THE POLITICAL BECONOMY OF THE THECLOGIANS

When a person atiempts to account for the causes of the material differ-
ences in society, as wealth and poverty, such an attempt is an invasion of the
demain of Political Economy, in the same way as an investigation as to the
causes of the recurrance of daviight and dark leads one into the realm of
Agtronomy.

All persons wheo are thoughtful at all make some sort of attempt to ex-
plain the social phenomensa that surrounds them, and they uspally stumble
around in the Belence of Pelitical Eeonomy md.lxmg a sad mess of the pro-
ceeding.  If the everv-day man has his explanations of Tarily, Money, Hard
Times, Poverty, ete., it is to be expectad that Theologians as well will &y to
congiruct hypotheses in the Science. Alss it is to be expected that they wili
make sorry wovk of the same if they have nc betler perception of the laws
and scope of Political Economy than the average mechanic, merchant, politi-
clan or statesman.

That this is the case is perfectly evident to even a tyro in the Science.

Following we give an extract from, “Inner Mission and Social Service,
The Diference,” published by the Inner Misgion Board of the {(now) United
Lutheran Church in America. {Genl. Sec. 162 Mereer Street, Jersey City,
N. L

There is no antapontsm between True Soclal Service and True Inner Mig-
glon; as 1t is attempted o show in the excerpt. These two phases of work are
complementary and not antagonistic. They are “but paris of one stupendous
whole.” They are perhaps poorly stated, esvecially the Social Service side,
but this merely goes to show confusion of thought,

This criticism is in the kindliest spirit and has anly the truth of God fs)r
ity aim. We insist that through Seience we deal with the physieal part of
Nature that surrounds wman, and this includes evet‘ythmg not included in the
revelation of spirvitua! traths,  (See “Elements of Religion,” H. E. Jacobs,
B 29}

It is notorions that theologiang have made disastrous blunders in Science
when they entored such fields as Geography, and Astronomy and Geology; and
while the theologian may be a master of Theology, that does net give him any
nrestige In Geography or Asftromomy oy Geology, or even Polifical Eceonomy.
We go to the Astronomer for data and hypothezes on Astronomy; to the
Geographer for knowledge of the surface of the earth; to the Geologist for
knowledge of bhow the earth was formed; to the Theslogian ag to his
hypotheses (Doctrines) and to the Political Economist for investigations in
Secial Phenomena.

It ig true that there are false Sciences and false religions. But ever iy
it our duty to search for the truth. To no one is it given to say, “1 am sureiy
right, and the rest of the world is wrong.” Everything must be submitted
to criticism, and free discussion will finally sift the grains of wheat from the
chaiff. In Pr)li’ti{ al Economy we maost earnestly urge the study of “The Sclence
of Political Economy' by Hemy George, and a carveful reading of “Progress
and Poverty” by the same aucthor. = books ave thought producers and
are worth reading from two to five fimes
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gated, Theology would tell how te get the perfect Inward siate, but the per-
fect outward state ean only be realized throngh the appleation of the laws of
Political Eeonomy which science treats of the nature of wealth and of the laws
of its production and distribution. The unjust distribution of wealth is the
vauvse of an enormeus amount of degredation and crime (slavery in Egvpt
sorrupted the Children of Tkmd\ and it is also true that the unjust distribu-
tion of wealth i 13 a result of man's ‘vrcnwwdeing, and that too often by the very
best of men. 1t gives a bad impression to oppoese, or remain indiFerent to
movements for justice in social relations,

14— Practically as No. 13,

15—To take a lavge view of law is not necessarily to take a small view
of siny for sin itsel! is a breaking of the law, or will of God. Even Love and
Merey ave governed by Law. St dJames speaks of the “Law of Liberty"” as
being the “Perfect Law.” Love ma‘yf be over all, yet law is through ail and
ander all.  We can think of Law and Justice, without iove, but we Lcm'mt even
bepin to think of Love without previous Justice. Iz it p(}ssihio to conceive of
a perfectly wniust God?  To be a loving God the Almighty must ﬁrs;t be Just.

16— Again we must say that “Faith without works i3 dead.” Too often
the cloak of the Chureh is thrown a}‘ound evily to serve an as excuse for not
insisting upon just laws. Troe Seocial service says, “If you believe in the
Lord's Prayer, it you pray ‘Thy Kingdom Come, Thy will be done on earth asg
it iz in heaven,” then de something to abolish the unjust laws that foster vice
and crime, and work te enact Just laws.”” Practice as well as preach. Let
faith {(with its accompanying works) take the place of eredulity-—faith with-
sut works iz mere credulity.

1i—When the benefactor loves his brother sovally as himself, then will
he work to abolish the unjust laws ‘fha,t app his bwther He cannot but
say to the oppressor as Moses did, “Let my people go”  To be rzally helped
man muast be led from the house oi’ bondage into the land of freedom. Led
through religion, and established throwgh Just Laws.

“The depths of wrong behind social injustice!”  Is that a mockery? In-
justice is the depth of wrong., True Social Service (True Single Taxism}
denounces the depth of wrong, but being very practical not only denocunces,
but demands that injustice cease. Its appeal is of necessity to those who de-
sive the coming to carth of the kingdom of God. Manv are called but few
there are who hear. We think to get men with high motives, Christians {who
we assume are right at heart} te do simple justice to their brethren.

At least one thm;{ shines oul elearly in the last of the paragraphs quoted
and that is that the Church and the State must be kept separate. Thiz im-
plies two gorts of problems to be dealt with, First. the pmblﬂm of individual
life; and second, the problem of social life, The Chiirch has the problems of
the inner individual life of the sonl (man’s relation to God) to solve, and the
State—through the seience of Political Economy, has problems of social life
{man’s reldﬁon to man) to solve. Individual Fronomy has the problems that
eonfront man's relations to himself to sclve, that is such things as manual
training, ete., ete.

Almost all social workers fail to see the problems of the Church in in-
dividual life, and practically all ministers likewise fail to see the problems
of gocial life which only justice {applied love) can remedy. No one can hold
for an imstant that the mere word “love” backed by injustice can improve
social conditions.  Injustice is the opposite of Justice. The statements on
Inner Mission quoted above are theclogic., The idea conveyed however, is
palitico-cconomic, This is the Political Econemy of the Theologians,
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