constitute the whole of family re

ligion. Bather is the religion of the home something mch broader 
l and more in~imte, as Dr. :.. :roster Wood has suggeste4. Cope writes 

that -Religion should present itself concretely, practically, and as 

an atmosphere and ideal in the family.•2 When this is done, religion 

is the life of the home and through all its phases of life, the child 

learns the way of the life which is eternal.3 

.Authorities mention no phase of home life as more essential 

to the expression of true religion than that of the general atmosphere. 

Sneath speaks of it as •the most subtle and potent force in the moral 

and spiritual development of the child•.4 ~his is true, he points 

out, because of the definite set which it gives the child toward life, 

through its interests, its pleasures, and its concerns. Spurr remarks 

that a thoroughlJ religious atmosphere Which is unstilted and gennine 

is one of the most fundamental factors necessary for the preservation 

of the home.5 In close connection with this contention, is the view 

expressed. by Rutus Jonas in his paper on -Religion and Family Lite•. 

:Be says, "!he first step toward rebuilding our new society 1s in the 

• • • • • • • 

1. ct. Editorial, Family Religion in the New ~~ 
Bulletin, Volume XVI, Number 2, February, 1933, 

2. B. F. Cope: op. cit., P• 63. 
I. Of. Ibid., P• 6. 
4. Of. B. R. Sneath et al; op. cit., P• 148. 
5. ct. J. J. C. Weldon et al: op. cit., P• 83. 

Federal COuncil 
PP• 3·4. 
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direction of the recovery of a truer and more vital spiritual quality 

in the home.•l He shows What has already been mentioned in another 

connection that the plaatic :aature of the child, with his inborn 

capacity to imitate, is very definitely shaped through the uncon

scious influences of the homa.a As Horace Busbnell has said, -!be 

odor of the !louse will always be in his garments, and the internal 

diffiaulties with which he has to struggle will spring of the family 

seeds planted in his nature.•1 !herefore the home Which is not 

Christian in atmosphere and influence ~ot expect successfully to 

train and nurture its young people in Christian living.4 

!he problem remains as to how this desirable Christian at-

.mosphere J1JIJ:l be attained in the homes of today. Faris says that the 

charm of any home, no matter how modern, may be truly brought about 

through •simplicity, sincerity, pervasiveness and winsomeness of 

piety and method. • 5 Again he suggests that children should breathe 

in what God-filled parents breathe out. 6 Edward Leigh Pell in his 

c~ing little pamphlet entitled, •A Question of Atmosphere• ad-

dresses the mother of "John• and discusses how she may weave this 

most preoious and intimate garment of atmosphere about him. Since 

the wearing of it affects all his later life, it is well for her to 

weave it with the utmost precision and care. The secret of her sue-

• • • • • • • 

1. In Family Life Today, P• 184, M. E. Rich, ed. 
2. Cf •. X. :1. Rich: Family Life Today, pp. 184-5. 
I. Quoted by L. J • Sherrill: Bow Religion is Taught in the Home, 

P• 9. 
4. Cf. Board of Ohristia.n Education of the Presbyterian t.n:m.rch in the 

U.S.A.: Cbristiaa Education in the Family, Bulle tin No. 3, P• 5. 
5. w. 1f. Faris: op. cit., P• 15. 
&. Cf. Ibid., P• 31. 
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cess 11es in the directing of her thoughts upon the things that are 

true and pure and lovely.1 !his can only be done through will~ess 

to find the time, but the greatness of her task should make her ef-

fort worthWhile. In speaking of the endeavor to make wholesome home 

environment and atmosphere, Richardson remarkS that intelligence, in

genuity, and an intense desire to do so are necess&rJ.2 Certainly, 

then, the development of a religious atmosphere predicates these to-

gather with a sense of dependence upon Him who can transform even the 

bumhlest of homes. 

An impetus toward the development of a religious atmosphere 

in the home has been given within the last few years through the plan 

of home dedication. It orig}..nated as a definite :roovement through 

Professor H. Augustine Smith, when he dedicated his new home in 

Wellesley in 1926. !he plan consists of a simple program of song, 

poetr7, and prayer, in the presence of a few friends or just the famil7, 

for the purpose of setting the home apart as a truly Christian abode. 

4 most impressive ceremony can be worked out by dedicating with an ap

propriate verse of Scripture each part of the phJsical house - the 

windows, the lintel, the hearthstone, the pictures, and all the other 

important details. !he plan my be used in the dedication of new 

homes, either newly founded or newly entered upon, or it may be fit

tingly adapted for the reconsecration of' old homes.3 Otrtainly, such 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf'. Phil. 4:6. 
2. Ct. F. H. llichardson: op. cit., P• 94. 
3. Ct. G. w. fiske: The Christ ian Family, pp. 73-75; !he Changing 

l'a.mil7, PP• 211-223; A. w. :Beaven: Fireside Talks for the !'amily 
Circle, PP• 6-9; c. w. :Brewbaker; op. cit., P.P• 64-5. 
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an attempt to attach spiritual significance to the more commonplace 

things of the physical environment of the home ca:anot help but con-

tribute to the upbuilding of an atmosphere within the home that is 

truly of the Spirit of God. 

!o summarize, it may well be admitte4 that atmosphere is an 

elusive, intangible part of home life. Its far-reaching influence 

and vital significance in the present and future life of the child, 

however, demand that it be sweetly permeated with the love of Christ 

that He may indeed be made the Read of the Home. 

5. In Cooperation with the Church. 

!he major emphasis of our discussion has been that the home 

in the society of today needs to reawake to its inherent religious 
• 

nature and to assume its definite religious obligations in order that 

its unity be preserved. In this consideration, however, the home's 

relationship to the church must be regarded with more than mere in-

cidental mention. 

!he home and the church should be allies of the truest sort, 

because they share a common purpose, nalllely, the building of Christian 

l character. Moreover, the kinship of the oburoh and the home is 

deeply rooted because the ~arch is basically made up of Christian 

parents and their ohildren.2 If these fundamental ties of intimacy 

were more readily recognized there would be more of a sense of coopera-

• • • • • • • 

1. Ct. R. F. Cope: op. cit., P• 198; A. w. Beaven: op. cit., P.P• l~l. 

2. Of. Board of Christian Education of the Presbyterian 1nmrch in the 
U.S.A.; Christian Education in the Family, Bulletin :No. 6, P• 27. 
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tio:n 'between the clmrch and the home, rather than the altogether too 

frequent sense of competition., 1 ll'urthermore, if Christian homes 

were more ready to realise that it is they who make up the corporate 

body of the cburch, they would perhaps be less ready to criticiae its 

tu:nctionings and more ready to endeavor to bring about in the church 

the things Which they expect it to give to them.2 

!lleae two fundamental institutions of society, therefore, 

are inherently interdependent and the lite of the one is intermingled 

with that of the other. Kelfally bas expressed this truth in these 

words, "The Church, depending on the family for the preservation and 

spread of the Christian religion, sees in the evil forces assailing 

the home a grave danger to its own life.•3 The problem of eoopera-

tive action mast tbus be faced and met. 

Sinoe the influence of the home precedes that of the church, 

consideration should be given to what the church ma:y do to help the 

home in its religious life. ~. L. FosterWood suggests that the 

church mat think more and more in terms of the home.4 Jlore home 

problems may well be discussed from the pulpit in the light of Chris-

tian teachings. Mothers' clubs, parents• groups, and young people's 

societies ought to provide for the opportunity for the discussion of 

vital bome concerns. Pastors should endeavor to give more of their 

time for advice and counsel to parents in regard to their children. 

1. 
3., 
3. 
4. 

• • • • • • • 

at. H. F., Cbpe: cp. cit., P• 199. 
Cf. Ibid., PP• 200-202. 

' W • P. ilclall:f; !he C'nristian Home, in Christian Ethics, P• 55. 
In' a per1onal interview with the writer. 
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several ways in which some churches are already helping to meet the 

need of the home, Fiske points out, are by offering wholesome recrea

tional activities, trained teachers and leaders to supplement the 

religious instruction of the home, the ouRortunity for service of 

goodWill both within a:nd without the clmrch, and the giving of whole 

Sunday evenings to the interests and problems of their youth.l 

As the res u1 t of a group study in regard to -The ehanging 

Standards of the l'amilr, the following recormne.ndations were made for 

the church in the interests of the home. First, that the church 

should provide an educational program within the chtu'ch, and second, 

that the church should more actively and sympathetically align itself 

with those organizations which are seeking to bring about better 

family adjustments and general welfare within the home. 2 The recom-

mendations given tor the educational program within t:he church are 

chietly concerned with education in regard to sex, and preparation 

for marriage, and their problems. !he church is further urged to think. 

in terms of family needs and to demand that its ministers in training 

be required to take courses Which shall assist in meeting the problema 

ot the home. Moreover, it is suggested that the church make a new 

study of the family in order to discover how traditional Christian prac-

tices of the past may be adapted for the home of today. ~he following 

out of such lines of activity and study as bas been presented by these rl 

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. G. w. l'iske; !he Ohristian Family, pp. 133-135. 
2. Of • 'Delaware Study Conference Reports: A. Study of the Significance 

of Jesus Christ in the Modern World, Group I, Commission 3, p. 21. 
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authorities would no doubt lead to an amelioration of the church's 

program of assistance to the home. 

CoDceding that the church can do more for the home in the 

future than it has done in the past, the fact remains that the church 

cannot succeed in puilding up Christian character without the ooopera• 

tion of the home. J.s Fiske graphically describes the situation, "re

ligion must have a home base.•l Row this ~ome base• 'f!I&J function 

eftectivelJ has already been rather fullJ discussed. Provided, then, 

that every endeavor is being made within the home to build up an ac-

tive Christian life in each of its members, there remain certain re-

sponsibilities of the home toward the church. Most fundamental among 

these is the home's obligation to see that everJ member of the family 

that possibly can attends church regularlJ. When clm.rch attendance 

is made the accepted custom of the home, ma111 opportunities for un-

pleasant discussion will be avoided. !he •institution" of the family 

pew is still quite practicable. J. varietJ of opinion may exist in 

respect to the child's attendance at the regular church service, but 

it is agreed that the value of the participation of children with 

parents in public worship must be conserved.2 RegularitJ in atten-

dance at the church school is also essential; the church cannot teach 

the children if the home does not send them. !he supplementing of the 

church school program is most necessary also, for the church cannot 

acoom,plish its great task in so limited a period. The home rra.y do this 

• • • • • • • 

1. G. • :riske: !he Christitm Family, PP• 14-15. 
a. Cf • A. W • :Staven: op. cit,, PP• 126•8; 133-6. 
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in a variety of ways, such as keeping in close touch with the child's 

cburch-school teacher, familiarizing itself with his course of study, 

and providill.g opportunities for the carrying out of what he has 'been 

taught in the church school bour.1 ln conclusion, then, the church 

in all its weaknesses and limitations deserves the sy.mpathy and respect 

of its homes. Parents ~st therefore not 'be overly critical of its 

program or of its leaders, but rather manifest helpfulness in every 

possible way through regular attendance, vital interest, and construc

tive criticism. 

!bus, if the role of religion in the home of today is to be 

worthwhile and active, the bond between the church and the home mu.st 

'be strengthened. Both institutions are working together to develop 

Christian lives, and each can help the other in this privil~e to an 

extent Which has scarcely been realized heretofore. 

D. Sum:oa.ry. 

!be foregoing study has revealed that the Hebrew home, the 

earlJ American home, and Christian hotms of today present a basis tor 

the belief in the integrating influence of religion in the home. 

Further, it has 'been :made evident that religion may definitely func

tion in preserving the modern home, since it is a vital factor in the 

rediscovery of its sanctity, an tmpelling force in its stabilization, 

& contributing agent in its centralization, a motivating power in 

building a desirable form of government within it, and the chief in-

• • • • • • • 

1. Cf. G. W. Iiske: !he Christ ian Family, pp. 135-6. 
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centive for the subordination of material interests to spiritual 

values. Doreover, it has been pointed out that the role of religion 

in the modern home may be made manifest in a. n'l.lmber of ways. Most 

fundameAtal of these is the expression of a. genuine Christian exper

ience on the part of parents and then the building of true Christian 

character in their children. In add.ition, certain external practices, 

such as family worship and grace at table, may well be adapted and 

instituted in home life today, because of the positive values which 

they may give. Then, too, the whole tone and atmosphere of the home 

may be filled with the Spirit of Christ so that every phase of home 

life may contribute toward the realization of the Christian ideal for 

it. However, religionwithin the home is incomplete in itself, and 

definite, sympathetic cooperation must be established With the church. 

!bus, since religion has already manifested a unifying effect in home 

life, a power to cope with certain needs, and the potentiality of as

suming a vital role in the home, it is concluded that home religion 

may have a definitely integrating influence upon family life today. 





SlJ'lD.IIARY .AED OONOLUSIOJ 

In review of our study, three important factors are to be 

noted. First, the family is a fundamental institution of society 

Which is worthy of preservation because of its history, its fUnctions, 

and its intrinsic value. Second, this vital unit of bwman relation-

ships is threatened with disintegration by many economic, social, 

moral and religious influences of modern life. .And third, family re

ligion manifests itself as a potent means of counteracting these dis

organising forces and of definitely integrating the modern home. This 

claim for religion is based upon the unifying effect that it has al-

rea41 shown in home life, upon the definite ways in which it may func

tion in meeting the difficult problems of the modern home, and upon 

the role it may assume in any home which really exerts itself to in-

elude it. 

In the complexity of modern society, however, the realiza-

tion of this integration through religion is not to be achieved in 

any easy or simplified manner. Bather it predicates great effort and 

courage, especially on the part of parents. :Ru.fus Jones utters a. 

striking challenge on this int when he says, 

"le moder.DS have the habit of conquering difficulties, of suc
ceeding with great adventures, of d.arin8 to try ·wbat seems im
possible. Ras not the time come to apply that spirit and that 
attitude to. other conquests than those of space and matter? 
!hat same determination of po.rpose which has cleared the virgin 
forests of this continent, made the deserts blossom like the 
rose and tapped for daily use the inexhaustible resources of 
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nature can recover and revitalize the home a.nd make it 
once more the nurser,r of souls.•l 

Femil7 religion, indeed, is still practicable, though some of the 

forms of religious expression mnst needs be adapted and modified from 

their use in the past. !he power of Christ is able to work in the 

homes of today to keep them intact, and to bind them together with 

ties that are not earthly but divine. !lms, though many agencies 

may contribute toward the preservation of the family, the home is 

fundamentally dependent upon the great dynamic of religion to bring 

about its integration. 

• • • • • • • 

1. R. M. Jones: Religion and Family Life, P• 190, in Family Life 
!oday, M. E. Rich, ed. 
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