
The reasonableness of the universe as evidence of immortality. 15 Feb 
Statement by Charles Darwin: "It is intolerable thought that man 1950 
and all other sentient beings are doomed to complete annihilation, 
after such long continued slow progress."1° The late professor 
Palmer of Harvard expressed faith in the reasonableness of the 
universe when he said the following words after the death of his 
wife. "Though no regrets are proper for the manner of her death, 
who can contemplate the fact of it and not call the world irrational, 
if out of deference to a few particles of disordered matter it ex- 
cludes so fair a spirit." " 

The beneficence of God evidence of immortality. Man cannot con- 
ceive of God as blotting out the choicest fruit of the evolutionary 
process. Faith in immortality boils down to a faith in God. Chris- 
tians believe that God will conserve all values of the universe. 
In the final analysis we believe in immortality because Jesus Christ 
has revealed to us within ourselves, and in others, capacities which 
require another life for their full expression. When a man of in- 
sight demands a life to come, it is not because he seeks outward 
recompense for a good life here; it is because his goodness here, 
if it is to be passionate and earnest, must have the eternal chance 
of being bet,ter. His value lies in what he may become, not in what 
he [remainder missing]. 

THDS. MLKP-MBU: Box I 15, folder 32. 

lo. The quotation is from The Life and Letters of Charles Darwin, ed. Francis Darwin (1887): 
"Believing as I do that man in the distant future will be a far more perfect creature than he is 
now, it is an intolerable thought that he and all other sentient beings are doomed to complete 
annihilation after such long-continued progress. To those who fully admit the immortality of the 
human soul, the destruction of our world will not appear so dreadful" (quoted in BartlettSFamiliar 
Quotations, i ~ t h  edition [Boston: Little, Brown and Co., 19461, p. 515). 

1 I .  George Herbert Palmer, The Life of Alice Freeman Palmer (New York: Houghton MifRin, 
1909h p 327. 

Examination Answers, 
Christian Theology for Today 

[I?  September 1949- 15 February 19501 
[Chester, Pa.] 

These essays were written for Davis's course Christian Theology for Today, 
probably as part of the final examination. The questions have been lost, but these 
essays stand on their own as illustrations of King's evolving conception of God. This 
topic continued to evoke King's interest, and he later devoted his dissertation to a n  
examination of two theologians' conceptions of God. In  these answers King is 289 
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straightforward in his description of his own views: "I feel that the most valid 
conception of God is that of theism. God, for me along with other theist[s,] is a 
personal spirit immanent in nature and in the value structure of the universe." 
King's first essay examines the ways in which the theories of evolution can be 
incorporated into theological concepts of the origin of the world. TheJinal two 
essays discuss the theory of "emergent evolution" and the importance of miracles 
to a religious view of the world. Although a grade is not indicated on these 
fragments, Davis gave King an A for the course. 

I With the rise of the scientific interpretation of the origin of the world and 
the emergence of the theory of evolution many thought that the basic Chris- 
tian view of creation was totally destroyed. This belief might be right in seeing 
the invalidity of the older view of a first creation, but it is wrong in thinking 
that all views of creations were destroyed with the rise of scientific interpre- 
tation. It seems quite possible to get an adequate religious view of the world 
in the light of emergent evolution and cosmic theism. Is it not possible for 
God to be working through the evolutionary process? May it not be the God 
is creating from eternity? Emergent evolution says essentially that in the evo- 
lutionary process there is a continuous incoming of the new. The question 
arises, from whence comes this emergence of new elements in the evolution- 
ary process. The religious man answers, with a degree of assurance, that God 
is the source of the new emergents. In other words, God is working through 
the evolutionary process. As cosmic theism would say, there is an intelligent 
conscious mind working out its purpose through the evolutionary proces. So 
that in the light of emergent evolution and cosmic theism we can come to an 
adaquate religious view of the world, viz., creative evolution. Here we find 
creation and evolution existing together. Here we may still hold to a creator 
God. Maybe we will conclude with Origin that God is creating from eternity, 
but this does not destroy the basic Christian concept of a God who is creator 
and sustainer of the universe' 

I1 I feel that the most valid conception of God is that of theism. God, for me 
along with other theist is a personal spirit immanent in nature and in the value 
structure of the universe. 

This theistic view carries with it many additional assumptions. First it means 
that God is conscious mind and spiritual personality. It is not conceivable that 
an unconscious impersonal God could have given rise to consciousness in 
man. So that any view of God which emphasizes "his" impersonality fails to 
explain adequately how consciousness arose. Moreover any view of an imper- 
sonal God fails to explain adequately religious experience. It is only a personal 
God who can confront man in a religious experience. So we conclude that 
God is conscious mind and personal spirit. This does not mean that his per- 
sonality is M identical to man's. God is the supreme personality. 

This theistic view also means that God is immanent in the world. This seem 
the only adequate way to explain religious experience. A God who is totally 

290 I .  Davis gave this answer fourteen points out of an unknown number of possible points. 
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transcendent and out of touch with the world cannot come to man in religious 15 Feb 
experience. Moreover, this view of the immanence of God is more in as accord 1950 
with the theory of evolution. 

The theistic view also means that God is more than nature and in a real 
sense not dependent on it. Here the transcendence of God is emphasized. 
This does not mean that God is spacially transcendent but it means that he is 
not dependent on the world for his existence. God has aseity. He exist in his 
own rights. Frankly I feel that unless God were transcendent he would not be 
God at all. 

For the above reasons I feel that theism is the most valid conception of God. 
With pantheism it stresses the immanence of God. With deism it stresses 
the transcendence. So that it synthesizes the two and come to a working 
philosophy2 

I In the light of modern scientific knowledge religion proposes as its view of 
the world a theory of creative evolution. Here we find creation and evolution 
existing together. The religious man sees God working through the evolution- 
ary process. Closely related to this point is the view of emergent evolution 
which was posited by the philosopher Morgan. Here it is held that in the 
evolutionary process there is a continuous incoming of new elements For an 
instance life seems to be the emergent of matter and mind seems to be the 
emergent of life. Now the question arises, from whence comes these new ele- 
ments? Do they result from the working of unconscious forces or do they 
result from the working of a purposeful, intelligent conscious mind? The re- 
ligious man answers with a deal of assurance that it is God who is bringing the 
continuous flow of the new into being. In other words it is the work of a 
personal spirit who is immanent in the world of nature and its value structure. 
This theory does in some measure break with the old religious view of the 
world, but it does not at all destroy a creator God. May it not be that God is 
creating from eternity? This certainly seems to me a valid conclusion. 

Such a view of the world is far from unscientific. It still insist on a creative 
God and at the same time remains in the orbits of recent scientific findings. 
The religious will not be content to see the world as a result of chance com- 
bination (the interaction of atoms of molecules); neither is he content to see it 
as the result of unconscious quasi purposeful forces. Rather he is convinced 
that the world is the results of the workings of a creative mind who {is) still 
working through the evolutionary process. So that for the religious man 
emergent evolution serves as a scientific explanation of the continual work- 
ings of 

I1 I would say that miracle holds a very important place in a religious view 
of the world. This does not mean that the older views of miracle are indis- 
pensable; but it does mean that the ideas which they attempted to convey are 
A well-nigh indispensable for any religious view of the world. At this point 

2. Davis gave this answer sixteen points. 
3. Davis gave this answer fifteen points. 
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15 Feb we might list the reasons why we give such an important position to miracle 
1950 in a religious view of the world. 

(1) First it is important because it insists on a living God. For the Christian God 
is a God who is living and active. He is not the Aristotelian God who merely 
contemplates upon himself. He is an other loving God who is continually 
working with his children. Such a view is emphasized by the concept of miracle. 

( 2 )  Miracle is also important because it insists on a God who can do new and 
unpredictable things. 

(3) Miracle is important, moreover, because it hold to a God who answers 
prayer. Christian insist that when man prays he is not talking to his subjective 
self, but he is talking to an objective God who answers prayer. Such a view is 
emphasized by the concept of miracle. 

(4) Miracle is important, finally, because it hold to an immanent God. God is 
not a deity who stands outside of the world and does nothing, but he is a deity 
immanent in the process of history. 

For these reasons I feel that miracle is all important for any religion view of 
the world. If we accept Dr. Fosdicks definition of miracle the point is made 
clearer. Says he: "A miracle is God's use of his own law abiding powers to work . . 7 in ways surprising to m us his will in our lives and in the 
world." If we are to remain truely religious we must believe in miracles. We 
must believe in the light of emergent evolution that God is continually doing 
new and unpredictable t h g  things in the sequence of natural law. God is not 
a static dead God. He is a God who is alive today and will be forever more.4 

AHDf. MLKP-MBU: Box I 13, folder 23. 

4. Davis gave this answer sixteen points. 

"The Influence of the 
Mystery Religions on Christianity" 

[29 November 1949- 15 February 19501 
[Chester, Pa.] 

King wrote this paper for the course Development of Christian Ideas, taught by 
Davis. The essay examines how Christianity developed as a distinct religaon with a 
set of central tenets and how it was influenced by those pagan religions it 
assimilated. King repeats material from an earlier paper, "A Study of Mithraism," 
but he extends the discusion here to the influence of other mystery religions.' Davis 

*94 I .  See "AStudy of Mithraism," 13  September-23 November 1949, pp. 21 1-225 in thisvolume. 
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