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PREFACE

0f the approximately 3,000 colleges and universities in the
United States, slightly over one-half are privately controlled. Roughly
oe-half of these zre church-related, of which one-third could be
clagaified as evangelical or fundamental. Approximately three-fifths
{150) of this final grouping are evangelical, as opposed to fundamental,
and gerve as the focal point of this report.

amidst the volumes of contemporary higher education research,
examination of the church-related colleges has recelved, until
recently, little serious attention. Even leas is to be found with
regard to the evangellical Institutions, as a distinect part of higher
education. Thia report, then, is an effort to contribute to this
oft neglected segment of higher education reasearch.

Every researcher bringa a philosophical perspective to his
wark, although most do not clearly identify such to the reader. Thua,
as thie study of evangelical college secularizatlon demands theological
expertise and a famillarity with evangelicaliem, 1t can best he handled
by one wheo, from the 1naide, understands the {ntracacies nf the {szues
at hand. This researcher hopes to bring such qualifications to the
task.

This study focuaez malnly around the concerns of Francls A.
Schaeffer regarding cvangelical higher education. Schaeffer, who died
in 1984, was widely recognized as one of the most influeatigl

&



evangelical thinkers of our day. His twenty-three books have heen
translated into twenty-five languages, with more than three million
copieg in print. Most influsntial ameng them have been The God Whe

Is There, Escape From Reason, How Should We Then Live?, and A Christian

Manifesto, With his wife Edith, Schaeffer fFounded L'Abri Fellowship,
an international study cemter for spiritually searching intellectusls,
The fellewship has branches in Switzerland, England, the Netherlands,
Bweden, France, and the United Statea.

Finally, T would like to thank the members of my doctoral
committes-~John R, Thelin, Armand Galfo, and Rager G, Baldwin--for

thelr asslstance with this project,



CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

The secularization of evangelical colleges 1s a concern to
many., Illustrative 1s the following quote from former Minnescta
Governar Albert Quie, an evangelical Christlan, as he addressed the
1979 Hational Congreas on Church-Related Colleges and Univeraities:

One thi{ng I can guarantee you--if you become more and more like
the public institutions, there is no reasen for your existence.
There is only one reason for church-related colleges to exist,
and that 1s for the diatinction that they were founded in the
first place.

Eilly Graham was similarly concerned in hia 1967 dedicatory
address at the opening of Oral Roberts Unilversity:

If ORU ever moves away from falth in the Bible and faith in God

and putting God first, then let us this day pronounce a curse on
it. This Institution was built by the prayer and daedication and
the woney of women and men who love God, who believe tha Gospel,
and who believea the Bible 1s the word of God.

The econcern of these two men haa been repeated by many within

evangelical Chrietlanity, as illustrated in the following statement of

the problem.

Statemant of the Problem

Although thelr claim 1a diaputed by gome outslde of their
clrelen, evangelical writers see a pattern of secularization ameng
American colleges that originally held positicns on rellgious matters--
gsuch as biblical authority and the atoning deathfresurrection of Jesus

1a
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Chriat--pimilar to those of evangelicals taday.3 Jencka and Riesman
view thia ahift as inherent in a srriving for academic exrellence,
Others denled this, claiming that the evangelical ehould be an even
better schalar for not having a priori limited himeself to a closed
universe.” Some clalm that it is the pull from the larger society
which causes these colleges to gradually seculariza:

When evangelicelism becomes respectable and even Ffaghignable,
then the temptation te accommodate to Ehﬂ walues and goals of
the world becomes almost overwhelming.

Moet, however, aee the cause of evangelical college secular-
ization as directly related top the drift towards theologicael liberal Lam
amcng theose within the +:t;-11n=.-g;+|3,_'Ir George Sweeting states:

Why do schools drift? Becauese of findividuala. 4And individuals
drifc bhecause they lack stated purposae, ar because the purpose
thanges or ir forgotten.

Gundry and Johnson refer to the lure of intellectual or

teliglous fashion:

As the evangelical criticiam of liberaliam's unjuatified claim

to present true Chrimtlanity has become increasingly effective,

the istellectusl ground has been clensed for Henry's challenge——
the work of remaking the modern mind.” The defenaive battle has
beeni largely won, or at least the front has been stabllized so that
evangelicalism is ne longer in retreat. However, evangelicals now
run the risk of being distracted by the vagaries of thelr rivals.
Of course, the liberals and thelr modern wvarianta, having no
distinctively biblical soutce of authority or mandate for actionm,
turn reatlessly fram one intellectual or religious fashion ta
ancther; while many evangelicala, accuatomed to being in cless if
hostlle proximity to them, seem to be following them to the neglect
of the fundamental tagks that they now, for the firat time_ jin
decades, have the Freedom and the resources to accomplish.

Francis Schaeffer apeaks directly with reference to evangelical

college faculty members:

Evangellicals were right in emphasizing the lordship of Christ over
all areas of culture--art, philosophy, society, government, academics,
and sa on. But then what happened? Many young evangellcals heard
this message, went cut into the academic world, and carned their
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undergraduate and graduate degrees from the finest secular scheools.
But semething happened in the proceas. In the midst of totally
humanistic colleges and univermitias, and a totally humanistic
orientation in the academlc dfaciplines, many of theae young
evangelicals began to be infiltrated by tha anti-Chriatian world
v{ew which dominated the thinking of their colleges and professora.
In the process, any distinctively evangelical Chrigtian point of
view was accommodatsad to the gacularistic thinking in thedir
digeipline and to the surrounding world epirit of our age. To
make the cyele complste, many of these have now returned to teach
at evangeliral colleges where what they preasent in theitr claases
has very little that is distinctively Christian.ll

Whatever the causes of evangelical college secularization--be
they from a drive for academlc excellence, from the pull of attitudes
and opiniona in the latger soclety, from the pressure to liberalize
theologically, or from a comblnatfon of these andfor other factors--
the concern in the minda of many evangelicals 1s simply that such
shifting is taking plaice., Typical are the comments of the two leading
thinkers in evangelicalilsm today--Carl F. Henry and Francis A. Schaeffer.

Henry atatea:

Evangelicals must cope with the posatbhility . . . that not more
than a handful of thelr Interdencminational seminar{es and collages
remain truly committed to full biblical avtharity. They must weigh
the theclogical dilutien of rtheir mest prestigilous divinity schuuli
Fuller Theclogical Seminary, and of other evangelical enterprisea.

4nd, speaking of the evangelical collegea, Schasffer reports:

But there has bheen and ie a growing accommodation to the spirit aof
the age as it finde expressicn {n the various disciplinas. And
becquse of thias, how many will have come to cur schools lacking for
the bread of 1ife, and leave with only a handful of pehbles? This
danger 18 preaent in the ccllegesa which are rhought of as thg beat
Christian colleges. The problem 1lg not future bat preaent.l

However, the problem of evangellcal accommodation, in the vears we
have been considering, and aspecially at thias cruclal moment in
history, 1s that the evangelical accommodation has constantly been
in one directinn--that e, to accommodate with whatever 1s in vogue
with the form of the world apirit which 1a dominant today. . . .

If there 18 net loving confrontation, but courageous confrontstion,
and 1f we do not have the courage to draw lines even whan wea wigh
we did not have to, then history will look back at this Eime as the
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time when certain "evangelical colleges" went the way of Harvard

and Yale, when certain “evangelical seminaries" went the way of

Union Seminary in New Yerk, and the time when other "fvangelical

organizationsg" were lost to Chriast's cause--forever.l

The problem examined in this repert, then, ias rurrent evangel-

ical college mecularization. A4mong colleges which claim an evangelical
label, are positions held which are more in line with non-evangelical
thinking? More apecifically, amang collegea claiming to be evangelical,
are there those whose faculty hold positions on religious, social, and
political dssues aimilar te what is found In nen-evangelical chureh-

related colleges? If esa, then such colleges are inceonsistent with thedir

claim and are in the process of secularizing.

Purpoge of the Study

In prder to examine current evangelical college secularization,
this study focused on the claims of Francis Schaeffer.l? 1its purpose,
then, was tg determine whether or not empirical evidence exlaced which
would suppart his assertion that some of the academilcally best eavangel-
ical colleges are currently in the proceaa of secularizing., As a
descriptive atudy, an Instrument for measuring secularizatlon was
developed and then uged to determine the current status of the ceolleges

in question,

Definition of Terms

The three key terma in this report were operatlonally defined

ag followa:

Best colleges--Colleges which (1) appear in the Franklin and
Marahall study Baccalaureate Spurcea of Ph.U.s: Rankinge According
to Ingtitution of Origin,!® and (2) enrcll 1,000 or more studenta.
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tvangelical--One who belleves (1} in the vicarifous, atening death
and bodily resuprrectlon of Jesus Christ, and (2) the Bible to he
the inspired, only infallible, authoritative Word of God.

Secularfzation--A movement away from commonly held evangelical
poaitions en religioum, sccial, and political issues.

Sample Descripticon and Ceneral
Dats Gather{ng Frocedures

It {3 the purpose of this section of the report to provide a
brief introduction to the samplez and data gathering procedures used,

A more detailed discussfon fpllowe in Chapter III: Design of the Study.

This atudy wam divided intc twn phases. The purpose of Fhage I
wag to (1) establish the validity and veliability of the pecularizacion
lnatrument, (2} produce a claseification squation (evangeliral verses
gecularized) based on those irems in the gueaticnnalre which were found
te best dlscriminats batween the two groups, and {3) provide a mean
score for evangelicals netion-wide against which the mean score of the
facultiezs at the colleges in question could be measured for statistical
algnificance.

The uase of Discriminant Analyeisa in Phase I required that the
fquestlonnaire be sdministered to twe groups, one of which was known te
hold evangeliral pasitlons, the other known to cbject to these positisnas.
Thus, 1n the phase, from ameng the population of evangelfcal colleges,
52 professors were randomly gelected from colleges who hold membership
in the American Asseclatlon of Pible Colleges--an organization which
requires {ts members to subacribe to the National Assoclatlon of Evan-
gelleals seven-point Statement of Faith.!? Another 52 professors were
vandomly selected from colleges whoae affillated denominations held

memberahip in the World Coupncdl of Churches. As American Asagciation
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of Bikle Colleges members are a subset of the population of evangelical
collegen, ac are colleges with association with the Werld Council of
Churches a subaet of non-avangelical colleges. In each case, the
randomly selected participants were stratifiod according to tesching
area: religion, natural sclences, apclal acilencea, and humanities,

EBach of the iteme on the questlonnaire emerged from either
evangelical or non-evangelical literature aa being issues of concern
and difference, thus minimizing the influence of irrelevent diseimilar-
ity. Participants responded on & 1 to 7 Likert scale, using the
categories "Agree," "Tend to Agraee,' "Tend to Disagree," and 'Disagree."
An appeal was issusd to non-respendents and a comparison made between
the answers they then provided and theee of the initial respondenta.
If a high rate of return wae not achleved, it was determined that a
conslstent classificacion of both the initial respondents and the follow-
up on non-tespondents would estabklish an adequete renpunne.la It wanm
also determined that validicy would be establighed if che instrument
correctly clagsified (evangelical verses secularized) at least 80 of
the profesacrs, Thus, once shown to be valid, the instrument will have
alse been shown to be rallable,l9

In Phase II, thoge colleges which qualified {according to the
opperational definiticng) as the beat evangelical celleges were investi-
gated for secularization. Twelve faculty membere at each institution
were randemly aselected for participation, stratified according ce the
above named categories. They toc responded in Likert fashion tgo the now
validated and peliable guestionnaire. Appeals were sent te non-reapondents

in grder to reach the maximum recturn poasible from each ctollege. Since
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each of these colleges had a small population of faculty, the
percentage of the 12 in each cese whe returned their questicnnaire
did not have to be analyzed in the same way rhit was nacessary in the
case of the national aample in Phase I. MNevertheleasm, it was
determined that any college which achleved less than a 50% rate of
return would be eliminated from the study.

The Discriminant Equat{on produced i{n Fhage I and based on the
beat discriminating items was applied to the mean responses to =ach of
these beat itema for each college. The equatlon then clasaified the
faculty of each college am aither evangelical or secularized. The
mean reaponses of those colleges clasgifled as evangelical were then
summed and compared f[or significant difference from the evangelical
mean eatabllished In Phase 1.

Thus, a college was declared co be consistent with ite
evangellcal cladm 1f it both (1) was clasaified ms evangelical by the
Mscriminant Equation, and {2) was not significantly different from
the national evangelfcal mean established in Phage I. Colleges failing
to satlafy both of theas requirements were declared to be inconelstent
with thelr evangelical claim. Finally, it was determined that 1f 202
of the colleges Investlgated in Phage [T ware shown to be inconalstent
with thelr clalm, then Francils Schaeffer's assertion would have been

shown to have ewmplirical suppeort.

Limitationa of the Study

Francis Schaeffer did not name the colleges he had in mind
when he agmserted that some of the academically best evangellcal colleges

arc seculari{zing. Thua, it was necessary to produce criteria for
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determining the best academic svangelical colleges--hence, the
Franklin and Marshall study mentloned 1in the definition of terms. 1In
addition, 1t wams also required chat the college have an enrollment of
at least 1,000 students, to show that the school f{a recognized by the
evangelical public as heing of quality. However, Schasffer may not
have had these criteris 1o mind. Schoole to which he was referring
may or may not he among those which appear in Phase 11 of this study.
Honetheleaa, as stated earlier, esch cpllege in this investigation
clearly claime an evangelical pasture, se Schaeffer’s agsertion ls
indeed belng tested, albelt, pomgaibly, in a more atringent manner
than what he may have had in mind.

In addition, the standards which were set in order to determine
if & college was empirically classifisble as secularized may be
gtricter than Schaeffer had in mind. For purpeses of thie study,
colleges which fell short of the .03 level of statiatical signifirance
from the national evangelical msan were yet declared to be evangelical.
Schaeffer would probably net have walted unti{l the .05 level in order
to have found them secularized. Indeed, the whole notjon of statisetical
aversges 1n order to measure deviation from evangelical poasicions would
probgbly not have suited him. 290 Howevey, this attempt to empirically
aupport ot refute his claims demanded such metheds., Recognition that

these standards are thua arbitrgry, albeit stringent, must be keprt in

mind,
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Ethical Considerations

Alrhough a case may be made for ldentifying by name those
colleges shown by thie study to be at variance with their evangelical
claim, these rolleges will not be 1dentified. Schaeffer did not
mentlon which colleges he had in mind, and thus, as this is aimply an
attempt teo support or refute his claim, there 15 no need for this
report to meke ldentification either. Thus, all participants in thie
etudy, both individual and enllege, were guaranteed complete

confildential fty.
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CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF THC LITERATURE

The purpose of this chapter 1s to review Lhe research and
writing pertinent to this study of current evengalical college secular-
ization., Heferring to church-related higher educatlon prior to their
1962 arudy, Pactille and Mackenzie state:

This segment of the educational syetem, more than one-third of all
collegea and unilvericiee in America with more than one-third of
the students, had never hbeen studied on a comprehensive basis.

The existing scholarly literature on the subject was too limired to
pravide much help.l

S5ince that time, the body of literature related to c¢hureh-
affiliated collegee has increased, including some ressarch on the
igsue of mecularization. However, as will bs shown in thia chapter,
mogt of this research has either focused on defining deprees of church-
relatedness baeed on external Ffactore, such as ownership, financial
gupport, and direct contrel, or has dealt with past secularization
only, defining 1t as an offirial break with some aponsering dencmina-
tion. Honme have documented current aecularization in evangelical
colleges.

Nevertheleas, &3 described below, conclusiona reached In these
historical atudies have consistently pointed te increaging theclogical
1iberalism as central to the iesue, whether found in the Faculty, the

spongoring denominaticn, or in seclety In gensral. Since changes in
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gociety or in denomipaticne are merely larger expressions of previaus
changes in the individuale of which they are compoaed, 1t waa the focus
of this study to gauge the degree of sacularization ameng faculty
members, with reference Lo a national evangelical mean on theae issues,
and ao determine the degree of secularizatiom pregent in thoae colleges
which not merely vet retain denominational affilfation, but claim
affiliation within the evangelical community.

Thug, thia research preject has broken new ground, attempting
tp identify secularization {n ite inltial stagea, using a definition
in which secularization's theslogical nature is the measure, rather
than some officlal break which may take place some years down the
road. The research discussed in thie chapter, therefore, is obliquely
related to the central thrust of this report, since no directly related

Etuydies have been done.

"Church-Relatedneas’” Studiea

As mentioned in Chapter I, although their cla{m 1a disputed
by others, many histeriasns have 1dentified a pattern of secularization
among church-related colleges. Adrian writes:

The phenpmencn of change In the religpious character of church-
related colleges and univeresitles ies one of the hallmarks of
private higher education. While mest of the early attewnpts to
found institutlons of higher learning were anxious to maintain

a form of veligilous orthodoxy, it is a matter ¢f historical record
that nearly all of those inatirtutions which survived have moved
awey from their egarller religfous foundatlions.

Jencks and Riesman bluntly state:
Over the past century several hundred formerly sectatlan Protesgtant

collegea have dropped thedr church tlea and have become officlally
non-sectarian.
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Thua, much of recent l{iterature has discussed the dagtees of
relatedness certain colleges heve with their asponsering dencwilnation.
Bueh {3 fneluded here because (1) one can aee various stages of
secularization in the different categorizations presented, and
(2) it shows where much of previous attenticn with regard to secular-
lzatien has focused.

Pattillo and Mackenzie have defined a college's degree of
church-relatedneas based on the number of the following six elements
which apply in 1ts particular casse: (1) the spensoring church'e
contrel over the compeosition of the college's board of directors,

(2) the degree and type of financial suppoert received Erom official
church sources, (3) whether the inatitution is cwned by the church,

{4} whether the college abldes by a set of church-preacribed

standards, (5) whether the inatitutien's statement of purpeae reflects
religious crilentatlon, and (6) whether praference fa given to church
membera in faculty and staff selection.* On this basis they define
four categories of church-relatednesa: (1) the defender of the faith
cellege, maintalning a strong dencminational tie; (2) the non-affirming
cellege, church-related, yet nominally religious: (3) the free Ghriatian
college, malntaining a comm{tment to the Christiam falth in a spiric

of frees Inquiry, and {4) the church-related university, a heterogeneous,
urban institutien with more regional or cultural support than denomina-
tional,?

Patt{llo and Mackenzie's clasgificatione are leas useful to
thie study In that their concern 1s offieial relacionehip witch the

spongoring denomination. Thus, a defender of the fairh college
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could conceivably be related to a 1iberal denomination which eapouses
positions more akin te those In secular aociety than te thoae emerging
from evangelicalism. In this study's definition of aecularization,
then, such a college would be at the oppesite end of che apectrum from
where the Pattiilo snd Mackenzie achemsa would place them,

Carlacn and Cuninggim's contlowum'’s are aimllar in design to
Partille and Mackenzie's. Carlson moves From (1} cthe "awmed, operated,
and controlled” inac{tution to (2) the "independent," yet with an
outlook sharad by the denomination, to (3) "mo organizatlanal coonection,”
vetl with the desire to be known as historically-related, to (4) "no

' yet maintaining a

organizational comnection and ne particular degma,’
"Christian' viewpaint in the curricula.® Cuninggim posits a three-stage
cont inuum: (1) the embodying college (the "reflection'}, upholding
the denominational crthodoxy, {2) the proclaiming college (the ''witness"),
taking seriously both intellectual and ecclesiastical pursults, and
{3) the conmonant college (the "ally'), independent, but committed to
the tradition of 1ts related church bndy.? Again, bheing tled to a
denominaticnal framework for categorizatien, rather than to one basad
upon thealopical poaltion, this previcus research lends little to this
present astudy.

The categorizations of (. Robert Pace, however, begin to break
the casting in denominationalism, including, for the first time, a
category for evangelicals. Alsp, secularf{zation can been seen more
clearly in a sequence of increasing liberalism and final separation

from Protestantlsm, rather than mecely 1n terma of separation from a

sponscring denomination. His four categorlea range from {1) evangelical/
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fundamental to (2) mainline Protestant to (3) on the verge of
disengagement to (4) no longer Protestant. He elaborates:

One might put Protestant colleges into four categories today.
Firat, there are hundreds of great univeraities and small colleges
that had Procestant rooks but are no longer Protestant in any
legal sense, One hag to remember that thtoughout the asventeenth,
elghteanth, and nineteenth centuries most colleges in the U.5.
waera founded by Chriatian groupe, not by the atate ar by private
nonrellglous groups. . . . Then, there ia a group of colleges
gt111 nominally related to Protestantiem but probably on the verge
of disengagement; or if mot actual disengagement, then their
Chriatian heritage is a conversational topic limited to nembers

of the college Family and rarely diascussed 1o publie. The third
and largest group of curreatly active and acknowledged church-
spongored colleges Includes thome that were established by some

of the major Protestant denominationa and atill retain s connection
with the church--Preabyterian, Methedist, Baptiat, Iutheran, and
others. At the time of the establishment of these colleges theee
denominat {one wera strongly evangelical, but are not s today,

or at least are not confidered so by the groupe that clearly
idantify themselvas as fundamentalfat and evangelical. The fourth
gtoup conaists cof colleges associated with the evangelical,
fundamentalist, and Interdenomlnational Chriatisn churehes. This
is the fantest-growing group, a fact sbout which we shall comment
later.

The questlonnaire? he adminiatered in 1969 to current students
and to graduates of the Class of 1350 reveals a definite progresasion
of llberality ss one moves toward the geculgrized end of the scale.
The liberal trend was evident on each religlious, aocial, and political
gueations, a Ffactor to be discusged later as support for the question-
nalre that waa designed for this atudy.lu

Pace alsp adminiatered the College and Universicy Environment
Scales [CUES) to atudents in 1969 and concluded:

The enlleges aftflliated with evangelical or fundamencalist groups
sre more diatinctive. Not only are they friendly and supportive
communities, they are alsc characterized by almost uniformly high
scores on both proprilety and practicality. They are undifferen-
tiated from mainline Protestant colleges with regard to schelarahip

and awareneas, & fact indicating that education and evangelism are
nok 1ncnmpatible.11
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He did net select a random sample within his clagsification
areas, and he placed dnstitutions as svangellesl/fundamental whe would
not claim euch for themaelves. Also, hls questions were asked of
atudencs and alumni, rather than faculty, and do net reflect the
sensltivity which would finely divide evangelicals from non-evangelicals
in the 1980's. Thus, alchough coming closer to the concern in this
atudy chan any other, his work does not exactly colneide with this
study.

- One {inal categorizatlon, vhich comes to the heart of the
matter, is that of Robert Webber. His filve cateporiles come the
closest to thoae propased by mo8t evangelical writers, and hence this
study. Beginning with Renalssance Humanism, on the ane hand, which
places man in the center of thinga, and BReformation Crangelilcallam,
on the other, which placer God in the center, he categarizes colleges
a8 follows: (1) Bumsnist, in its philomsophical senge,l2 stemming
directly from Renslssance Humaniam, {2) liberal, church-related,
reflecting an attempt to synthesize the Renalesgance and Reformation
stranda, (3} settled, congervative, gtemming from the Reformation, yet
helng manifest in dead, conservative denominaticone, (4) evangelical,
alao from a Reformation baae, but active both in faith and the larger
saciety, and {5) fundamentalist, based ont the Reformaticn, yet having
separated 1tself from suclet?+13 Webbar not only baaes his seculariza-
tion continuum en a theologleal and philesophical framework, Tather
thann legal relagtionship with a denomination, whether of evangelical
persuslon or not, but alsc moves beyond Pace's conceptualization by

delineating the differenca between avangelical and fundamentalist
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celleges. Thus, with Webber's continuum, adopted for this study, one
can better see the reality of moving in ene of two directione--elther
in a sacularizing fashicon towarda the liberal end of the scale, or in
a legalistic direction toward the reactionary end. Webber'as work
comes closest for purposes of this study, and was very useful in
conceptuslizing the college typea which geat at the heart of Francis
Schaeffer's concept of secularlzaticn among evangelical institutions.

Having, then, seen secularization as a component in these
varlous '"church-relatedness' continuums, this report will now become
nore gpecific by reviewing those studies which have dealt specifically
with the topic of Christian college secularizatign, Agaln, none has
the specific concerns for measuring current evangelical college
secularization, as is the aim of this study; however, a review of
this remearch will provide a background for the reader and bring thisa

branch of Chriastian college research up to date.

Secularizatlon Studles

Previous srudies of Christian college secularization are agreed
that the baslc phanomenan invelves a liberalization of prior evangelical
beliefg. Some parallel this shift with the liberalizing of saciety in
general, others draw a comnection ta the liberalizing of the aponscring
denomination, while yet others make the tie with the increased liberal-
1zation of individuals. As mentioned before, this scudy will invescigate
the latter relatlonahip, specifically among faculty members, reaaons
for which will becoms clear belopw.

Theoleglcal dilution is peen by Pattilloc and Mackenzie as the
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central praoblem among church-related Inatitutions today. They atate:

It will become clear, we belleve, that the moat besic problem of
church-spongored higher education is, in a very real senee,
theological, The shifting asande of religious faith today provide

an uncettain foundation for religilously oriented educatiomal
progtams. Our proposals for action do net--indeed, cannot--

solve this centrael problem, There i1s ne way te manufacture
agreement on fundamental questiona. What we have tried te de

1z to preesent, as distinctly as poesible, the theoclogical dilemma
the church-affiliated institutions of higher education face tudar-lﬁ

They continue;

We now come to the heart of the matter, the underlying cause of

the fruatretion and ineffectiveneas of the churches, Its prirecipal
manifegtation 1s the Llnability of the churches to provide a convinc-
ing framework of bellef other than the values of our aecular culture.
The church becomes an agency of socisl stability rather than of the
judgment and mercy of God. Why?

Thenlogians have given us anawers in variocue forme, but the general
fdea 1s much the same. Gustafson speaks of the minister's "morm-
legsnesa . . . In the realm of helief"--the lack of "authoritative
statemants of bellef which ser the intellectual framework for his
miniatry."

The difficulty {8 desper. Theologlans are not agreed as to the
meaning or value of the word “God." Cobb points cut that the
problem of God for cheolglans wsed to be that of adducing evidence

of His exiesrence. HNow the debate hse ahlfted, and the urgent
questions 1s 'whether the word 'God' has any meaning at all. Granted
a certaln sound is uttered from time to time, but doea any meaning
idea correspond to this spund?"l

Such 18 their demscription of theological liberalism. Having

discarded the Bible as the authoritative norm, thelr "normlessness in
the realm of belief" and "lack of authoritative statements of belief
which set the intellectueal framework" render all za mere opiniens of
men, and nothing more. In such & context, 'religion” becomes just
another diacipline, rather than an intepgrative force. They state:

Many faculty membera and students in church cclleges and universities

share the secular view that relfipion does not really belong in an

educational institurfon. There {3 a widespread feeling, often
uneconaclous, rhat raligion is not genuinely concerned with truth,
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that by ita very naturfﬁit 1s inharmonious with the purposes of
an ecademic community.

In a few colleges the election of courses in religion or theology
is taken ao much for granted that a requirement {8 unnecessary,
while in other Institutions, predeominantly related to freer or
more libheral denominatians, inntructli? in relfgion is not regarded
gs esaential In colleglate aducationm,
Thua, Patrillo and Mackenzie dimcuss secularization on each
the aoncietal, deneminaticnal, and individual levels, and see it as
the malar problem facing church-related higher education today. It is
interesting that these ramearchers for the Danforth Foundation,
publishing threugh the Amerilcan Counirll on Education, teach the same
conelusion about the integration of faith and learning as helng the
centtral mlagleon of church-related colleges am do Gaebelein,la Holmea,lg
and li:arngie:l,mII leading spokesmen for the evangelical liberal arts
colleges. Pattilleo and Mackenzle conclude;
Ve recommend that church-sponsored Inetltutipns make definite
provision in their corricula for helping studeats develop a
philosophy of 1life, a faith, a coherent and reascned underatanding
of fundamental metters. It is mow assumed by most colleges that
this goal 1s attained indirectly and fortuitously, that it 1s not
an chjective toward the achlevement of which the student can be
agsalsted in an otderly way. This assumption is fallacious. The
student is nto more likely to arrlve at a sound world view effort-
leasly and by chance than he is tT master calculus as a by-product
of studying psychology or music,?
Patt{lloc and Mackenzie's atudy was a comprehensive analysia
of 1,189 private colleges and univeralties and uged a wvariety of
methpdologiea: gueationnaires, legal and hietorical documentary
analyals, interviews, statiatical analyses, testing of astudents,
group digcusaions, and personal inapections.

Thia report will now examine less comprehensive, but mere

gpecific, studies of Chriatian eallege secularization.
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Using documentary analysie and interviews, Adrian attempted
ta determine changes in Christian emphasis in & Tllinods Protestant-—
related colleges between 1947 and 1967, iooking for changes in the
aix variables of objectives, administration and organization, curriculum,
faculty, students, and crganized religious activities, he concluded
that & of the schools had either loat, or were in the process of losing,
their diatinctive religious character.zz Citing a "weakening emphasis
on basic Christian beliefs and lees permeating inatitutional religious
commitment,"” he concludes that theological df{lutioct and the hetero-
geneity of the faculty were major causeg in the secularization.23

Gowdy's documentary analysla of 15 Minnesota private colleges,
all of which were at least originally related to a religicua group,
concludes:

It was argued that the tendency of colleges to leave their early
religious distinctives is most likely related te the tendency in
most religlous groupe to lose thelr distinctive identities and

values and ta adopt the cultural patterns of the larger saciety,

Bot having examined faculty views, his study is valusble
nonetheleas in that he too confirms the eritical relationship of
theclogical liberalism, in relation to denominatfonal drifr and the
pull of the larger society, to the aecularization of church-related
colleges,

[uBols reached similar conclusione abouk the effects of scciety
and a liberalizing denomination in his case study of 4 Hew York colleges
formerly related to the Ametrican Paptist Convention. Although deflning

gecularization 1in terms of a final legal separation from the aponsoring

denomination, his otservations are pertinent to this investigation.



31

He writes:
In this stuly we have discovered that as an educational institution
growa, its leadership may modify and change institutional objectives
to placate thoae who gupport its endeavars., If insritutional
supporters lack dencminaticnal affiliation snd deem that the inaci-
tutlon sever its denominatlional relatitmshipe in return for funding,
it takea an unupual president or board of control to withatand the
temptation,
It has been diascovered in this ptudy that American society has
become increzaslngly more secular and that the educetional inaetitu-

tions founded by religious bodiea in an earlier era have responded
to this contemporary secular seclety.

In a unique approach, DBrill conducted an exhaustive analysis
of the religous views of Charles Eljot, Danlel Gflman, and Andrew
White, and disciesed how those views were reflected In polley decisions
during their teturea at Harvard, Johns Hopkina, and Cornell during the
late 18011'a. He writeas:
The growth of liberal Protestantism was more interrelated with the
changing pattern of higher education than fa usually noted., Tt is
no accident that all of the major figures in thie gtudy held theo-
hogiual views that cﬁﬁéd genarally be described by the term
1iberal Prctestant.
Elict rejected the evangelical concept of salvation, relying
rather on a liberal! concept of uurk-rightenuaneas.ET Gilman adhered
to a soclal goepel, and elevated the theory of eveolution to dnctrine.23
White was "an aggresaive and sometimes bitter spponent of sectarlan
higher education” who rejected the Bible as che Word of God and,
glmilar to Eligt, viewed raliglon more in terms of a work-righteous
systEm.29 In an era of etrong college presidents, they were at the
forefront of policy decleions which eliminated religicus tests for

faculty; made chapel optienal, while, at the same time, making an

effort to bring In speakers espousing a '"contemporary Christianlty;”
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and saw ta the liberallizing of the divinicty achnuls.30 Moat
influentinl, however, was the displacement of religion as the
integrating point of learning:
While the record iz clear that the wniveristy reformera were
qulte concerned to advance the cause of religion, it is nonetheless
true that the period 1B70-1910 paw a real decline In the relative
Ilmportence assigned to religion in the universities. In the
tradicional college, religlon had afforded the principle of unity.
It had been the common assumption of students, faculty, presidents
and trustees. Its concerns prevaded (gic) the atmosphere and
dominated the proress of education. All this was now changed.
By 1910 in the univereities, religion had become merely one area
of interest among many, one activity among many, one interpretation
of 1ife among many. It is in this sense that one may prugerly
epeak of the secularization of American higher education. 1

Brill's atudy is helpful for conceptualization in that he
clearly relatesa secular{zation te l{beral theology. A4lso, he ashows
the impact that the secularized ldeaa of individuala within the college
can have, an aapect that will be developed later in a discussion of
faculty influence.

Somewhat related 1s a study dene by Gough. Ber survey of 301
church-related 1iberat arta colleges revealed a relationship batween
Cunilnggim's continuum of church-relactedness, discussed earlier, and
measures of religlous climate on campua. As one progresses toward
the secularized end of the scale, her variables of curriconlum, student
life, campus activities, faculty characteristics, and denominational
relation reveal a decline in the emphasia and quality of the religlous
climate, significant at the .05 luaw.rueL-32

Her study is helpful not only in that It agaln confirms the
secularization of cellegesa in relation to liberalizatjon, but In that

this relationship was shown statistically and involved a nmeasure of

faculty characteristies.
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Aatin relates secularization to eociatal prensure,33 while
Tewkabury, Jencks and Riesman, Pope, and Wilson place more emphasis
on the liberalization of the sponsoring denuminatians.jﬁ Webkbar and
Trueblood reinforce the general idea of theologleal secularization
as tled directly to a departure from Biblieal authurity.35

Thus, this astudy returns te a focus upon Sweeting and Schaeffer,
who tle the suc¢ceases of theologlcal liberallem within the college to
the Ea::ull:].r.3EI This Teport, then, will now concentrate on that segment
of higher education literature which dlacusses the tremendous influence
that faculty rembers have within an ingtltutlon, such that what the
inatitutlon atands for and teaches 1s better arrived at by examining

faculty views than by examining the stated purpoase found in the college

catalog,

Research on Faculty Influence

The influence of the academician, both wichin the institution
and in the larger scciety, is a well-documented facr. Witness the
far-ranging impact deecribed by Ladd and Lipset in thelr definicive
work on faculty attitudes and influencs:

In appraising the soclal significance of the expanding intellectual
stratum, it {5 important to realize that though the sclentist's

ot scholatr'e apec{alized knowledge may be comprehensible only to
relatively few, hia personal prestige 1s widely appreclated. That
prestige may provide the basise for the exercise of Influence .
Prestige, as a code, changes not the content of information but

the evaluation of 1it. 1If such information 1z transmitted by somaone
of bhigher atatue, artion In accordance with it ia more compelling
than 1f it 1s transmitted by aomegne of lower status; that is, the
message ls more "persuasive.” Thus, people tend to "look up” to
those whom they respect and to defer to their judgments on important
matters., In this way, the prestige of Knowledge producers contribuces
to the political and social importance of intellectuals and the
critical Intelligentala in both capltalist and Communist countries.
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The leading universities and incellectuals have been gaining

in their ability to exercilse great Influence over the other elites,
whether 1n government, the churches, business estahlishments, or
the maga media, They are more readily able to disseminate thelr
values and ideas and to arsure their acceptance by others in elite
posicioné. The mosb vigible and distinguished echolars and
gelentiats conpticute important reference {ndividuals for those

who respect {ntellectual accomplishment.

In the West, the influgnce of the universities and the intellectual
commun Ity generally with reepect to the churches appears zs another
chapter in the historic proceas of secularization. Both the
Protestant and Catholic churches are currently under aevere internal
tensions a8 they reek to adjuat thelr identity, theology, and
rituval to contemporary cenditicns. Although the complex changes
peccuring in the churchea have a variety of cauvmses, one of the major
sources of change stems from the faect that {ncreasingly the leaderas
of the churches--those concerned, above all, with gquestions of
theology and dogma--conceive of themselves as "intellectuals™ and
Include the secular intellectuals {n their reference group. The
modernization of many religious denominations reflects the extent
to wvhich theclogy has hecome a branch of general intellectual life.
Surely changes 1n the church have important conaequencese for the
value aystem of the larger mociety.

To an increasing degree in the Unjted States and {n other Western
countries, the men and women who write for the major papers and
Journals and who are in charge of broadcasting have the aame values
and political prientations as the critical intellectuals, A survey
by the Harris poll of mass mediz editora reports that 40 percent
describe thenaselves as '"liberzla" and only 13 percent as 'conaer-
vatives," a pattern which puts them far to the left of tha public.
+ + « Harrlas reports, however, that 63 percent of those in charge
of major organs located {n the princlpal citles are liberal (Harrils
Survey, 1%70). ., . . Conaequently, though the most influential
American communications medla--the Columhia Broadcaating System,
Mational Breadcasting Gompany, Washington Pest, New Yark Timea and
the like-- are hig business establishments, they preasent vicwa
sympathetic to those who seek te change society from the left.

The government bureaucracy has become increasingly dependent on
the expertise cultivated by higher education, sc that it 1s now
staffed, particularly at 1its upper levels, hy persons with close
ties to academia. Since many of them seek the approbation of that
community, they too appear responBive to the changing orlentations
and generally leftist diaspositions of prominent Eigures in the
academic world.

Academics and thedr apprentices, univeraity atudents, have never
been as numerous as they are taday. Given the inecreased requirements
of postindustrial society for universlty-trained pecple and continuing
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levels of innovative research, the university 1s needed more than
ever before. While society is becoming more dependent on [ntel-
lectuals, it is also nmore influenced by them.

Notice what 1s being saild. Beyond technical expertige, the
valuas and ideas of academiciana, decidedly left of center, are exerting
wide~ranging inFluence over our entire scclety, as they fummel through
the government, businese, the media, and even the liberal church.

With reference to the church, note the progreasion: from the faculty
member to the denomination to aoclety at large, The language 18 even
atronger. It specifically refers to an attempt to change society from
the left. And students are geen as the faculty's apprentices. Faculty
influence definitely extends beyond the institution,

Clark statea:

The penarally implicit agpsumption of many faculty members [18)

that cellege cught te change students in the direction of political
I{berality, greater cultural nngﬂisticatinn, and less commitment

to teligious dogma and beliefs, {Emphasis his)

5S¢ much for neutralit:,r.39 That auch change is actually

accompl {shed in atudents has been documented by many studiea.ﬁn

Yankelovich decumenta how even non-college youth have been affected

through a "cultural diffuainn."ﬁl

Jacob commente:

Some teachers do exert z profound influence on rome students, even
to the polnt of causing particular individuals to re-crient their
philogophy of life. . . . For instance, an Intensive study of the
intellectual and personality development of students ar Vassar
revealed some 150 traits which were significantly characteristic
of seniors but not of freshmen ., . . Among value judgmenrs motre
typlcal of seniors than of freshmen at Vasaar are: religlous
liberalism. The senior goes to church and prays lesa than the
freshman, and 1s less likely to belfeve in the second coming of
Christ, a life hareafter, and even that there is a Cod.%?
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Commenting on the impact of Antioch College upon its students,
Churchill states:

Summed up, Antioch's impact on an already liberally-disposed
group i5 to make 1t putetandingly "humanist . "3

Again, "humanist" is used In the philesophical sense of placing
man In the center of all things, as when Glorla Steinam states:

By the wyear 2000 we will, z hope, ralse our children to believe in
human potential, not God. %

Dr, as John Punphy weites in The Humanist:

1 am convinced that the battle for humankind's future must be

waged and won fn the public schocl claesroom by Leachers who
correctly percelve thelr role as the proselytizers of a new faith:

a religlon of humanity that recognizes and respects the spark of
what theologians call divinity in evary human being. These teachers
must embody the same selflees dedicatilon as the most rabld fundamen-
tallst preachers, for they will be minigters of ancther sort,
utilizing a clasaroom instead of a pulpit to convey humaniat valuea
in whatever subject they teach, regardless of the edncatlonal level--
preechool day care or large state university. The classrocm must
and will become an arena of conflict betwsen the old and the new--
the rotting corpae of Chriatianity, together with all its adjacent
evils and misery, and the new faith of humanism, resplendant in

its promise of a world 1o which the never—realizgq Chriatian ideal
of "love thy neighbor" will finally be achieved. ~

Finally, Jencks and Riesmatl summarize the power exetted by
faculty within the college itself:
IF this book has any single message it is that the academic
profession increasingly determines the character of undergraduate
education in America. Academicians today decide what a student
ought to know, how he should be taught 1t, and who can teach it
Lo hlm.aﬁ
Thue, 1f one wants to kneow what 1s belng taught at s particular
college, as is the goal of this investigation into evangelical cnllege
secularization, the moat accurate source will be to determine the

positions of the professors at the inatitution, rather than ta leoek at

the stated purpoees and objecbtives in the college catalog., If the
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tollege claims te be evangelical, are the positions held by the
members of its faculey 1lndeed in line with what evangelicale nationally
egpouse? This is the central guestion.

Not only does this study wish to measure the theological
positions of evangelical college profeasors, but it alms to gauge
their political and social atances aa well, Thus, research will now
be discussed which draws s correlation between these three arcas.

Correlation of Religious, Socilal,
and Political Views

Although there are exceptions, research has shown that there
1s a definite eorrelation between cne's liberality In religious matters
and one’'s liberality on political and social {ssues as well, Ladd gnd
Lipger summarize:

Although religious and political beliefs are clearly quite different,
many invesgtigationsg have shown that they are highly correlated; that
is, teligilous unbelief 1s asscciated with liberal to left political
values among Americans.

And conversely:

4
Politicgl and religious comnmervatism are strongly &sgoclated, B

But just as political positions are highly correlated with cne's
religious outloak, sc too are social views. Halstead states:

Faculty members form a distinct and influential group in American
saciety and, as such, their social and policical views demerve
special atcention. . . . F&cultxgmembers tend to be liberal on
social and pelitical questicns.

Clark relates the three areas as he comments:

The results summarized here are based on two measures of liberaligm.
The firat 1s the Avtonomy scale {Au}, which 18 baaically s meagure
of nonauthoritarianism {a Bcale scored so that a high scorer is
liberel and open-minded rather than autheoritarizn}. The second {im
the Religious Liberalism (RL)} scale, a continuum of religious
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acttitudes extending from fundamentalistic, dogoatic bellefs and
attitudes through agnostic-atheistic attitudea. Correlations
between RL and many other measures seem to justify the interpreta-
tion that high scorere on Religlous Liberaliam are liberal.
Attention has been focused on these two measuras hecausa they
reflect conaervative-liberal attitudes of sallence to both student
and non=-student groups. The Autonomy ecale, with 1Es structural
heritage in the research on the authoritarian peraonality, is
related to political and social tolerance and open-mindedneas.
Religious Liberalism {s of central importance because religious
atcirudes, like philosophical perspectives, meem to persiat aven
in persons who outwardly or volitionally reject a religlous past.
These two measures also seem [o tap attitides and values relevant
to the contemporary scene--witness the crises in social, political,
and religious tolerance.”?

Helst and Yonge have found the relaticnship between relipious
liberalism and other attitudinal and behavioral indices of liberalism
to be linear and pnsitiue.EI Thiz wae confirmed by Pace in the atudy
digcugsaed earlier in this chapter.52 Thiz correlation haz been
confirmed by many researchers In many different settinps.

Bince there 1s thia linear and positive correlation between
tellgicus 1iberalism and soclal and politlical 1iberaliem, this study
included guestiens relating to these three areae in the consgtruction
of the secularizatlon inatrument. Ap will be sghown in Chapter LII,
evgngelical literature raises issues In each of these areas, so their
inclusion in the analysis will arise naturally from concerne already
being expressed ceoncerning departure from an evangelical perspective
on questlons of religious, social, andf/or political nature.

Although some degree of narural separation between evangelical
and non-evangellcal respongea on queations is to be expected, the

reader will remember that the DISCRIMINANT Propram selects those ltems

which separate these two groups to the greatest degrec and are, hence,
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the most powerful digeriminators. Thus, it can be assured that thoae
queaticns used in Phase 1T, whether from the religious, saclal, and for

political sphares, will be valild dilagcriminatore.

Summarg

In summary, although Chriatian college research has only
recently begun to increase, two types do exfat which enable a study of
the issue of secularization--"church-relatedness” studies end actusnl
seculerizatfon studies. Eoth provide inafght; however, neither area
containg a clear forerunner for this present study. ‘''Church-
relatedness” studles have tended to discuss depominational relationship
based on external, mon-1lssue orilented measures. The secularizat fon
atudles tend to be historical, locking back on change that has already
tsken place,

This study's effort to gauge mecularization 1n colleges yet
claiming to be evangelical i@ a step inte uncharted waters in this
st1ll developing ares of research. Hopefully, it will lay the ground-
work for further refinement and investlgation, especially through the
new approach of measuring faculty attltudes on religious, social, and
political issues. As research cited in thia cﬁaptﬂr indicates, faculty
ppiniona, not official cullege statements, are the key in determining
the secularization process In action,

Chapter IIT will now focus attention towards a more detalled

axplanation of the design employed in this study.
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CHAPTER TT7

DPESIGN OF TIE STUDY

Thia chapter contalns the design and methodological procedures
used in this study to determine whether or not some of che academically
best evapgelical collegea are in the proceas of recularizatlon. Specifie-
ally, it contains a restatement of the problem and a deseription of the
populations and samplee. It aleo conteina a aection on the development
of the reaearch lpstrument and a discusslon of its validity and reliabil~
ity. Finally, data collr-tion methods are discussed, as are the metheds

to be used in analyzing the daca.

Statement of the Problem

Chapter [ 1llustrated how evangelical writers asee a pattern
of secularization among American colleges and how many are concerned
that some leading evangeliral colleges are currently involved iIn this
process. It wae also shown that the strongest influence upon this
trend is the increasing secular viewpoints of the faculty. Specifically,
then, it 1e the purpose of this study to test the assertion of Francla
Schaefferl and provide emplrical evidence which will either support or
refutc the rlaim that some of the academically best evangelical colleges

are currently In the process of secularization,
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Populsticna and Samples

The population under invegtigation are thase collegea clagsified
as academically the "beat" among those claiming an evangelical identity.
As discussed earlier, Schaeffer neither named colleges In particuler nor
presentad his criteria for determining which colleges qualified as 'beat.”
Thus, with reference to the operational definitions found in Chapter I,
what follows will diacuss how the population to be studied was determined.

For purpeses of this astudy, to qualify as an evangelical rollege,
auch claim had te be made by the college itmelf, Thue, if in its meat
recent college catalog, the ingtitution mada refarence to itself ax
“"evangelical,” it was a candidate for this study's population. However,
if the word "evangelical” was not usad in such manner, s college stiil
qualified as evangelfcal if it supports the two basic tenets of evangel-
icaliam {as defined in the operational deffnition of Chapter I), namely,
{1} the vicarious, atoning death and bodlly resurrection of Jegua Christ,
and (2) the Bible as the inspired, only inEallible, authoritative Word
of God. In addition, 8 college must have demonatrated its willingness to
be recognized as part of the wider evangelical community, as opposed te
existing in isolation, by holding membership in the Christian College
Coalitlen, an organization of evangelical liberal artm cnllegan.z Calleges
fulfilling thepe requirementa were congldered aa evangelical, and candi-
dates for the population of thias study.

The second step was for the college to qualify as academically among
the bast. Wirh reference again to the opetstional definitions of Chapter T,

the college must have appeared in tha Franklin and Marshall atudy
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Baccalaureate Sources of Ph.D.w: Rankinpgs According to Institutien of

ﬂrigin.3 The tables in tha study were compiled from data provided by
the Poard on Humap Reeources, National Research Council, en the
baccalaureate crigine of Ph.D.a granted in the United States between
1920 and 1%80. The rankinge are drawm from a total of 867 four-year,
private, primarily undergraduate inetitutions, which are defined aa TIA
or ITIB by the American Amsociation of University Praf&seare.ri Examplea
of non-svangelical colleges included in the atudy are Amherat, Carleton,
De Pauw, Oberlin, Pomona, Reerd, Smith, Swarthmore, Wellesley, Wesleyan,
Williams, Wooater, and Vammar. The top 100 institutiong are listed {n
each of the following categories: all flelds, total sciencea, physical
sclences (chemliatry, earth aclencea, and physica and astronomy), biological
aciences, mathematica, eocial sciencea (anthropology and sociology;
econonica; political science, public adminiattration, and {nternaticnal
relations; and paychology), arts and humanities (engliah and American
language and literature, foreign langwage and literature, and history),
and education.

In addit{on to appearing in the Franklin and Marshall etudy,
the operational definition of "best" required that the candidate
college have an enrollment of 1,000 or more students. Thia reguirement
was designed ro establish that the college i indeed racognized by the
public as having an academic prograsm worthy aof support.

Appliration of the above criteria, then, placed 15 institutions
into the population of the academirally best evangelical cclleges. Thess
schooles were, accordingly, tested with the instrument described balow, 1in

order to determine whether or net empirical evidence supporta Schaeffer's
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claim of present day evangelical college asecularization. Befng 8 amall
population, i1t wag tesated in 1t8 entirecy, and ne sample of collegees
wae taken. The 13 collegas are referred to in this veport as Fhase I1
colleges. The procedure fer actually measuring secularization will be
discumsed later in thie chapter.

In keeping with the ethical congiderations discussed in
Chapter I, theme colleges are ildentified only as celleges A through 0.
Any further diacussion of geographical region, size, or denominaticnal
affiliation may inadvertently identify them to some readers. Suffice
it to say, then, that each of the 15 fulfilled the requirements rat

forth above,

The design of this study aleo required a eecond eet of ceclleges,
used in Phase I, that would help (1) establish the wvalidicy and relia-
bildty of the gecularization Inptrument, {2) produce a claswifiraticn
equation {wuing SP5% Program DISCRIMIMANT) based on those items in the
quest iconaire which are feund to best dimcriminate between a group of
known evangelical colleges verses a group of kneown church-related,
secularized colleges, and (3) provide a mean score for evangelical
facrulty members nationwide against which the mean ascore of faculties
of Phase 1I colleges can be measured for ststistical significance.
These are referred to we Phase I colleges,

Thus, for purposesa of Phame I, two populations were needed.
The first was the populatfon of all collepas natiecnwide claiming,

according to the previoualy described criterla, to be evangelical. The
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second population was composed of all church-related colleges natignwide
not tlaiming to be evangelical, Further, however, SPSS Program
DISCRIMINANT required that from among these populations colleges be
selacted who have clearly known group membershipn.s Thus, as a eubget
of evangelical collegea, thoge with membarahip in the American Assccilaticon
of Bible Colleges furnished candidate colleges for Phamse I, aa did
colleges whome affiliated denominations hold membership in the World
Counrll of Churches. Reasona for theae choices are as follows.

Similar te the Fhase IT colleges, collegea amsocisted with the
American Associastion of Bibie Colleges are part of the lsrger population
of evangelical colleges. This aubgroup was chosen to represent evangel-
ical collegee in Phase I because of their undoubted membership within
evangelical Chrigtianity. This degree of certainty, required by the
DISCRIKIHANT Program, was bamed on the fact that each of the 99 mamber
colleges are not merely required to subecribe to the twe central tenets
of evangelicalilem, mentloned above, but also to the entive eeven-point
Statement of Faith of the National Agsociatioen of Evnngelicnls.ﬁ

Representative of the population of church-related colleges with
clear non-evangalical viewve were those, as mentioned, whoge affilfated
dencminations hold memberebip in the Warld Council of Churches. Evangel-
icals view the World Council to be at the extreme left of the apectrum,
as d¢ many non-evangelical nbservern.? They maintain that religien 1s
less Its concern--let alene the viecarious atonement of Christ or the
autherity of the Bible--than im pelitice. HNon-evangelical writer

Andrev Creely summarizes:
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In more recent years the World Council (of Churches} has turned
from religion to politics--perhaps bacause many of 1lte members
are no longer sure whather they believe anything or whether there
ie anything in which to believe.

Adhering to "liberation theology,” the World Council hae
supported Marxist revolutilonariles in many parts of the globe. For
example, it continued to financially support the Patriotie Front of
Zimbabwe even after the guetillae ahot down an unarmed Ailr Rhodesls
airliner end subaequently massacred the sotvivors, including 35 membere
of evangelical missionary famtliea.g Thus, their non-evangelical
posltion is widely recognized, ae required by Lthe DISCRIMINANT Program,
and colleges whome denominations hold membership in this body were

chosen as the representative subgroup of non-evangelical colleges from

which & sample would then ke drawn.

Thie report will now discuas how rhe actual sample of Eaculty
members 1in each phase was selected.

In Phase TI, the entire population af 15 colleges qualifying
ad the academically best esvangelical colleges wae studfed. Only full-
time faculty were coneidered to ba candldatea for receiving the secular-
ization 1instrument, as they are better able to give their undivided
attention to the college and have motre of an investment in its miselon
than would part-time or sdjunct instructors. Thus, it was considered
that measuring the views of full-time faculty would be most representative
of the pogitiena being espoused at the ilpmstitution.

The current college catalog fer each of these 15 celleges was
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abtgined. The numbar of Faculty liated as Full-time at these institutiones
ranged from 26 to 120, Thus, it was determined that a stratified random
gulectfon of 12 profeggora from each college would provide g sufficient
sample size, allowing for a two-thirds recturn rate,

The & academle areas used for atratification were: (1) religion,
{2) sacial seciences, (3) natural sctences, and (4} humanitiay. Accordingly,
3 faculty menbers werae chosen from each area. To do so at college A,
for example, all religion faculty were mssigned numbers, 3 of which were
drawn at random, thue placing theae instructors inte the survey sample
for that college. Profeagers in the other discipline areas were likewime
chosen, and the pattern of random melection centinued in aimilar fashion
for all 15 colleges. Thus, 1BD faculty members comprised the Phaga II1

sampla,

Selection of faculty for participaticn in Phaee 1 was somewhat
aimilar. First, however, a sample of cclleges from each the American
Aggociation of Bible Colleges and thoae whoae affilisted dencminations
hold memberahip in the World Council of Churches had to be galected.

The American Aesociation of Bible Colleges Directory, 1983-1984

was ut{lized and found to 1ist 99 rollepges as either accredited members,
candidates for acereditation, or applicant 1nntitutinnn.1n Each college
wal assigned a number, 32 of which were chosen at random (10 being choeen
twice}. The 4 gtratified areas of diascipline were randomly assigned,
thug providing 13 potential teligion candidaten, 13 sacial acience,

13 natural aclence, and 13 from the humanlties. College catalege for
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each of these ilnetitutfions were cbtained from the Swem Library on the
campus of the Cocllege of William and Mary. If, for example, a religien
profeamor wam needed from collega A, all full-rime religian professcrs
were aeeignad numberas, one of which was randomly choeen. Thie procedure
was repeated until the entire atratified selection of the 52 evangelicsal
repreaentatives for Phasa T wete selected.

Selection of the non-evangelical repreaentatives was done as
follows. A liseting of dencminations helding membership in the Weorld
Council of Churches wae obiained from the Yearbook of American and

Canadien Churches, lgﬂﬁ.ll A lieting of colleges affiliated with these

denominations waa then cbetsined frowm the 84 Higher Educaticn Directqu,lz

snd crose-checked in The Cellege Handbuok, 1933—54.13 Twn~hundred sixty-

nine colleges emerged asm potential candidates far the non-evangelical
sample. Of these, 52 were chosen In the randor manner outlined abova.
8imilarly, a stratified selection of %2 non-evangelical representatives
was obtained for use in Phage I.

Thua, the sample in Phase I wase comprised of 104 proefessors—-
half from the evangelical populaticn, and half from the populatfon of
secularized, church-related collages. Baing both geographically diversa,
am would be expected in a random asaignment, and stratified acrording
to diacipline, it was felt that a truly repreaentative sample had been

attalned.

Inatrumentation

Over the years, many measurea of "religifoesity" have bean
deve]aped.lﬁ The best example {a probably Faulkner and DeJung'a

"Religiogiry in Five Dimansiuns."ls The thrust of these inatruments,
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howaver, is to measure religlous verses non-religious views, which
may or may not relate to Chrietlanity, let alone evangelicalism.
Kone of the guestionnaires availlable are geared toward aaparating
evangelical from non-evangelical pogitions, and, hence, Were not
ugeful for thla study. Therefore, an instrument had to be devaloped
which would touch upon thoee issues which measute a aecularization
from commonly held evangelical positions. Indeed, the DISCRIMINANT
Program required that only those fssuesa be included which have the
petential for meparating the two grouvps in question, thus minimizing
the influence of irralevant differannen.lﬁ

The validity ¢f this inecrument, discusaed further below, was
datarmined by {1) having drawn the i1ssues directly from current
evangelical and non-evangelical literature as heing areas of difference,
and (2} having BOX of the Phase I professcre correctly classified on
the basias pof the queatiocnnaire. This dual thrust of documentaticn
Erom Christjan literature and attaining a high percentage of astacieci-
cal separation, as measured by the PISCRTMINANT function, wverified rhat
the gqueationnaire indeed diacussed and correctly measured the evangelical
aecularization it purportad to identify.

Questlons of veligicug, social, and political importance wera
included. Two reasons for these 3 areas being covered are: (1) auch
are the areap diacuesed in evangeliral and non-evangelical 1literatura,
and (2) studiee have ghown these areas to be Interrelated. Ladd and
Lipset have documented the high correlation between religious and
political uiewn,li while Haletead tiles together the political and

uuclal.ls Clark linka the three araal.lg as does Balawick, MWard, and
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20
Carlecn, Heist and Yonge found the relationship between religicus

liberalism and other attitudinal and behavioral indices of liberalism

to be linear and panitive.zl

The procedure, then, was to identify iesues and farmulate
potential questionnaire itema bagad on & review of current evangelical
and non-evangalical literacure. After an initial mearch, %1 gueatiene
were compoged, These were then reworked in an effort te maka them as
clear and apecific ap possible. TDuring the gummer of 1984, they were
presented to a neutral axpert for comment and triticilm.zz Thie
produced 43 potential items, which wete again reworked for clarity
and precielon. Further elimination finally yielded 25 queaticna,

12 keyed in an evangelical direction and 13 in a non-evangelical

direction, Theege were placed inte the finel inetrument by random

assignment in a 215 item mequencs.

The 25 gquestions, together with documentation of a primary
gource or two from which each wag drawm, ware aa followg!

(1} Peace through etrength is a bercer approach towards the
avoidance of a nuclear holocauet than is a good faith move an, ,
the part of the United 5tates towards unilateral disarmament.

{keyed evangelical)

{2) Christians should oppose discrimination agg&nnt those in
our soclety who profess a homosexual lifeatyle.

(1) When there is almost certain danger to the mental health of
the mother, sbortion may be the least tvagic of s number of tragic

optiong.25

{4) In presenting to atudents the full range of learning from hia
actademic discipline, the professor in a Christlan college has the
cbligation to alsg ghow whare there are fundamental conflicts with
biblical cruths. (keyed evangelical)
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{5} Chriasrisne should remein open to the possibility of thelstic
evaluticn rather than dogmatically Insigting on a literal inter-
pretac fon of the Genesils creation account .27

{6} While liberty in non-eszgentials {a to be commended, pluraliem
within the church with regard fo aﬁctrinen such am the virgin
birth and miracles should not be. (keyed evangelical)

(7} Jesusm Christ will visibly and badily return to this earth
some day.2? (keyed evangelical)

{B) =Since the philosophy which permeates maat of public educarion
views Christianity as bdehind the times, Christian parents Bhﬂuli
geriously conefder educational alternsmtives for thefr children. 0
{keyed evangelical)

{9} Reporting the news {n our pluralistic seciety im a difficult
ageignment, yet by and large the major networks handle their task
in a failr and unblased manney, 1

{10) Amid the complexitjeas of life, therp are conceivable circum-
atancee wharein lying may net be sinful , 32

{11} God designed the sexea to complement each cther, giving each
uniqité reles and responsibilities; thoae who advecate the alimina-
tion of "mexiet" language are working against His design.dd  (keyed
evangelical)

{12} Christian theolggian® pan gain helpful ineights from a care-
Ful upage of some of the higher critical metheds of bibliral inter-
pretatlon, and should not be prevented from employing thewm, 34

{13) It 16 inconcelvable that & Christian college ghould appoint
to the faculty a cand{date who dees not held to the vicarious
atonement and badily resurrecticn of Jesus Chriat.> {keyed
evangelical)

(14 A final truth existe for every matter; truth ig net relative
to individual perception.d® (keyed evangelical)

{15} Rather than seeing the Bikle ag the source of authority in
nmatters of faith and 11fe, it im better to gee Jesus Chriat as that
authortty,3?

{16} In our efforts to battle worid hunger, the United States
should grant food aid only to those countries that are implementing
United Natione population control plans,3d

{17} The Bible i» without error not only when it speaks of values,
the meaning system, and religlousm things, but it _1a also without
error when it apeaks of history and the caosmoa. {keyed evangelical)
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{18} Men and women are equal at home and at work, and both Shuuld
be granted positicne of epiritual leadership in the church.

{19) Simple fairnees demands thart egual righta for womgy ahould
be guaranteed by an amendment to the U.S5. Constitucion.

{20) The Wicaraguan revolution 1ig of the people, and their right
to self-determination should be supported by the U.5. government
even 1f it involves the develaEEent of a political or economic
syatem different from our own,

{Z1) Christian compasesion should mave us to support those who Raek
to start afragh hy regretfully ending a hopelessly broken marriage

relat fonship, rather than dogmatically allewing for divorce only in

cases of adultery or vhen {naisted upen by the non-believing pnttner.ﬂ3

{22} The church could contribute more towards the alleviation of aur
nation's mocial 111s by dealing spiritually with sin in the lives of
pecple rather than politically trx&ng ko correct unjuet aocfal atrue-
tuteg and to redistribute wealth. {keyed evangelical)

{22}  Although abumea can come from elther aource, we hgve mora to
fear from blg government than we do from big huginess.” (keved
evangelical)}

{24) Humaniam——am distinct from bumanitarianisnm or a atudy of the

humanities--is the very antithesis of Chriatfanity.6 (kayed evan-
gelical}

{25) Christians should be appreciative of the World Council of
Churchea' efforte to battle oppresalon, violation of bamic rights,
and the disregard for our God-given environment.%’

In summary, the evangelical position on many lssues, as reflected
in current literature, was generally congervetive. Thls was axpected
given the remearch on the correlation between religious, social, and
palitical 1liberalism diacuseed in the previous chapcer.

Hote, however, that these are issues which tend to separate
evangelicale from those on their left. A host of other lasues could
be raleed which separate evangelicals From the right. Therefors,
evangelicals are by no means st the extreme on a left-right continuum,

rather, they stand mare in the cepmter, with liberal opinion on one

gide and fundamantalist on the other. Since this atudy measures
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evangelicaiiem verses the liberal end of the continuum, these
particular 25 questicne, as cppesed tc many other pogsibilities,
have emerged.

It should he atated that even with the efforr to write and
rewrite these guestione, and even to pass them before a neutral
cbegerver for criticiem, no pretense was made as to their perfection.
Subsequent tesearchera may wish to further improve their preciseion.
However, such a reseatrcher must be familiar with evangelical Christ-
ianicty, for aome of the terms used, which register with evangelirala,
may seem lnappropriate to a non-evangelical.

For example, guestion 13 included the word “inconceivable.”
One must underatand that given the world view of evangelical colleges
and their commitment to the Integration of fairh and learning, it ia
imperative that a faculty cendidate be able to relaste biblical
Christianity to his discipline. To an evangeliecal, {t is inconceivable
that someone not adhereing to the basic belief of Chriatianity--the
vicarious atonement and bedily resurrection of Jesva Chrige--be
contracted to teach in an evangelical 1iberal arts college.

Of course, since we are dealing with human beings, there will
not even be unanimous agreement among evangelicals on each of thesa
25 itema. HRather, these questions reflect what evangelical literature
presenta as the norm in each caae. Thus, except for a few issues,
like the authority of Scripture or the vicarioue atonement of Christ,
it must be understood that this ressarch i dealing with tendenciles
towards the norm, and the range of agreement {a best represented by

the normal distrfbution curve. Thia, in fect, has emerged in ths
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Phase I resulta discussed below (eee Chart 1), To repeat, it 1=
Important, in & Ssummary of evangelical belief, to view these 25
quegtions with such a petspective, and realize that they represent
the central tendency of evangalical viewpoint on esch lesue,

With this understanding, what follows will summarize the norm
of evangelical belief on the religlous issves rafsed in thise quaestion-
naire. Evangelicals hold ta the truthfulness {17) and autharfty (13)
of the Bible, viewing it ak the written Word of God to man, Accordingly,
they ra)ect the presuppesitions of the highar critical nethods of
biblical interpretation (12), which a priori discount any divine
invclvement, Belleving Cod to he the source of all truth, svangelicals
hold that a final truth exista for a1l matters {14}, zlthough, due to
human fallibilicy, allawing for a failure to grasp all that exiats.
Evangelicals allow for liberty in non-essential doctrines (6), et
view agreement on esgential doctrinea as paramount {13}. Ewvangelicals
balieve in the second coming of Christ (7), that Ged created the
unlverse as He said He did (5}, and that #in is not determined by the
atandards of wman, but of God (10), sahowing that all people are thua in
need of & Savior. Fvangelicale mupport honest scholarship and feel a
commitment to relay where the acholarship is at present iIn vhatever
discipline {4); however, believing truth te te one, and that thare can
be no conflict between Cod'a revealed cruth and Hls unrevealed truth,
they feel rhat a discussion of the achelar's premuppositione ia of
great importance, and that geeming conflicts with Scripture be met
head on.

Concerning the social {issues rafsed In these 23 items, the
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following are aupported by evangelical literature as being the central
tendency of thought. FEvangelicala feel that the media, being decidedly
left of center, as documented in Chapter 1I, 1is not unbilased in their
selection and reporting of tha "news™ (5). Similarly, they feel that
the influence of humaniam—which glorifies man, not God {24)--haa
captured the leadership fn public education {B), although baing
presented vnder the guise of neutrality. They view homosewuality ae
a learned behavior, which they try to help people unlearn, not confirm
{2). Life is viewed aE msacred from conception and that, whereaa there
1s hope for the mentally 111, there is none for the aborted child {3}.
For the evangelical, God has revealed the roleg and responsibilities
which, 1n His wisdom, He hag ameigned to the sexes (11), whether in
the church (1B) or moclaty, and faerl an "egual rights" amendment would
lawer, not raiee, the status of women (19), They view marriage as s
sacred inatitutien of God, view none ae heyond hope, and thus heold to
the biblical pattern for divoree (21). Finally, evangelicals are
deepliy committed tc aiding the poor and working to battle oppression
and the violation of bhaalc human rights in the world. However, they
do not feel the way to do thia in through support of socialfst (22) or
Marxtsat (25) philogophiea.

On political issuee ralsed in this questionnaire, the centrsl
tendency of evangelical thought could be atated as follows. Humanistie
influence has epswned a aoclaliatic bend in government, the growth of
which presente a greater threat to our freedome than does the abuses
of big business (23), Mumanistic thought alse dominates the United

Mati{ona, and thus, evangelicale work through their own organlzations
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to coambat world hunger, umable to support the U.N.'s "pepulation
control” plane which include forced abortion {16). WHefther can
evangelicals sit back and condope the {mpositicn eof & philowsophical
syetenm upcn a mams of humanity, espacially when that system smothers
the valce of God (20). Finally, being as dealrous of peace as anyona
else, evangelicals feel that beth tha history and recent actions of the
Soviet Union render foolish any good faith move on the part of the
United S5tates towards unilateral disarmement ([1}.

Agaln, these poaiticns are reflecced in evangelical literature
ag centtal tendencles of bellef., FExceptione will be found In similar
preportion to the nermal distributfion curve. Dealing with human
opinion and understanding, one cannot expect unanimity. However, takean
as & whoele, svangelicals will tend to gravitate to thesae mora conger-
vative opiniong rather than to thora of more liberal persuasion.

Having drawn theee 23 quastiona from tecant evaugelical and
non-evangelical litetature, thus showing them to be isauea of concern
and contragt, the first step in cthe conmtruction of a valld seculariza-
tion Inefrument was ¢ompleted. Yet, thia study alsc wished to go
beyond reliance only on validation from the Christian literature in
order to gain an empirical measpure verifying that these guastions do
indeed separate evangelicals fro non-evangelicals. As stated earlier,
criterion for thils second step is that 80% of the profeasors being
questioned In Phase I be correctly classified on che baafa cf their
ragponges to the instrument. However, before discusaing the results
cbtained from thia mtep, the actueal data gathering procedures used

in Phase I will first be deacribed.
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Data Collection: Phase T

On September 20, 1984, each of the 104 Phase I professors was
mailed the 25 item "piloc instrumant,"ﬁa a letter of trannmittal,ﬁg
and a stamped, self-sddreswed return envelope, Participants were
instructed to reapond by circling either "“Agree,' "Tend to Agree,”
"Tend tc Dimagree," or "Dismagree," depending upon which response waa
closeat tg their position st the present time. In arder to sncourage
thoughtful response, the faculty members were requested to regerve the
middle two response categories for thees scacemente about which they
Felr leaa etrongly ot were, at present, less sure. Encouragement wan
also given ro answer all of the itemB. Resulte of the atudy were
offered, and confildentiality was amaured. October 1, 1964 was get as
the deadline far responsges.

Ag ghoawn in Table 1, at the conclusion of the initial retuen,
m 61.53% response rate had been achileved. Accordingly, an appeal to
non-respondents wae issued on October 3, 1984, Including another copy
of the secularizaticn instrument, separate cover letters--one to
evangelical faculty and the other to non-evangelical facultysn--
together with another stamped, pelf-addreesed return envelope. Tt was
falr char separate letters of encouragement to the different groups
would bhe able to contaln taillored appeals. The asme inatructions,
offer of results, and aasurance of confidentiality were iIncluded ag
had been done initilally, A second deadline date was acheduled for
October 15, 1984,

Thia appeal brought In an addicional 12 returna, giving a

73,082 rate of response. Of these, 67.31% were useable for further
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analyein.

In order to determine whether this percentage retvrn was
sufficlent to rule out bilas of non-reapondents——and then, further,
to discuss the validicy and rellability of the inatrument--the

following data analysis of Phase I is preasented.

Dats Analveis: Phase T

The Likert type responees were aseigned values on & scale of
1 te 7. For those items keyed “evangelicsl," an “Agree" reaponsaa
was glven 1 peint, "Tend to Agree™ 3 pointm, "Tend to Disagree”

5 points, and "Digagree’ 7 pointe. Itema written towarda a gecularized
viewpoint received a reverse acoring--7 pointa for "Agree," 5 for

"Tend to Agree,” 3 for "Tend to Dimepgree,” and 1 for "Dimsagree.”

Thue, a score of 7 on a particular ftem would indicate a secularized
regponee, while a score of 1 would indicate an evangelical responsa,

An item left unanswered waa aesigned a neutral value of 4.

A& matrix was then formed involving sll of the 70 useable
returne. Each line of the matrix reprasented a particular professor’a
responee, and was firec amsigned an identification number., MNHext, a
clagaificarion number was given—-1 1f from an evangeiical achool, and
2 {f from a non-evangelical school, Thia was followed by the 25 values
which correapotided to the reaponses gilven by that individual on the
secularizat ion instrument.

This data was then fed into SPSS Program DISCRIMINANT, whose
function it ie to mathematically weight and linearly combine those
variables {guestionnaire itema) which force the two grovps--evangelical

and aecularized--to be as statlstically distinct as pu&uible.51 A
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dgtepwise procedure wam employed so am to select only those variables
which improve the overall digeriminating criterion im conjunctiocn
with previously entered vnrinhle:.52 The F-tatic for a particular
question had to be at the .05 level of statistical aigniftcanca in
order to enter the Digcriminating Equation as gn item whoge responses
from each group were wo diffarent as to rule out randcm sampling
error (at the risk of a Typa I errer). A .06 level of significance
for the F-ratio was set to remove any varisble which may have been
weakened in conjunction with subseguantly gualifying items. Thias,
however, did not prove ta bs necessary. An overall item telerance
was set at .10 to protect against large rounding errars which would
iead to faulty estimates &and inaccurate clannificatiun.53 Thig, too,
did not prove to be necessary.

Table 2, then, shows those 5 queationnaire items which
contributed most to the discrimingtion betwesn evangelical and non-
evangelical faculty. Although sach of the other 20 ftems also discrim-
Inated between the 2 groups, none could add significantly beyond the
discriminacing power of the 5 gelected wvarlables taken in concert,
Thus, theee 5 ltems are juak as accurate in discriminating between
evangelical and non-evangelical as would be the entire 25 item
queetionnaire.

The DISCRIMINANT Program then aseigned weilghta to the 5
discriminating variables and cembined them linearly with a ceonatant
into a Predictor Equation:

Clags = {0,1808407) ¥? + (0.1889351) va + (0,31298a8) ¥15 +
{0.2933806) V16 + (0,27817R2) V17 - 4.044298
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A negative answer 1o this equation clasaified as evangelical, o
poaitive answer clageiffed as non-evangelical. This eguation was then
applied to the 70 upeable returna in grder to determine how many of
the pre-clasaified profeseorg--avangelical and non-evangelical--
regonded to the items in such a manner conafaetent with their pre-
classification. Table 3 reveala the percentage of prafessors
corrveccly placed by the gecularitation instrument.

Having found this percentage, the instrument's validity and

veliability can now be discuased.

Validity and Reliabilicy

The criterion established earlier which would judge the validicy
of the secularization ingtrument had two requiremente: (1) drawing the
itema to be used for measure from current evangelical and non-evangelical
literature, thus showing them to be issuea of concern and difference,
and {2) making sure that at least B0% of the Phase T pre-claasified
professare were correctly identified as evangelical ar non-evangelical
on the basis aof their responees to the gquestions on the secularizacion
inatrument. Having previously satigfied the firat requirement, Table 1
reveala that the second was achieved alaa.

Firat, relatlve certaicty of having an unbiased mample wam amsurad,
in that the percentage of professcra cotrrectly placed from among the
group of initial regpondents (asee Table 3) compares favorably wicth the
percentage correctly placed from among the non-reapondents. Initial
respondenta were correctly placed at a rate of $3.22% (93.55% for
evangelical profeasors, and 92,862 for non-evangelfcal), while the

non-reepondentes were correctly placed at the rate of 100.00%, Thus,
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with the initial redpondents and the nen-respondents having such
gimilar ratea of correct placement, it can be assured that they were
anawering the questiona in a gimilar wanner, and therefore bias does
ot appear to entsr the aampling.sIﬁ

Being aasured, then, of an unbiased sample, theae same rates
of correct placement ran be examined with reference tc the criterion
for an 80% level of prediction in order to aatiafy the aecond require-
ment for being asaured of a valid Instrument. The overall rate of
94.29% exceeds the requirement aubstantially. The questions on the
aecularization queatfonnaire do indeed sepatate the twe groups as

expected. In fact, with a rate In the nineties, and a canonical

correlation of .B6, thls researcher was inaured of a very valld
inetrument, It clearly measures what ir claims to measure,

Reliability refers to an instrument’s dependability as a measuring
device.55 While reliability is not dependent upon validity, validicy
is limited by reliahility.ﬁﬁ Thus, the relatisnahip batween these twe
concepts being auch, this instrument's validiry, previonaly digcussed,
ia based upen the consistent measures gotten from thosa correctly
pre-classified professcrs. Indeed, were the measure not reliable, tha
high percentages of correct clagsification attained in this atudy
would not have been resached. Thue, having shown the walidity of the
secularizaticen instrument, its reliabllity has alao been showh,

With an eatablished secularization Instrument, the researcher

was ready te move Into the heart of this investigation--an examinatien
of the 15 colleges which fell under the claseificaticm of "besmt

avangelical " and thus to arrive at a determinaticn whether empiricael
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evidence supports or refuteas their claim te be evangellcal.

Concerning the conetruction of this report, it was determined
that it would be more convenient for the reader if the data collection
and design for Phase II were discugsed together with its results,
Thua, this information is to be found in Chapter IV: Analysis of the
Data.

Briefly, however, each of the 15 qualifying collegea in Phase II
were Tequired to pass both of the fnllowing requirements in order te
be declared consiatent with its evangelical claim: Reguirement One--
be clagsified by the Digeriminant Equation as evangelical, and
Requirement Two--he found not aigaificsntly different from the naticnal
evangaelical mean of Likert acecres establighed from the Phagse I data,
The procedure for arriving at thie national mean will alsc be discussed
in Chapter IY: Analysls of the Data, aa it too, at that polnt, will
ptovide for an easier flow of information for the reader.

Finally, after determining the actual classification of a2ach
of the 15 colleges in Phase 1I, it was determined that for Schaeffer's
claim to be pupported 20% of the 15 colleges muat have been declared
te be secularized. Thus, 3 of the 15 mumet have falled efther Require-
ment One or Requirement Two In order to lend support to the ¢laim that
some of the academically beat evangelical colleges are secularizing.

If only two or fewer colleges are classified as secularized, then

Schaeffer's claim will have been considered as emplrically rafuted.



69

Summarty

To review, Francie Schaeffer nelther named the colleges nor
defined his criterion for “'beat" when he stated that gome are in the
ptocess of gecularizing. Thus, criteria were established ko dertermine
which collegea were to be placed into this population. Again, the
criteria employed in this report may be more stringenc than Schaeffer
would have employed, thuse making thia test of his agsertlon more
difficulr to pass.

As no suitable questionnaire was avallable which purported to
meaaure the differencesa between evangelicals and non-evangelicala, one
had to be conetructed and validated. This waa done through, firvat,
exapining current evangelical and ron-evangelical literature in order
to fdentify those igguss which are of dispute between thase two groups.
After rafining and rewriting the guestions, they were cricigued by a
qualified, neutral source, and then subjectad to further revieion and
eliminatiomy, The finagl 25 items were then shown to be empirically
valid on the bhasis of the remarkably high diseyiminatory rate tevealed
in the percentage of Phamse I professcrs correctly placed by its
implementatien. Thus, with both literature and empirical support, the
instrument was declared to be valld, and, as valid, also reliable.

The DISCRIMINANT Program selected the 5 most powerful items
from the guestionnalre and placed cthem intp a linear Discriminant
Equat fon, with weighted coefficlenta and a conatant. This equation was
then used tp detetmine the parcentage cf Phase I professcra rorrectly
clagaified by rthe inatyrument, as discuesed above.

The Digeriminant Equation was aleo used aa the Predictor Equation

in Reguirement One in the Phase IT1 analysia (see Chapter IV}, Colleges
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claesified as evangelical by the Predicter Equatlon had to alap be
declared as not eignificantly different from the mean Likert ascore
of the natinnal evangelical sample of Phaame I,
If 3 Phame II collegea failed to gatisfy either Reguirement
Dne or Two, Francis Schaeffer's claim regarding evangelical college
gecularization was to be declared supported. Otherwise, his asaertion

was to be declared as refuted.
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CHAPTER IV
ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

The purpose of this chapter ie to anaylze the data received
from the 15 academically beat evangelical colleges in order to
datetmine if there is a trend towards secularization, If the data
suppart such a claim, then Francis Schaeffer's cnncarnnl will bLe
enplrically justified, and vica veraa,

Thesa 15 colleges weare chosen to be representatrive of the
academically best evangelical eolleges becavsze (1) each enrolls aver
1,000 gtudents and hag sent sufficient numbers of gradustesr on ko
complete the doctorate much that they are listed among the top 100
inetitutions in varioug categories in Franklin and Marshall's

national stody Baccalaureate Sourcss of Ph.D.a: Rankinge According to

Institution of Drigigjz and (2} each either claima to be evangelical

or adheres to the twe central tenetz of evangelical balief--the
vicarious, atoning death and bodily resurrectlon of Jesus Christ, and
the Bible ag the Inapired, aonly infallible, authoritative Werd of Gud.3
It was determined that 20% of these colleges must have views, as
meagured through the faculty, that are more similar to those of faculty
at pecularlzed, church-related collegea than of faculty at konowm
evangelical colleges, in order for it to be stated that a trend 1s
present.

A aecularization ifngtruméent waa conatructed, baaed on items
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which emerged as Iseues of concern in Christian literature. The
validity and reliability of this questionnaire wae eatablished when
a DISCRIMINANT analyafa revealed a correct placement rate of gver
90% between professors of evangelical and non-evangelical parnualinn.ﬁ
Phage I of thie study aleo selected the five best dimcriminating
questions from the instrument and welghted and combined them into a
Discriminant Equation to be uged ag a Predictor Equatilon 1n Lthe
pnalygia of the Phase II data. 1In addition, a national evangelical
mean score waa produced (discussad in this chapter), against which
Phage II collegea could be compared for mignificant difference, ghould
they be yet classified am evangalical by the Fredictor Equation,
Both of these requirements--{1} being clagsified as evangelical by the
Predictor Equation, and (2) being declared not stgnificantly different
from the nation evangelical mean--must bhe passed in order for a membar
of the 13 best evangelical colleges to be declared consfatent wich ite
evangelical ¢laim.

The following will discuse the reaults of the data collection

among these 15 colleges.

Data Collecticon: Phase II

On Wovember 3, 1984, erch of the 180 atratified and randomly
selected Phase II gprofessors was mafled the 25 item secularizacion
ingtrument, a letter of tranamittal,5 and a stamped, self-addressed
return envelope. Participants ware inatructed to reapond by circling
either "Agree," "Tend to Agree,” "Tend to Disagree,”™ or "Dieagree,"”
depending upon which response waa closest to thefr pos{tion ar the

present time. In order to encourage thoughtful response, the facultky
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nembers were requested to reserve the middle two vesponse categories
for those statements about which they falt less etrongly or were, at
present, less aure. Encouragement was given to answer all of the 1tams.
Aesults of the atudy were cffered, confidentiality wae assured for
beoth the indfvidual particlpant and him institution, and November 15,
1984 was set as the deadline for returna.

As shown in Table &, at the conclusion of the initial return,
a rate of 05,002 had been tacelved. The critical factor 1n Fhase IT,
however, wam not the averall return rate, but the rate of return for
gach of the participeting colleges., Thess 15 inatitutions ranged in
faculty slze from 26 to 120, A atratified random sample of 12 faculty
members at each inatitutien wae selected in hopea that at leaat B would
be returned--giving a &5.67% rate of response--thus comprising an
adequate mample for gchoola of this size, Table & reveals that at the
conclusion of the inicial return, 10 colleges had already achieved thia
level of response, and they, accordingly, were deemed to have repreaen-
tztive samplos.

The other 5 colleges, however, having less than a 66.67% return
rate at rthis polint, were issned an appeal. Acrordingly, on November 20,
1984, non-respondentg at these 1lnatirutions were sent ancther copy of
the secularization inatrument, a letter of transmittal,6 and ancther
stamped, self-addreseed return envelope. The asame instructions, offer
of results, and asgurance of confidentiality for hoth them and their
inaticution wete inecluded ag had been dome inicially, A second deadline
for returns was set for December 3, 1984,

This appeal braught in an additional 13 returns, giving an overall
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TABLE &

SUMHARY DATA AND ANALYSIS OF
PHASE IT RETURNS

Initial Heaturms After Ussable
Collegs Raturnn Appaal Raturne

N % N & N A
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J
K
L
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N
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Callegs

'ﬁnllﬂga A %11l net be part of the final concluslons bacause of the
low rate of useable rasnonse.
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rate of 72.22%. Of these, 68,89 were useable for further analysis.
More importantly, however, waa that an additional 3 colleges increased
their rate of teturn beyond the two-thirde level. Only two instituticns
--college A and college M«-remained below. College M, with only one
recutn below the desired level, was etill included in this study.
College A, howevet, with legs than half of the gquestionnaires sent
back, and only cne-fourth of them useable, wasn eliminated from tha
etudy. With such poor response, In its particulsr case, the researcher
wag not assured that a reprepentative sanple had been recelved.

The following will analyze the data received from thease

representativea of the academically best evangelical collegea.

Data Analysie: Fhase I1

Aa in Phase 1, the Likert type responses to each item were
assigned values on a scale of 1 to 7. For those ltems keyed in an
evangelicsl direction, an "Agrer" response was gilven 1 point, "“Tend to
Agree" 3 points, “Tend to Disagree" 5 pointa, and "Disagree" 7 points,
Items written towards a mecularized viewpoint recelved a revetse
acoring--7 points for "Agree," 5 for “Tend to Agree," 3 for "Tend to

'and 1 for "Disagree.” Thus, a score nf 7 en a particular

Digagree,’
item would indicate ant evangelical response. Unanswered ltems were
sgalgned a neutral value of 4.

A matrix was then formed fer each of the 13 colleges, listing
the respaonding professor's identification number and the 23 valueas
which corresponded to the responses he or ahe gave con the saculari{zation

ingtrument. Thua, the data for each college was set to analyze with

reapect to the two requirements: Reguirement Ome--that the college be
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clasaified as evangelical by the Predictor Equation produced in
Fhase I, and Requirement Two~-that the mean score for a particular
college be not aignificantly different from the natlonal evangelical
mean .

In order to test college A under Regquirement One, the mean
likert score for esch of the 5 beat digeriminating items (am selected
by the DISCRIMINANT Program in Phase I} was obtained by adding together
the Likert values i{n each case and dividing by the number of parcici-
pating professers of college A whore returns were useable., The mean
scores for each of these itemm were then placed [nte the Discriminant
Equation. Each mean wie multiplied by the corresponding weight and
then linearly ¢ombined, togethar wirth the conatant, In order to arrive
at the DMecriminant Scnre.? If a Discriminant Score regulced in a
poeaitive number, the college had been shown to be 1n Class 2--secularizad.
If the Discriminant Score resulted in a negstive number, the school was
shown to he in Class l--evangelical. Thle wae done for each of the
15 colleges.

From Tabhle %, which glves the mean scores for each cellege on
each of the best discriminating items (variables 7, 8, 15, 16, and 17}
together with the Discriminant Score and Predicted Clapsification, it
can be meen that 5 collegea were placed in Claaa 2 and 9 in Claes 1.
This means that the faculty at 5 of the academically beat colleges
raeapondad to the 5 most powerful discyimicating items in such a way
a8 to place them more in line with the national responses of mecularfzed,
churcherelated faculty than with the national representatives of known

evangelical colleges. College A would have bean a sixth callege to be
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TABLE 5

PHASE Il COLLAGES' MEAW LIKZAT 5COAES
. ON THE BEST DISCRININATING IfEAS,
DISCRIMINANT 3CORES, AND PAEDICTED CLASSIFICATIONS

¥san Scorss on Yariablas Discriminant  Predicted
Collage Scores Clas=s

V7 va Y15 V16  Vi7

§.67 3.00 5.7 2.33 7.00 £,953 2

College A

Callage B 1.00 3,f0 L.,90 L.40 2.60 -1 017 1
Collega C 1.5 3.73 5.09 3,00 4,27 0,602 2
Gollaga D 1.00 3,75 2.36 2.50 2.50 -0, 988 1
Collega E 1,67 1.22 2.89 1.67 4. a4 -0, 882 !
Colleza F 1.50 2,50 2.75 2.3B 3.38 =0, POk 1
College G 1.22 4,33 2.99 1.,P9 4,11 =0.090 1
Collezes H 1.2% &#,00 3,7% 1,50 5,00 =0, 058 1
Collega I 1.67 4,11 3,89 2,11 3,89 =0. 07 1
College J 2,63 4,38 5,75 R.75 6.25 1.602 2
College K 2,00 4,25 3,50 3,50 4,7% 0. 554 2
College L. 1.75 3.63 4,25 3.00 2,63 -0.102 1
College M 1.29 3,86 13,29 2,71 1.57 =0, 264 1
Colleze N 1.7 5,50 &.00 2,25 4.7% 0, 5ls 2
College O 2.10 b, 40 5,20 2.00 45,50 0,911 2

e

*Callege A will not be part of the final concluslons because of the
low tate of useahle responae.
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e classified, but, as mentioned earlier, it wae not inciuded In this
analysis becguse of its low rata of uweable returns.

Thug, 5 of the now 14 colleges under investigation have fafled
to patisfy Requirement One and have shown themselves tc be significantly
different from the mainstreanm of evangelical opinion on these lasues
of concern. The other 9 colleges, clasaified by the Predictor Equation
as evangellcal, were then tested with regarda to Requirement Twe, to see
1F, although clasaified as evangelical, thelr cverall meéan score was

significantly different from the national evangelical mean.

To discover whether or not this was the caae, one tudt return
te the matrices eatablighed for each Phaae II college. Firat, for
college A, the mean Likert score wae found for each prefessor by
adding his or her responges to the 25 items and then dividing by 25.
Next, for college A, these Likert meana for the professors were added
and divided by the number of professors at college 4 providing useahle
returns, This gave A mean Likert seoare, based on the 25 questionnaira
{tems, which was representative of thinking at college A. This
procedurs wvas then repeated for each college that had been classified
by the Predickor Equation am evangelical.

This score was then compared with the natlonal evangelicel
mean gcore for significant difference. Thus, at thia paint in this
report, attention must now be directed back to Phase I in order to see
how the natlonal evangelical mean was achieved,

The Likert valuee for each of the 37 respondees from among the 52
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stratified, randomly asslected Fhase I evangalical professors wers
summad and divided by 25 {tha numbar of guestionnaire itasa). Thess
37 means were then analyzed, ueing the Calfo Statistical Package,’
in order to discover ths masan and standard deviation. The atsndard
davistion weas then added to tha national masn twice in order to resch
that averags of Likert sums vhich is sigoificantly diffsrent at tha
.05 leval, hence ruling out the possibility of vandom sampling arror
(¢isking the Typs I arror). Scoras beyond this range wers considersd
significantly differant frowm the evangelical mesn, and thus declared

an sacularizod,

Chart 1 shows the ball-sghapad curve thus produced from an
analysis of the Phass I data. The national mesn of Likert valuss
among avangalicals is shown to be 2,68 (on tha scele of 1 o 7), with
4 atandard deviation of 1.00, A particular collage's mean Likart
acora nust aqual er sxceed, therefors, 4.68 {n order to ba significantly
diffarant from tha national svangslical maan.

Raturning now to Fhaga II, it can be essn from Table &, which
liste the Likert masn for asch profeseor at collagss Tequiring Test Two,
togathar with the maan Likert score for each of theas colleges, that
211 of the institutions which had besn clussified as svanguliczl by
the Pradictor Equation in Raguirenent Ona were within the range of
sither typical scoras or slightly atypical, but not significantly
different, on the diatribution curve of avangelical opinfon, Chare 2
identifies the spproximate location of sach of thess colleges. Some
are clome to the .05 lavel: however, as atatsd above, they are metely

atypical, not wignificantly different, dua to the limits pravicusly

sat,
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CRART 1

CISTATMWTION CURVE OF PHASE 1
EVANGELIOAL LIKERT SCORE MEANE

b,68
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CHART 2

MEAN LIKERT SCORK FLACEMENT OF
PHASE II COLLEGES ULASSIFIED AS EVANGELICAL
BY THE DISCRIMINANT EQUATION

N =37
m -2;63
Fw 1,00
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Table 7, then, summatilea the analyeis of the 15 academically
best evangelical colleges. One had te be eliminated frem the study
due o an Inadequate return. Of tha remaining 14, 5 have failed to
satiafy Requirement One. None of the remalning 9 have failed
Requirement Two. Removing the Influence of college A, 5 of ths
14 collages have thus been claggified as gimilar in position to
sacularized, chorch-related colleges. Thia ig 315.71% of the reduced
population, and thus bayond the 20% lewvel previoualy established
as the cut-off before one could canclude that the aesertion of
Francis Schaeffer with respect to these colleges had empirical

auppott.



o6

*EUINIAI STYEeEn JO IaquNU QIENUSPEU] LR O3 anp Apn}s
Y3 WOI] PEIFULELTE Ueaq Sy TeReTI09 uaaJTJ TEULEjIC @Yy3 O U]

¥ |
UOTI 2T JTEFETD
TouTd

~BUESY 1IN TT,
¢ juaaazTnbay

tmzaHm.ﬂuHmHmmﬂqu IT dSVHd 40 IEWHENS

LOI0D8 JTURUTHTIONTT,
T JussaInbey

i ITEAVL

Teag,
PRZIBINOSG

TeD]8FuRAy

UOTIEDTITSSRID




91
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diacussaion in Chapter I.

zﬁnrcia Stanley Frederick, ed., Baccalaureate Sources of Fh.D.g&:
Rankinge According to Institution of Origin (Lancaster, Penne¥lvannia:
Franklin and Marehall College, 1982).

35&& "Definition of Terma" in Chapter 1.

aSee discugsfon under "Validity and Reliability” in Chapter III.

553& Append 1x E.

ﬁSee Appendx F.

?See Chapter IIT, page 63, for the Discriminant Equation,

Bﬂhrintupher H. Galfe, The Calfo Statimstical Packagea. Software program

available fro A.J. Galfo, The College of William and Mary, Willismaburg,
Virginia 23183,




CHAFPTER V
CONCLUSTONS AND IMPLICATIONS

Thia chapter will present both conclusions drawn from the
preceeding data analyais and implications which, In turn, flow From
the conclusione. Conclusions are limited eo what zan be directly
derived from the data and its analysie. Tmplicatiocns, on the other
hand, allow one to go a etep further and offer obpervat{iona and/or
suggeaticone to the perties concerned. BHoth are important parts of a

congtructive study.

Conclusions

The purpose cof this investigation was to gather empirical
svidence which would either suppert ot refute Francis Schaeffer's
asserticn that scme of the academically best evangelical colleges are
in the proceas of neculnrizing.l As Schaeffer did not name the collegen
ke had In mind, criceria were deaveleoped for placing colleges into the
category of "heat E\rungelical.."2 Having established thie population,
a aecularization instrument was developed, since the "religioaity”
maaaures that are available are not adequarely senaitive Lo measure
the difference between evangelical and secularized viaws.3 In order
to determine the validiry and reliabllity of this quesationnaire, the
DISCRIMINANT Program was ugad to measure its abilicy to diatinguish
between faculty members known to be evangelical and thoee known Ee be

g2
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secularized. 1In order for Schaeffer's claim to have empirical support,
it was determined that 20X of the "best evangelical' college population
mugt have been shown to be either {1) classified ae mecularized by the
Digctiminant Equation, or {2} significantly different from the naticnal
evangelical mean acore on the secularizing 1n=trument.# dnalysise of
the data was presented In the previous chapter, ard, accordingly, tha
following conclusions are now presented.

The major conclusion of thie etudy was that, indeed, some of

the academically bast evangelical cclleges are secularizing.

Francls Schaeffer's amsertion has empirical support. As ghown
in Table 7 of Chapter IV, 35.71% of the academically beat evangelical
college population are composed of faculty members whome viawa on the
imguen of difference are mote like profesacrs at Wnowm secularized,
church-related institutions than they are similar to prefeesors at
known evangelical {nstjitutions. Not merely 1 or 2 ecpllages in the
Phage 1I population were found to be inconalstent with their evangelical
claim, but 3 of the lﬁ,i eubstantially beyond the 20¥% cut-off level
that was established. The secularizing trend ia definitely preasent.

The minor concluslon of this study wae that the f{nepiratien and

authority of the Bible is a waterahed igsue in the guestlon of evangelical
college gecularfzation,

0Of the 25 questions in the secularization instrument, the
DISCRIMINANT Program selected 5 which beat discriminated betwean
evangelical and Becularizad responses. Two of these dealt with cne's
view of the Bible: question 15, about bilblical autherity, and questien

17, about the Bible's insplration.
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Interesting to note 1s Schaeffer’a statement that this would
indead be the waterahed iasue in any discuesion of secularization:

Evangelicals today are facing a waterahed concerning the nature of
biblical inapfration and authoerity. . . . Within evangelicaliam
there {8 a growing nuasber who are modifying their views cn the
inerrancy of the Bible so that tha full authority of Scripture ia
completely undercut.®

Holding to a strong view of Seripture or not holding to it 15 the
waterghed of the evangelical warld. ., . ., Evangalicaliem is not
congistently evangeliral unless there {8 a line drawn h?tueen those
who take a full view of Scripture and thecee wha do not.

Implicatione

Thia study has lmplicaticng for beth the evangelical community
and the policy-makers at aevangelical colleges.

Firgc, parents and alumni have supported evangelical higher
education hecavee of ita commitment to evangelicalinm.s This study,
however, revealed that over one-third of the academically begt evangelical
collieges have faculty who hold positiona quite different from the
evangelical norm. Thus, if the evangelical public wishes to maintain
an evangelical emphasils in those colleges they have established and
supported, it follows that they not only become aware of the major
conclusion of this scudy, but also enter into dialogue with leadera in
the evangelical colleges regarding thelr accountability to the evangelical
public. C. Robert Pace hag described the pool of non-evangelical,
chureh-related colleges as an already overcrowded field.g Therefore,
from a mere coopetitive viewpalnt, it would acem unwise to allow thia
dilution of uniqueness to go unchallenged, But, from an evangealical
perapective, the even larger issue le that of tha very nature of an

evangelical college. Speaking about evangelical colleges, Elton
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Trueblood, evangelical philosopher at Earlham College, has cautioned:

If the Chrietian college ceases to be cnnciquAF comeitted te the
Chriatian revelation, it has nothing to give.

Secondly, s secularizing trend among evangelical colleges may
warrant concern from the evangelical community regarding the future of
evangelicalism itaelf. It has previously been shown that academicians
have tremendous influence in auciety.ll Within the cbhurch, most
denominationsa have traced their liberalizatifon to the tnfluence of
faculty at colleges and B&minarieml2 Thus, evangelicals today may
wish to note the positions held by academicians among them. The
possibility exists that just as the term "Christian" no longer clearly
identifies one's beliefs, such may alse happen to the term "evangelical."
Ap Francla Schaeffer has observed:

What 18 the use of evangelicalism seeming to get larger and larger
if aufficient numbers of those under the name evangelical no longar
hold to that which makes evangelicalism eunngelical?13

Thirdly, pollcy-makers at esvangellcal rollegea may wigh to
atrengthen their commitment to contracting only evangelical faculty,
Pace's study, mentianed earlier, found no incompatibility betwaen
evangelicalism and gchulnrlhip.l& Speaking aboput evangelical colleges,
Trueblood even auggests:

Other things being equal, the Christisn scholar is likely to be a
betrter scholar becauap of the nature of his motivation. The emlnence
of avowedly Christian colleges in the natural sciences 1s surely neo
accident. Every good invesatigatoy sants to learn the truth, I he
can, but the committed Chriasrisn hes an added motive in that hila
intellectual task i@ a ascred task because it is God's truth that

ha im Erying te learn. The Christien faith, when it understands
itself, ie the aworn enemy of all Intellectual dishonesty and
ashoddiness. 15

It would seem clear that a policy of contracting non-evangalical faculty

falle to provide for the Integraticn of faith and learning that 1s the
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8ine qua non of the evangelical enllege. Truebloasd continues:
The Christian commitment of the men who teach sociology and
philosophy and binlagy may be far more a reavelation of che

Christian character of & college than im the canmltmentlgf the
man who teaches New Testament, for this may be sesumed,

It should be noted that this study examined the academically
beat evangelical cellages for indication of secularirzaticn because
they were the category of Institutions reflected i{n Francis Schaeffer'a
agsertion. This 1s net te lmply that evangelical collegae of lesmer
academic quality are immune from the secularization process. The
finding of this study that one's attitude toward the insplration and
authority of the Bible i1a & key fartor in secularization has no
apparent bearing on the academic guality of the school. Future
regearchers, however, may wigh to explore the relationship between
arademic guality and the responeea of farulty on these Ismues of
religlous, apclal, and political concern,

Fourthly, this study would indicate that 1f evangelical
colleges wish to remein consistent with thair evangelical claim, policy-
makers may want to go beyond meraely inquiring as to cne's evangelical
commitment at the time of appointment to the faculty. In eordar to
actually integrate faith and leatrning in the clasgrgom, it would seem
that, just as they are expactad to continue Eo progress In their
particular discipline, evangelical professors should alao be expected
ta progread in their evangelical faith and 1ife. This 1s the point of
Frank Gaebelein's recommendation that each profesgor be at least an
avocational Bible m:hl::nl.m:.]'TrI Beyond an emphasis on personal study,
depattmental or college-wide study groups or wotkshops may help atressa

the importance of continued spiritual growth, in additlen to advancement
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in one's di{scipline,

To summarize, If secularization of an inecitution comes about,
as 1s clained, becaupe a growing number of individuala within it have
nacularized,la and 1f, ag this study haa shewn, one's attitude toward
the Bikle 1eg a watarghad issue in any digcussion of secularizatinn,lg
then it Beems to follow that policy-makers at evangelical institutions
would be wige to (1) maintein a policy of contracting only academically
qualified faculty members of evanpgelical persuasion, and (2) provide
the leaderghlp necessary to keep the integrating task before the
academiclans by emphaslzing tha need for continued progreesfon in one'an
eplritusl faith and 1ife, as well as within one's academle discipline.
In addicicon, if evangelical colleges are to remain evangelical, it would
seen that the evangelical public not only become aware of the tendency
of colleges to secularize, but also become more directly involved in
eliciting an accoutitabllity from those institutions they have eatablished
and supported. CGiven the influence of academicians over time, the futvra

of evangelicalism may be fnvolved.
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Appendix B

Septexber 20, 1964

Dear Profesmor:

Profesmrs st churcherslated colleges in the United States
hold widely varying views on issues facing cluxrch and nation, The
gouel of the reasarch in which you have been selected to participate
is to.determine the range of those views,

From sxong the entire population of chirche-rslated college
faculty across thes country, you have besn randomly selected to be
part of a zmll sample that will determine just whers the whole
stand on various issues of concern, Thus, your psrmnal positions
will wedigh heavily in the final detemmination and are, accordingly,

very important,

Please complete the snclosed 25-item questionnaire and retizm it
in the envelope provided by October |, 19534, Pleoase complats svery
itew, Teserving the middle two responas categories for those statements
about which you fesl less strongly or are at present less sure.

This ressarch i3 pert of my dissertation for the Ed.D. in Higher
- BEducation at the College of William and Mary. If you would like a copy
of the questionneire results, I would be happy to oblige, Confidentislity

i3 guarantaed,
Thank you very much for your assistance. It is greatly apprecisted.

Sincersly,

Wa Wilson
Doctoral Candidate
Collage of William and Mary
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Appendix C

October 3, 1984

Dear Profsasor:

If you have already returned the "Survey of Church-Related College
Facul ty" which was mailed to you Last ponth, you have my heartfelt gratitude.
Results from the questionnairs, if requested, will be forthcoming at the
conclusion of the study.

1f, however, for one réawmn or ancther, you have not yet besn able
to return the 25-.1item instrument, I have enclosed another ¢opy and kindly
ask that you take just a few minutes to complete and return it to me in
the envelope provided by October 15, 1984, Your help is sincerely
appreciated,

I assure you, as part of a small]l randonm sample, your views are
important, The questions sre being answered by professors from various
disciplines, 30 you needn't feel that you must be a theological exper:.
What's mere, 1f your views are not represented, those holding opposing
vl ews will be over-repressnted and erroneous conclusions will be reached
conceming where this comtry's chuirch-related faculty stand on these
various issues,

Of course, I had ths option of wording the questions in various ways.
But part of tha design iz to have sach professor react to the iteas as
written, supplying his own seaning to the words. This is all part of
datermining your perspective on the fasues,

Accordingly, please respond to each of the 25 itema, reserving the
middle two categories for those statements about which you feel less
strongly or are at pressent less sure, If you would like & copy of the
results, I would be happy to oblige. Remember, confidentialicy is
fuaranteed,

Thank you very much for yourr assistance., It is greatly sppreclated,

Sincerely,

Wm Nilson
Doctoral Candidate
Callege of William and Mary
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Appendix D

October 3, 1984

Dear Profesmor:

If you have glready returned the "Survey of Charch-Related College
Facul ty" which was mailed to¢ you last month, you have my heartfelt gratitule.
Rosul ta from the questicnnaire, if requested, will be forthcoming at the
conclusion of the study.

If, however, for one rsason or another, you have not yet besn able
to return the I5-item instriment, I have snclosed another copy and kindly
azk that you take just a feow minutes to complets it and return it to me
in the envelope provided by October 15, 1984, Your halp i3 sincerely
appreciated.

I aamxe you, as part of & sall randon sample, your views are
important. The questions are being answered by professors from various
disciplines, so you needn’t fesl that you must be a theological sxpert,
In fact, as the study is to determine church-related college faculty
views, not Christian faculty views, it im't even important that you
ba of Christisn persuasion.

Of course, 1 had the option of wording the quastions in varioux ways,
But part of the deaign is to have each professor react to the items as
written, supplylng his or her own meaning to the wordi. This 13 all part
of detemining yvur perspective on the iasues.

Accordingly, pleass respond to esch of the 25 items, reserving the
mddle two response categories for thoss statements about which you feel
less strongly or are at present less sure. If you would like a copy of
the results, I would ba happy to oblige, Remsmber, confidentiality ia
guarantesd,

Thank wu very much for your sssistance. It 1s greatly appreclated,

Sincerely,

Nz Nilson
Doetoral Candidate
College of William and Mary
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Appandix E

November 3, 1984

Dear Profassor:

Profeasmrs at church-related collegas in the United States
hold widely varying views on issues facing church sand nation. The
el of the ressarch in which you have besn selacted to participate
1s to determine the range of those views,

Frem sxong the entire popul ation of church-related college
faculty across the coumtry, you and others at your college have besn
randonl y selected to be part of a sample that will determine just
whers the whole stund on various issuves of concermn. Thus, ymor
permonal positions will walgh heavily in the final determination
and are, sccoxdingly, very important.

Pleass do not discuss these questions with others at your college
who say also have been randomly sslected for participation. Tha
questionnaire has been pre-tested for validity end reliability, and
it is important that you reapond to the items as you intarpret them.
Confidentiality for both you and ypur institution is guaranteed,
and neither you nor your college will be identified in the final
report.

Please complete the encloassd 25-item queationnaire and return it
in the snvelope pruvided by November 15, 1884, Pleases complets svery
item, reserving the middle two responae categarlies for those statements
about which you feal lass strongly or are at present less sure.

This ressarch 1s part of my dissertation for the Ed.D. in Higher
Education at the College of William and Mary, If you would like &
copy of the questionnaire results, I would be happly to oblige.

Thank you very much for your assistanca, It is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Ko Wilson
Doctoral Candidate
College of William and Mary
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Appendix F

Noveasber 20, lﬂi

Desar Professr:

If you have already returnad the "Survey of Chmxrch-Related College
Pacul ty" which was mailed to you sarller this oonth, you have my heartfalt
gratitudle, Results from the questionnalirs, 1if r-quutud will be E:rth-
¢oming at the conclusion of the study,

1f, however, for one reason or another, you have not yet been ahle
to return the 25-item instrument, I have senclosed anather copy and kindly
ask that yu take just a few dnutn to complete and return it to me in
the snyslops provided by Decesber 3, 1934, Your help 13 sincerely
appreciated.

I assure you, ay part of & saall vandom sample, your views are
jmportant. The questions are being answersd by profesmrs from various
disciplines, o you nesdn*t feel that you sust bs a theclogical sxpert.
It is very important that I recalve input from a god ousber of faculty
at colleges smuch as yours, so that erronscus conclusions ars not reached
aAs to whare the whole stand on these various Llssues,

Again, pleass do not discuss thess questions with others at your
college who aay also have been randomly selected fhr participation, The
questionnaire has besn pre-tested for validity and reliabilicy, and it
is-important that you respond to the items as you interpret them, Rewmember,
confidentlality for both you and your inatitution is guaranteed, and
neither you nor your college will be identified in the final report,.

Accordingly, please respond to sach of the 25 items, Teserving the
middle two categpries for those statements about which you feel leax
strongly or are at preasent lass sure. If you would like u copy of the
rosults, I would be happy to cblige.

Thenk you very much fiir your assistanca. It is prestly appraciated,

Sincerely,

No Wilson
Doctoral Candidate
College of William and Mary
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Abstrace

AN INVESTIGATION INTO CURRENT EVANGELICAL COLLEGE SECULARIZATION
William Arthur Wileon, EZ.D,

The College of William and Mary in Virginia, May, 1985

Chairman: Professor John R. Thelin

This study iovearigated the claim that some of the academically
beat evangelical celleges are in the process of secularizing. An
instrument was developed which differentisted between evangelical and
more likeral pesltiona opn religious, soclal, and political issues.
Faculty attltudes were measured as representative of a particular
ecollege's position,

In Phase I, the DISCRIMINANT Program of the SPS5 produced a
predictor equation based on those guestlonnaire itema which bese discrim-
inated between a stratified, random mample of faculty at known evangelical
colleges and a simillar sample at known secularized, chutrch-related
inacitutions. ¥alidity of the inetrument was shown ap 94.59% of the
evangelical professors were corractly pre-clugeified, ae were 93.94% af
their counterparts,

In Phase IT, the predictor equation was applied tn tha responses
of faculty at each of 13 colleges qualifying as the best evangelical
institutions. Arcordingly, 9 of these collepes wera declared to be
conAistent with their evangelical elafim pnd 5 were classified ap asecular-
ized, OUne rollege wae eliminated from the study due te a low response
rate, A comparison for significant difference at the .05 level from rthe
national evangelical mean of Phase 1 was made on these collepes declared
by the predictor equation to be evangelical, Each of the 9 pasgsed this
test, Thus, since 35.71% of those colleges claiming to be evangelical
were shown to be more alike the attirudes held by faculty ar secularfzed,
churech-related institutions, it wae concluded that the c¢lalm of seculat-
izarion ameng the academically beat evengelical colleges had empirical
support, The variable of one's attltude toward the Bible proved to be
a watershed iseue In this analysis of secularization,

It waa recommended that the evangelical community hold their
collepes accountable, lest the trend eventually impact the larger
avangelical movement. In addition, policy-makere at evanpeliral collepen
ware encouraged to continue hiring the besr qualified evangeldical faculty
candidate, and to place greater emphasis ypon the faculty member's
contimed spiritual growth, In short, the claim of evangelical colleges
to center on God and the integration of faith and learning needs to be
more actively pursued,



	An investigation into current evangelical college secularization
	Recommended Citation

	00001.tif

