
EG Y~-=»1f'iE~~JS 

THE DENOMINATIONAL COLLEGE 

CHARLES E. DIEHL 

(Read at Meeting November 8, 1927) 

The term "Denominational College" in this paper has 

nothing to do with sectarianism, but is used as a synonym 

for "Church College17 or "Christian College," and indicates 

an institution of higher education owned or controlled by or 

affiliated with one or more Christian denominations. It 
designates an institution of a particular type which has as 

its specific aim the laying of a strong moral emphasis and 

the production of a high type of Christian character. It 

seeks, as some one has said, "to encourage and perpetuate 

that form of higher education in which deep learning and 

fervent piety are f<;>rever united. 17 In such a college religion 

is regarded as a necessary factor in education, and the de

velopment of the spiritual life a fundamental part of the 

educational process. It is an agency of the church for the 

promotion of the kingdom of God through educational pro

cesses. It believes that education should aim at the highest 

goal, which is character, and that the end of education is to 

produce men who, in individual character and social life, 

are like jesus Christ. It believes with Plato and Aristotle 

that the chief thing in education is that the young soul 

should learn with all its heart to love good and hate evil, not 

merely to know but to love. It feels with Sir Robert Peel 

that "secular education is only half education with the more 

important half left out." It questions whether education 

without religion is really education. To use Chesterton's fig

ure, one might as well undertake to pack one's grip and 
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leave out the grip. It agrees with Herbert Spencer when he 

wrote "that to educate reason without educating desire is 

like selling a repeating rifle to a savage"; and with Woodrow 

Wilson when he wrote "moral efficiency is the fundamental 

argument for liberal culture." 

If we are asked what we mean by the term "Christian", 

we reply: the acceptance of the sovereignty of Jesus Christ 

over mind and heart and life, a personal devotion to Him, 

and the honest desire to imitate Him and do His will. That 

is the sort of education which we expect from the denomi

national college, and which we call Christian education. It 

must be kept in mind that the denominational college is not 

less a college because it is denominational. As a college it 

must do all that any standard college is expected to do in 

conforming to the recognized educational standards of the 

present day. The requirements for scholarship on the part 

of its teaching staff, the equipment for library and labora

tories, the buildings for administration purposes, for lecture 

halls, and for the housing of students are the same for the 

denominational college as for any other college. · The dis

tinguishing feature of the denominational college is t hat it 

includes Christianity in its working program, not so much 

in the studies pursued as in its spirit and atmosphere. The 

denominational college which is really functioning as such 

will not turn over the religious interests of the institution to 

the Y. M. C. A. or to the Y. W. C. A., or to both. These 

truly valuable organizations will be used, but the initiatiye 

for the religious life of the institution will be in the govern

ing bo~ies-in the Board of Directors and in the Faculty. 

The college will be Christian because there is a definite 

Christian purpose in its government. . It is freely admitted 

. that a college may be Christian without being denomina-
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tional, and it is also sadly conceded that not every denomi

national college is Christian. If the whole atmosphere of 

the denominational college is not pronouncedly Christian, 

it is unworthy of the name. The denominational college is 

founded and maintained because of a profound conviction 

that education is not complete and cannot be complete with

out religion. 

Since SouTHWESTERN is a denominational college right 
here in our midst, it may be of interest to refer particularly 

to its expressed aim. Some weeks ago the President of 

SouTHWESTERN asked each member of the Faculty to write 

out briefly his idea of what the purpose, the aim, the ob

jective of SouTHWESTERN as a Presbyterian college should be. 

T hese papers were read at a recent meeting of the Faculty 

Club, and a few of these briefer statements are here given : 

"To function as an ideal college where knowledge 
shall be exact and complete, character robust and gra
cious, and Christianity not only a welcome guest, but 
the ruling spirit within its walls." 

" It is the function of SouTHWESTERN to graduate 
men and women who have minds trained for clear and 
accurate thinking and whose moral integrity is above 
question. There should be fashioned citizens who are 
outstanding both mentally and morally." 

"The function of SouTHWESTERN is (I) to so influ
ence her students as to send them forth strengthened 
and enriched in their religious and spiritual life; (2) 
to afford them a · superior type of cultural training. 

"The objectives of SouTHWESTERN are (I ) such a 
student body, faculty and product as to make her name 
respected by the best institutions of learning; (2) equip
ment and endowment adequate for thorough work; (3) 
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numbers large enough for success, but not so large as 
to swamp the. individual; ( 4) a definitely recognizable 
and increasing spiritual and cultural betterment of 
human conditions in her territory." 

"High scholastic standards, a concern for aesthetic 
appreciation, and some solicitude for general physical 
welfa re are ideals professed by every college. SouTH
WESTERN should add to these the d~sire to develop in 
every student, regardless of his prospective vocation, a 
quickened sense of moral obligation. It is not enough 
that our men believe already in Christian principles; 
we want right living to be a practice, the performance 
of duty a habit." 

"To furnish a broad, thorough cultural education, 
enshrining the highest moral and intellectual ideals, an 
education which is based on the plain teachings of 
Jesus as found in the Bible, which is conducted en
tirely by those whose allegiance to Him is unwavering, 
which is given in an atmosphere that is surcharged 
with His principles, and which definitely endeavors to 
inculcate in its students unswerving loyalty to Him." 

Historically the denominational college has had a large 

and an enviable place in the system of American education. 

Every one knows that the early American colleges were 

Christian in origin and aim. They were avowedly estab

lished to prepare young men for the life to come or for 

p reaching in this life. Among the first rules of Harvard 

College, established in I 636, occurs this one: "Let every 

stud~nt be plainly instructed and earnestly pressed to con

sider well the main end of his life and studies is to God and 

Jesus Christ which 'is etern ~ll life." Nearly a century and 
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a half later the Massachusetts Articles of the Constitution 

linked Harvard with the "honor of God and the advantage 

of the Christian religion." 

Rev. James Blair was the founder and first president 

of William and Mary, established in 1693, and his com

pelling motive was the saving of the souls of Virginians. 

Yale was foun~ed in I 70 I by ten congregational ministers 

of Connecticut to the end that they might "educate min

isters in their own way." They were all graduates of Har

vard, but they did not like the Harvard way of that period. 

These conservatives felt that the Harvard theology was too 

loose and its religious influence pernicious. 

Forty-five years later Princeton came on, founded by 

the Synod of New York. King's College (Columbia) fol

lowed in I 754, whose Letters Patent declared its objects to 

be "to lead students from the study of Nature to the knowl

edge of themselves and of the God of Nature, and their 

duty to Him, themselves, and one another, and everything 

that may contribute to their true happiness both here and 

hereafter_." Then came Brown (1764) by the co-operation 

of the Baptists of the entire country, the first American 

college without religious tests. Then Dartmouth (I 769) 

"for the spread of the Redeemer's Kingdom." 

With the exception of the University of Pennsylvania 

(1740), the story is much the same for all the educational 

establishments before the Revolution. It is claimed that 

one hundred and four of the first one hundred and eighteen 

colleges were church colleges. The colleges founded in the 

revolutionary period and during the fifty years following 

the adoption of the constitution were practically all of them 

founded under Christian auspices and with a distinct Chris

tian purpose. Up to the middle of the nineteenth century 
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these institutions constituted nearly all the higher education 

there was. They rendered a service in educational leader

ship which is frankly acknowledged by all. They trained 

leader~, not only for the ministry, but for every form of 

worthy activity in Church and in State. 

If a digression is pardoned, it might be noted in passing 

that the same religibus motive and aim was evident in ele

mentary and secondary education. These also were fostered 

by the church, and even when the principle of the separa-, 

tion of church and state was most strongly emphasized, the 

necessity was felt and plans were discussed, for training in 

morals and religion. One of the .. most interesting efforts 

along this line was the proposed "Christian Constitutional 

Society" of Alexander Hamilton. He felt that this nation 

is a Christian nation, that it was founded by Christian men 

with the deliberate purpose of extending the influence of 

the Christian religion; and that the Christian religion, as 

the Supreme Coun of the United States has positively de

clared (Vol. 143, page 470), is a part of the common law 

of our country. He wished to safeguard the American Sun

day as the day of instruction and inspiration in order to ad

vance liberty and civilization. He desired to tormulate a 

:system of moral and religious education that would be as 

universal as the right of suffrage. Since people of all na

tions and races were coming to America and would vote, 

and since some were Hebrews and some Gentiles, some Cath

olic and some Protestant, and all voted, it became necessary 

that there should be some institution to dr,.i ll men in mora!s 

and religion that would include all Protestants, Catholics, 

and Hebrews, educating them toward God and duty. He 
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~--
felt the force of the remfuk" of Edmund Burke who said, 

when this country eeromes a Republic, that the great prob

lem of America~ would be the education of her rulers, her 

millions of voters. 

Hamilton knew that the great principles of right and 

wrong are not denominati.onal. The Ten Commandments 

do not belong to any sect. Responsibility to God is not 

peculiar to any race. The big simplicities are binding upon 

men as men, and the great verities include all classes and 

both sexes. The multiplication table is not racial. The 

axiom that the whole is equal to the sum of the parts is 

not Catholic or Protestant. Right and wrong hold all races; 

duty and responsibility are binding upon all men. 

Hamilton proposed, therefore, that the Christian Con

stitutional Society should have teachers whose duty it should 

be to teach the universal simplicities that belong to men as 

the sons of God, leaving the particular creed, the form of 

baptism and sacrifice to parents at home. The public school 

teaches the essentials of political economy, . then the boy 

goes home to receive instruction in free trade from one fa

ther, or protective tariff from another father. The public 

school need not interfere with the private views of the 

parent. And Hamilton believed that it was possible to 

have a Christian Constitutional Society that would drill all 

the citizens in those things that are fundamental to the Re

public. For one hour every Sunday all the families were to 

flow together to receive instruction in morals and religion 

as they had reference to the American family and the Ameri

can school, to American trade and commerce, just as in No

vember all the citizens come together to express their edu

cated judgment upon matters political and economic. It 

was a great dream, a vision worthy of the genius of Alexan-
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der Hamilton. He felt that the great perils of the Republic 

are ignorance and lawlessness, and he proposed turning this 

whole land into one vast moral and religious school house 

for one day in the week through his Constitutional Christian 

Society. He felt that it was not enough that the government 

should provide, an army and a navy, should place light

houses on dangerous coasts, dig the mud out of rivers and 

build levees, the state must also consider the higher man

hood of its citizens. Unfortunately Hamilton was killed 

before he had time to work out his great conception. Only 

the first draft of his plan is in existence. His untimely 

death in retrospect seems one of the greatest calamities that 

ever overwhelmed the people of this Republic. 

In considering the place of the denominational college 

in our system of education at the present time, we note 

some very marked changes which have come about largely 

in the past sixty-five years, since the passage of the Morrill 

Act of 1863, by which to each state in the Union 30,000 acres 

of land were granted for each senator and representative ac

corded to that state in the federal congress. This act, to

gether with two subsequent acts by which annual grants were 

made for institutions teaching mechanics and agricultur~, 

committed the state finally and forever to the work uf 

higher education. From that act of 1863 we may date the 

final and irrevocable commitment of the federal govern

ment of the Union, and of the government of the states of the 

Union, to the support of higher education. As a result, 

America, therefore, has undertaken this colossal experiment, 

unique in the history of the world, that of giving to all of its 

citizens who care to avail themselves of the privilege a 
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course of trammg from the kindergarten all the way up 

through higher education at public expense, an experiment 

concerning the wisdom of which in the realm of ,higher edu

cation the writer is by no means assured. 

The secularization .of education developed with amazing 

rapidity. The invasion of French influence was felt, and in 

some colleges both professors and students sat in the seat of 

the scornful. Skepticism was the badge of respectability. 

The religious aim was supplanted by the modern god, effi· 

ciency. The emphasis came to be laid upon material rather 

than moral training, and a system of education has been 

developed which equips men for scientific, mechanic, and 

agricultural pursuits rather than for high moral ideals and 

high moral character. The humanities have been crowded 

out by the scientific and technical. Some of this change of 

emphasis is due to the remarkable material development of 

the past seventy-five years, and some of it is due to denomi

national rivalries and bigotries which have not added lustr~ 

to the pages of church history. 

Side by side with this state activity in the work of 

higher education there ha.s developed a tendency on the 

part of private individuals to establish and endow institu

tions of higher learning which would be as independent of 

the state on the one hand as of the church on the other. 

Some of these foundations have been among the greatest and 

most beneficent made in this or in any other country. Johns 

Hopkins at Baltimore, Clark at \Vorcester, Leland Stanford 

in California, represent this tendency. Other institutions 

like Vanderbilt, once a denominational college, have for 

reasons which seemed good to them, einerged from the con

trol of the denomination . and have likewise become indepen

dent institutions. We have, then, in this country three 
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types of institutions of higher education-state or municipal, 

independent, and denominational, and many believe that 

this is a decided advantage, that it is far superior to the 

monopolistic system of education of the Old World. 

Now that we have declined from the early piety in which 

the American college was generated, how far will the secu

larizing of education take us? The state universities in the 

West and to an increasing extent in the South are main

tained in a magnificent manner. They have come or are 
coming to positions of much influence, and are centers of 

tremendous educational power. In many states they are 

almost filling the horizon of higher education. In the vast 

territory covered by these institutions are many denomina

tional colleges which had been founded before the state uni-· 

versities and which had trained many of the men who have 

achieved fame in connection with the state universities. 

These denominational colleges, as a rule, have little endow

ment, and must depend upon church collections and sub

scriptions and campaigns for their support. In the country 

as a whole, the denominational college does not hold the 

place of acknowledged leadership which it did some sixty 

years ago. 

The ever widening horizon of knowledge, the standard

ization of education, the enlarging requirements, involving 

~ __ greater outlaxs for laboratory and class room equipment, 

for library facilities, for incrceased salaries for its profes

sors to keep abreast of the economic conditions of the land

all these things have conspired to make the road rough for 

the denominational college. Some of these colleges have 

been crushed out of existence by the new order .and by the 

increased demands which higher education is making. Others 

have been compelled to combine, and still others are on the 

36 



edge of a precarious existence. Added to these difficulties 

are the criticisms, often entirely just, on the part of honest. 

people with regard to the claims made by certain denomina

tional colleges as compared with the reality in their cases. 

To speak of a college which is not genuinely honest and 

educationally sincere as a Christian college is a sheer mis

use of terms, and by that token alone many denominational 

colleges are not Christian. 
Under these circumstances, we are led to ask whether 

the denominational college has a future in the system of 

American education? It has done a fine work, but has it 

not outlived its usefulness? Is it of sufficient value to cause 

people, since they must at all hazards pay their tax to the 

state, voluntarily to tax themselves doubly for its support? 

If it is true that education should not be divorced from 

religion, is it necessary to have the denominational type 

of religion in education, is it not possible by means of the 

foundations of the various denominations and schools of 

religion at the state universities to secure this end at much 

less expense? Would not such an arrangement be more 

beneficial to society? Even if it was once the duty of the 

church to enter the field of education, has not that day 

passed? These questions and many similar ones are an

swered by some in a way that would politely bow the de

nominational college off the world's stage. Every now and 

then some ready writer comes out with the startling an

nouncement that the denominat'ional college ha·s served its 

day and generation, and that it must now go. 

My own conviction is that the standard denominational 

college is one of the most important and vital institutions in 

the Republ ic, that it is worth all it costs, and that it was 

never more necessary than now. With secularism at ful1 
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tide, with the multiplied complexities of our modern life 

reducing more and more the time which may be given to 

things eternal, with the gospel of service preached in many 

quarters in a way almost to exclude the gospel of manhood, 

with the ozone of moral earnestness and triumphant moral 

leadership much less in evidence than we could wish, with 

the state universities and many of the independent institu

tions giving a large portion of their efforts to vocational 

and professional training, with commercialism and the com

mercial spirit dominating altogether too largely the life of 

the nation, it behooves us to give serious and earnest atten

tion to that type of higher education which is deliberately 

planned to yield the largest results· in moral and spiritual 

leadership. 

Some one has said, "The church taught the state to 

educate its youth. The church also taught the state to pro

vide for religious liberty, in consequence of which the state 

properly excludes sectarian teaching from the public schools. 

The next great task before the church is to teach the state 

that, while sectarian instruction is properly excluded, reli

gious education is absolutely essential to the accomplish

ment of the very aim which the state has in view when it ex

pends vast sums of money for the maintenance of its schools 

-the production of citizens of the highest and most useful 

type. When that time comes, it may be no longer neces

sary to maintain church schools, but that time seems to be 

far in the ·future." 

Nearly twenty years ago Dr. Henry S. Pritchett, the 

learned President of the Carnegie Foundation, delivered a 

very able address before the Conference on Education of 

the M. E. Church, South, at Atlanta, entitled "The Rela

tions of Christian Denominations to Colleges." It is a 
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thoughtful paper. He. is a keen critic, and to most of his 

criticism we utter a hearty amen. His criticisms are leveled 

chiefly at the dishonesty, the insincerity, the denominational 

rivalries, and the inadequate support which mar some de

nominational colleges. There can be no difference of opin· 

ion on these matters. However, when he declares himself in 

favor of religion in education, but against any definite ex

pression of religion along denominational lines, some of us 

find it difficult to follow him. For its social task, there is 

no other type of religion than the denominational type. In 

the glow of its beginning Christianity was indeed all but 

structureless, but when it gathered itself together and moved 

out to accomplish its mission it organized · itself. Since 

Luther it has organized itself more elaborately, perhaps ex

cessively, about different conceptions of the Christian ex

perience and the Christian mission, and these organiza

tions are the Christian denominations. The different de

nominations make their several contributions to the com

mon Christian task without any necessary duplication or 

antagonism. Duplications and antagonisms, it must be ad

mitted, have occurred, but they were due to blunders and 

perversions. They are not inherent in the segregation of 

Christianity into smaller bodies for fellowship and admin

istration. 

Further, we see no way of ensuring the character and 

continuity of a college as a Christian college except as it is 

owned or controlled by or affiliated with one or more Chris

tian denominations. 

Mr. Asa Candler, in making his gift of one million 

dollars to Emory University in I 9 I 4, wrote as follows: 

"I am profoundly impressed that what our country 
needs is not more secularized education, but more of 
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the education that is fundamentally and intentionally 
religious. I see no way by which such religious edu
cation can be supplied without institutions of learnmg 
owned and controlled by the churches. Under our po
litical system the limitations upon the civil govern
ment in matters religious put such education beyond 
the reach of .that power. And I cannot agree for a 
moment that the best type of religious education is 
that which some claim is propagated in an unwedded 
state, outside any and all churches, by institutions 
which are subject to neither civil nor ecclesiastical au
thority and which acknowledge no responsibility to 
the people whom they propose to edw.:ate. 

"Boards of trustees that are independent of all gov
ernment must inevitably change in person and policy 
with the changeful years. But the · church of God is 
an enduring institution; it will live when individuals 
and secular corporations have perished. It is not easily 
carried about by the shifting winds of doctrine which 
so affect men and institutions too responsive to the 
transient modes of thought and custom which come 
and go with the seasons. Hence, I desire that whatever 
I am able to invest in the work of education shall be 
ministered by the church, with a definite and continu
ous religious purpose." 

To be sure, the denominational college must be educa

tionally sincere, must be genuinely Christian, must main

tain the educational standards of the time in horizon, per

sonnel, courses, and equipment, and that means that it must 

be adequately supported. More than that, its control by 

the denomination should not be too direct, should not admit 

of detailed oversight by a church court. The election or 

approval of the directors by a church court, with the sole 

governing power in the directorate, gives sufficient assur

ance of the character of the institution, and prevents offi-
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c1ous intermeddling. For a denominational college of that 

type and standing there will always be a demand. The 

world is not likely to get beyond the need of religion, and 

the institutions which frankly and purposely exist to meet 

it will be permanent. 

The following additional considerations are advanced to 

show the need for the denominational college: 

I. The demand for higher education in this country 

could not be met without the aid of the denominational 

colleges. More than two-thirds of the colleges of the land 

today are denominational colleges, and about half the col

lege students in America are receiving their training in 

denominational institutions. The last government report 

shows that during a thirty-four year period, while the popu

lation increased seventy-eig~t percent, enrollment of col

lege students increased four hundred and forty-five percent. 

During the same period, enrolfinent of secondary schools in

creased nine hundred and fifty-one percent. It must appear 

that the colleges of the United States are not prepared for 

the ultimate task which is before them, and that we can iB 
afford to try to get along without any of our standard 

colleges. 

2. The small denominational colleges, scattered every

where, are the natural and inevitable expression of the dem

ocratic spirit in, the realm of higher education, just as the 

universities of Cambridge and Oxford are an expression of 

English aristocracy, and as the universities of Berlin and 

Leipzig represent most fittingly the German imperial spirit. 

As the denominational spirit has developed and flourished, 

and has- become a marked characteristic of American life 

in contrast with European life, so the small, denominational 

college has grown and developed in striking contrast with 

41 



the educational policy of Europe. A monopoly, generally 

speaking, is not a good thing, and the only monopoly that 

is probably worse than an educational monopoly is a reli-· 

gious monopoly. We cannot get along without the state 

schools, but it is a, great thing to have a party of the oppo

sition. It is a splendid thing to have well-equipped, well

endowed denominational colleges which are consecrated t'l 

the highest ideals of character and scholarship, colleges 

which are frankly and genuinely Christian, which are not 

antagonistic to the state or to the independent institutions, 

but which serve as possible corrective influences, supple

menting the work of the other institutions. The exclusive 

domination of higher education by the state is not in the 

interests of a free people, as the striking example of Ger

many well attests. 

3. Certain types of students find themselves better 

fitted for and better advantaged in the small denominational 

college than in the larger state institutions, nor are these 

students in any way below the average. In some! cases these 

are students of certain peculiar temperaments or students 

who have lived in restricted localities, and for these the 

smaller colleges furnish a place of transition, and prepares 

minds that have been under restriction for the broader and 

higher privileges of the university. The more intimate per

sonal contacts with the faculty, and the paternal care thrown 

around students are decided helps to many. The fact that 

ninety percent of those who attend college select for that 

pu rpose an institution within one hundred miles of home is 

another reason why as many as possible of these small 

standard colleges should be retained. 

4. It is of the utmost importance to keep the church 

abreast of the results of modern scholarship, to keep it in 
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touch with modern thought and life, and for this the de

nominational college is necessary. It makes the important 

and now timely assertion of the compatibility of Christi

anity ·and enlightenment. It lays claim, in the name of 

Christ, to all the realms of culture-literature, art, history, 

philosophy, religion, science-and exacts tribute from them 

all for the extension of His reign of righteousness and good 

will. Such a college, too, stimulates interest in education 

within the denomination, and draws students from homes 

which otherwise might not send their so~s or daughters. It 
. raises the educational average of the denomination, and edu

cates the church itself and its membership as to the neces

sity and desirability of higher education. 

5. The denominational college stresses the Christian 

conception of life and is the source from which to a large 

extent comes the trained leadership for that denomination. 

We recognize that many young people have ~!ready made 

their decision to enter the ministry or go to the mission field 

before they enter college, and that because of this decision 

they go to the denominational college. The fact, then, that 

so many church leaders come from the denominational col

lege is not in itself necessarily convincing. However, it is 

true that under the influence of the moral dynamic of the 

denominational college many during their college years do 

decide to devote their lives to the service of Christ and His 

church. The continuity of the church and its efficiency de

pend upon an adequate supply of worthy, capable, tr1ained 

leaders, and every denomination in the country is express

ing regret on account of the small number of men who pre

sent themselves for the Christian ministry. 

6. The denominational college produces a type of cul

ture which is satisfying, a certain well-roundedness or 
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breadth of training which we often sadly miss in those who 

have attended the larger, highly specialized institutions. The 

state supported schools are utilitarian in tendency. If they 

do· not over-emphasize the practical, they assuredly under

estimate the cultural, and thus fail to serve the community 

in its highest interests in an efficient way. \Voodrow Wil

son said, "The object of the college is intellectual discipline 

and moral enlightenment," and these are the fruits of the 

denominational college. In the judgment of the writer no 

denominational foundation or school of religion at a state 

university can compare favorably with the training secured 

in an ideal denominational college. The very fact that these 

agencies are brought to the state universities is an admission 

that religion is needed, and no mere appendage, no separate 

organization tacked on from the outside can measure up to 

the effectiveness of a denominational college which recog

nizes at once the unity of the individual and the unity of the 

educational process. The business of educating and the busi

ness of developing a student's spiritual nature are not sepa

rate and distinct enterprises, having nothing in common. 

Some seem to think of an individual as composed of sev

eral distinct parts. They talk as if one part of a youth 

were to be sent to college to be educated, and another part 

sent to a religious foundation or school of religion or church 

for the good of his spiritual nature, as if the college were 

r.esponsible for one section of him and the church for an

other. But we cannot separate him into parts. He is not 

a body plus a mind plus a heart plus a will; he is just a 

human being in the making, and whatever influences are 

brought to bear on him are brought · to bear on the whole 

of him. 

Dr. Winchester, of the Congregational Church, has 
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pointed out that ninety percent of the life failures among 

college graduates are due to moral defects. The great lack 
in the life of today is not intellectual, not professional, but 

moral, and the greatest possible force to remedy this defect 
is a true and vital religious education. To produce men who, 

in individual character and social life, are like Jesus Christ 

is the mission of the Christian Church, and to fulfill its 
mission it must maintain and enlarge and perfect the de

nominational college. 
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