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To tus Fpitok oF Teg TRUTH SEERER, ~ir @ Several copies
" your paner ket beenn purpozely throwy i mye wav by ane of
sur subeorivers, and as § hope I am not alogather invulnsera-
le to truth through my early training, | eome to you for s lit
e lght an s few « E'a*} scts that are dark to me. @append a
wWogquestiors wiich ] meril an answer,

1. If the Christing religion is true, what advantages will you
ertve from destroving onr belief init?

2. If your work was glready sccomplished, would you not
a7 despoiled man of all those virtues which make life worth
ving !

3. I the warld iz bad with religion, can Liverallam make it
etter, and how?

4. Do the Liberais suppose that seientific leorures delivered
rery Sunday will turn men {rem their unlawful Justs;, make
wm better men, and sxslt their nsrores 7
5. What has Tofidelity done for the world, and what does it
ropose 1o do, that wa should place any {ﬁm»ﬁ; lenee init?

.ii;ﬁﬁyi%ﬁf&h § YOUrs, LM, WHITEEEAD.

Rerry —TIt affords us decided piieasure te givwhat
ght we are able, to any person in search of truth.
Ve do not clalmto have more truth thon many others
{ our fellow-beings, but what we possess we are
nite willing to impart, We will atonee proceed to
ugwer our correfpondent’s questions

1. If the Christisn religion is true, there is no ad.
antage to be derived from destroying belief in it.
tzason and justice forbid that truth should be de-
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stroyed. But that little word if 18 terribly in the
way, and at that very point hinges all the argument
between Christianity and a non-belief in it. It is
just becanse we believe that Christianity is not true
that we oppose it. Believing it is as false as the
older myths and absurd systems upon which it is
founded, we disbelieve it is as we do them, and we
oppose it as we would oppose them were they as
persistently pressed upon us.

We conceive Christianity, like the most of the re.
ligions of the world, to be founded upon a radical
aud fundamental error, and that is supernaturalism.
Equal with the ancient religions of India, of China,,
of Persia, of Assyria, of Egypt, of Pheenicia, of
Greece, of Rome, of Germania, of Scandinavia, and|
other countries, Christianity is founded upon
the belief in a powser superior to nature—a power
that created nature and the entire universe from
nothing; and this supernatural being is held to be the
author and first canse of everything that exists. This,
as remarked, we regard as the great fundamental errox
upon which nearly all religions are founded.

We conceive it to be one of theaxioms of truth that
something was never made from nothing. Itis ntterly
impossible for a man or a god, or & million of men o
gods, to create one ounce of something from absoluts
nothing. The thing is utterly unthinkable. What
then, exists to-day always did exist in some form
The changing of matter from one form to another i
notcreation; itis evolution, and this constant evoln
tion is taking place in obedience to forces and law
inherent 1n matter. The only thing that can truti
fully be vermed creation is making a part of
world, & whole world, or thousands of worlds frox
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wthing, which, to repest, 18 an utter impossibility.
t 18 more unreagonable to hold that the universe
ame from nothing than that (zod came from nothing.
f the universe must necessarily hav had a beginning,
o must the creator. If it :8 reasonable to say the
reator always existed, it is still more so to say the
niverse always existed.

It 1# ¢lear that the supernatural theory of Chris.
lanity is juat a8 absurd and just as untrue as the the-
ry of all the other religions based upon supernatu-
alism. Every event that has ever taken place was
atural—produced by a natural cause. No event
a8 ever taken place that did not bav a natural
ause to produce 1t. All causes are natural causes.
ull results are natural resuls. There 18 nothing
bove nature, nothing hbelow 1it, nothing beyond.
WUl existence belongs to nature, snd is but a part of

The most absurd idea that ignorant man bhas
wulged in is that there is a power or a being
iperior to natnre. The god idea is the great cen-

-al error which man has conceived. The belief in gods
nd deviis is the central superstition around which
Il other blinding superstitions hav clustered. Be.
suse man, in his ignorance, but slightly understood
ature, he foolishly decided that nature is limited,
nd must hav had a maker. Nature is too great,
o grand, too universal, to ever hav had s begin.
ing, or to hav been bronght from nothing. To im.
sin = creator of nature, then, has been the great error
! man. Natore, we know, exists—there are mill-
n8 of proefs of it. We hav no proof that any
od exiets. It 18 wiser, then, to accept what is,
iwher than to spend our lives in imagining what
not.
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Christianity probably rests upon s more slender
and iosecure foundstion than any other religion in
the world, or at all events it may be truthfully said
there i no more unfounded religion known to man.
It simply rests upon a fable and adream. Primarily
it is an ontgrowth of Judaism, and that religion rests
solelynpon the f. bleof the creation of the world (less
than gix thonsand veursago)insix davs; of the form-
ing of man from the dust of the earth, and of wuw-
an from the man’a rib; of their being placeiina
fine garden. where kuowledge and eternal life grew
upon trees. where a learned snake spoke human
language fluently and persuaded the woman to eat
the fruiv of the tree of knowledge, by which the puir
were not only cursed, but by this simple act count.
less millions of their unborn children and descend..
ants were also cursed. We may well koow the
story to be a fable, for in all cases where animalg
are said to speak the langunage of men the story is s
fable. Asop did a good deal of this sort of fable.
telling, making all kinde of animals to talk the
language of men, but he did not suppose any sensi-
ble person would believe that the arimasle reslly
spoke huoman language, but he simply used that
mode to teach moral lessons. He told fables, know:
ing everybedy wonld understand thev were only
fables, and the world was not deceived  OFf all anii
mal enakesare the least able to approximate talking|
for they hav no organs for making sny sound sawy
a hiss.

According to this Jewish and Christian fable, th
world, including man, has existed less than six thon
sand years, the earth is older than the sun, and
trees, shrubs, grasses, and plants of all kinds gres
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and produced dowers, froits, scd  seeds hefors
the sun came into existecce.  Tlere v nothing now
mach better uaderstood than chat this fable pos-
sesscs not the slightear truth. There (8 abundance
of proof that the earta Is not euly toun of thonssnds
of yearn old, but it ig highly probable that it has
existed hundreds of millions of years—vyen, that in
some [orm it has existed forsver, The strata of
rocks forming the eruss of the earth positivly prove
that the earth han existed through prolonged erss,
apen which no bmit cun be placed. Na seientist now
beligves that the sun v vounger than the esrth.
Nothing, again, 18 better demonstraved than that
man has lived on this esrth for . = Uusn six thoo-
sand years. The shortest ¢ of un upon the
earth is set down by scientific nieo w0 tifty thounsand
or 4 hundred thousand years. IHoman fossils im.
bedded in the rocks of the warth’s surface, humso
bones found in England, Wales, and other countries,
in saves, side by side with the bones of animals
which for thonsands of years hav been unknown in
those localities and which only liv in the torrid zone;
the great periods of time necessary for the poles of
the earth to 8o change a8 to place England in the
torrid zone must hav begun very, very long ago.
The implements of the stone age, found in various
localities, ail sfford incontestable proofs of man’s
great age upon thu oarth. Othwr proofs of the same
faet are far too pumerous w be mentioned in
this connection. But the great age of the earth and
the age of man upon 1t were wholly nnknown te the
writer of the book of Genesiz, and the ratioral and
truthinl eonclusion is that that stery is merely a
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fable, and therefore untrue, especially as it all rests
upon the simple assertion of an unknown person.

This is the foundation mpon whieh Judaism and
Christiavity rest, and it is a foundation of untruth.
If the foundation of a system of religion is false,
the system itself must be f.lse, Nothing can be
truer than this. Muoch of errcr v ppertaining to Chris.
tianity has arisgen from the dogma that the Jewish
seriptares are infallible and were written or diotated
by God. The book is simply a collection of the
writings of unknown authors, of whose truthfulness
pothing is known, whose statements are entitled to
very limited credit, who had no means of knowing
that the siatements they made were true, and who
never even claimed that they wrote by divine dicta-
tion. While it iz wholly unkoown by whom the
most parts of the Bible were written, it is most pos.
itive that very few of them were written by the per-
sons to whom they are attributed.

The dream, which is the twin pillar of Chris-
tianity, is all the authority which the world has that
Jesus was the mon of divinity and that he was be-
gotten upon the person of s young virgin. This
dream was told by a person said to be Matthew,
in a sort of narrativ attributed te him. The
earliest period which is ¢laimed to be the time when
Matthew wrote that story is fifty years after the
advent of Jesus, and fully half a century after the
ald man Joseph had gone to his grave, for he was an
old man when the dreaming was done. What is the
real value of a dream, whether by an old man, s
young man, or a womsn of ary age? Has a dream
any real valne? If a person dreams that he finds
sacks of gold, that he is made a great king, or that
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he is elected president of the United States, does it
for one moment make it twrue? No; dreams are
wholly without wvalue; and if they are regarded as
of any consequence the regarder issure to be misled.
They are ofwen the result of ucsound eleep, of an
overloaded stomach, or of a dizeased and impaired
eondition of the body, and are the most valueless of
all the wain imagiiings which fliv scross the humasan
brain. N person of sound mind attaches importance
fo dreams.  But this dream which the old man
Jogeph 18 said to hav dreamed ir the only foun-
dstion on which to base the claim that Jesns was
divinely begotten and that his mother was a virgin—
& most frivelons foundation indeed upon which to
establish such an unlikely event and upon which to
build uwp the only sysem of religion capable of
gaving the world  Butif the dogma that Jesus was
virtnally tha son of God, or of the Holy (Ghost is
taken awsy, the entire system is destroyed. If he
was not he begottes son of God, and if he was not
gent into the world by his divine father to save it
and make 1t puossible for a portion of the earth’s
inhabitanws 1o escape eternal flames, then the di-
yinity ard the trath of the Christian system tum-
bles vo the ground. Yes, if that dream is a fallacy,
then Chrisuanity is a fallacy.

But if there was soy truth in that dream, and if it
is of any consequence to the world what Jeseph
dreamed, 1% would seem & little more reliable could
Joseph hev told it himself. There is not, how-
ever, the slightest intimation that the old man ever
said a word about his having dreamed such a dresm,
or that anybody ever heard him relate it.  Matthew
sppears to be the only person who ever knew o
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thing about it. The writers of the three other gos-
pels seem not to hav known anything about what
Joseph dreamed, or if they knew of it, they deemed
it of not sufficient ennseguence Lo say & word aboat it.

‘What chance, pray, had Mavhew to know what
Joseph had dreamed fifty vears before? If any per.
gon now were to andertake to tell what Jack Down.
ing or San Blick dreamed fifty vears ago, wounld the
recital be worth a single straw?  Of conrsa not, un.
less the invention might serve to amuse the reader
for the moment. It wonld certainly be a wenk
foundation apon which to buaild a system of religion.
But when the fact is understood that 1t was not Mat.
thew who told the dream, nor wrote the story bearing
hig name, that the writer palmed «ff aa Matthew, was
not Matthew at all, the whole nffair appears in its
true light—a hald fabrication. Fow facts are now
better established than that the four narrative named
after Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John were unknown
in the world and had no existence until the latter part
of the second century, a hundred and fifty vears
after Jesus was dead and buried. Thisfactiafully and
unmistakably proved in the great Knglish work called
“ Supernatural Religion™ and in the * History of the
Christian Religion to the year 200 7 hy Judge Waite.
There is not a particle of proel that thosa four
“gospels” were known previous to the year 1804
With this truth in view, the dream swory, attributed
to Matthew, but which was not told till a hundred
years after Matthew was dead, falis utterly to the
ground, possessing no more historical value than the
story of “Old Mother Hubbard,” or of “Jack and his
Bean Stalk”—a frivolous basis, indeed, for a system
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of belief which the world i3 commanded to accept
as divine truth.

So much for the fable and the dream which form
the foundation of the Christian religion. They are
wholly valueless snd false. Thev merit not the
slightest respect from any sensible person who is
really in eearch of the truth. They are the inven.
tions and vagaries of desigoing but ignorant men,
and shouid no longer be gulped down as divine
truth by an uwathinking world,  As no fountain can
rise above 1te source, 8o no religious system can be
truer than the foundation it rests upon. In this
light, ther, Christianity is nnfounded and false. No
belief among men 18 more so.

Space will not be taken toenlarge here upon the fact
that the doctrin of a demi-god, or of a son begotten
bv God, of a virgin’s conceiving without the services
of a man, was not first held by Christians. These
degmas were common in several of the older pagan
religions. Chriztna of India is & striking instance of
this kind, and be was believed in a thousand vyears
before the time of Jesus. In the mpthological tales
of ancient oriental conntries thers are a8 many as
twenty personages claimed to have been divinely
begotten, the mothers in many cases being virgins.
The myth of virgin and child 18 more than a thou-
sand years oldor than Christianity.

The second question is, * If your work wasalready
accomplished, would you not hav despoiled man of

all those wirtues which make life worth living ?”
To this the answer 1s emphatically and forever * ft% 0.
There i8 no virtue in man’s believing senseless fables
and dreams to be divine truth. There is no virtue in
beiieving fairehood. 'U'here is no merit in sceepting
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vagaries and inventione as truth and reality. A
gham is a sham, and though repeated millions of
times it is still a sham, and can never be anything
else. Virtue consists in truth and in disseminating
it among men. Real troth is in nature or the uni-
verse, not in idle fables and dreams, the inventions
of a designing, wily class of men, who liv by playing
upon the fears of credulons dupes. Man is never
filled with virtue by believing a lie, and is never de-
gpoiled of virtue by being taught the truth. The
great mistake of all the religions based upon super-
naturalism is their faleeness. The foundation being
false, they cannot be otherwise than false. Let it be
repeated, then, there is no virtwe in a falsehood,
though a thousand times repeated; thereisno virtue
in believing a falsehood

It is the greatest mistake to say that Jesus tanght
the best morals in the world, and that Christianity
has a monopoly of good morals. Waving entirely
for the present the unhistorical character of the
story of Jesus and of his divine parentage, which,
unfortunately, is wholly unsupported, it must be
admivted that gord morsls were taught in the
world long before he lived. Menu taught good
morale; Zoroaster taught good moralg; Buddha
taught most excellent morals—in maay respects
superior to those of Jesus; Confucius taught very
good apd practical morals; Thales tanght good
morale; Pythagoras tanght excellent morals; so did
Bocrates, Plato, Bias, Zeno, Aristotle, Epicurus,
Cicero, Senecs, Philo, Hillel, and very many others.
It isalso a very false claim to set up that Christianity
possesses all the virtue in the world. No grester
mistake conld be made. From a recent trip arcund
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the world, and a visit to all the principal countries
of the earth, we bav arrived at the cowveclusion that
Christian nations are guilty of ten times as much
and erime generally, in proportion to unmbers, ag is
the pagan world,

In Asia alone there are five hundred millions of
believers in the teachings of Buddba—about twice
the number of all the believers in the teachings of
Jesus; and it is a great truth borne out by observa-
tion and the statistics of the varions countries tvhat
there is fully ten times a8 much immorality smong
the nations which hav embraced Christianity as
among the followers of Buddha. This statement
can be thoroughly sustained by proof of the most
reliable character.

Another trath is that, the doetrins of Christianity
are not calonlated to make the believer in them
happy or trspguil in mind. On the contrary, the
promulgation of Christian dogmas has produced
more unhappiness among men than all other relig-
ions combined. Christianity poesesses nothing new
nor original in it8 creed, being made up of the
old patches and fag-ends of the systems of relig-
ligion which existed a thousand years before it; bat
still it has a more malicivus and crnel God, a more
powerfaul devil, a hotter and more perpetnal hell
than any other religion. All this can be fully dem.
onstrated. Let now a single case be alluded to.

The last issne of the Nundey Mercury contains a
full account of John C. Paulison, a prominent law-
ver of Paterson, N. .J., beroming hopelessly insane
from listening to preaching in a Methodist camp-
meeting near that city, where the burning and lurid
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flames of hell were so vividly described a8 to make a
painful and fatal impression. So sffzcred was this
lawyer with the description of hell which he listened
to that his mind becams wholly uanbalanced, and he
thought he had died and was tsken to the place of
terrible torment of which he had heard. Yes, even
while this infernal talk was being indanlged in, Mr.
Paulison saddenly threw up his arme and rushed
for the woods, yelling at the top of his voice,
“J am dead: I am in hell.” He raved on until he
fell with exhaustion, when he called upon those who
had come tw his aid to cover him with dust and
ashes, again declaring that he was dead and his soul
in hell. He grew worse until it took six persona to
manage him. He was taken in a carriage to the rail-
way trainyand then home, where his raving continued,
he still insisting that he was dead and must be bur-
ied. He recognized his wife, and ineisted that she
was in bell with Lhimm. Io a few hours bLe became
much worse and had to be conveyed Lo an iusane
asylum, apd it is now thought be can liv but s few
days.

This is one of the legitimate results of believing
the Christian religion. In fact, it is diffiealt to un.
derstand how sany person can keep his senses for
fifteen minutes who really believes in the hell which
Christianity teaches—s hell prepared by the creator
of the world, in which to burn, and that to all eternity,
more than nine-tenths of all his effspring.  If n man
believes that his father, his mother, his brothers and
gisters, his wife and children, and himeslf, too, hav
but one chance in ten of escaplng that horrible fate,
insanity is the most natural result. By believing
this harrowing doctrin thousands and millions of



ANEWERS TO CHRISTIAN QUESTIONS. 13

men, women, and children hav heen rendered utterly
wretched ; and, this belief har caused more mbappi.
ness to those who hav sccepted it than all other
religionsin the worid Itis forthis reagon, and others
akin to it, that Tag TruTn SsgExrs <o earnestly op-
posen the Christian religicn. Well would it be could
a religion which causes snch nnhappinees and such
insanity become obsolete in the world.

The third question is, **If the world is bad with
religion, esn Liheralism make it better, and how?”
The anawer to this is, Truth is more condueiv to
goodness and happiness than is falsehood, and there.
fore Liberalism i® more productiv of happiness than
Christisnity, which, by its devotees, iz held to be
the only true religion.

Liberalismn is founded upon the truths of nature,
and accepts fully the zeschings of ecience. These
are the basiz of man’s goed and happiness, as well
a8 the basis of all truth.  Christinnity, it ie elaimed,
supersedes nature, nature’s laws, science and its
teachings as well, and sats up in place of these
a belief in supernaturalism, opposing the higheat
goarces of truth konown to man.  Liberalism wants
many teachers of naturs, science, and true morality,
but no priests of supernaturalism; Christianity wants
few teachers of natnre and solence, and employa hun-
dreds of thousasnds of padiars of supernaturiliam.

Liberalizm proposes to benefit the world by edu-
ecating the human race in the truths of natnre and
reason, and to show up the falsity of ecclesiastical
shams and absurdities. Christianity seeks to fastan
thess shama and abeurdities upon the race; and to
discourawe confidence in uature and her infallible
lawsn. TLiberalism teaches nsturalism and truth,
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while Christianity teaches supernaturalism and false-
hood. To repeat, inasmuch as truth and natore are
more condnciv to man’s good and happiness than
falsehood aud superstition, o Liberalism is superior
to Christianity.

To the fourth question—*“ Do the Liberals suppose
that scientific lectures delivered every Sunday will
turn men from their nplawful lustg, make them bet-
ter men, and exalt their natures?’—the answer 18
unequivocally, ¥es.! Trus lectures are always bet.
ter than false lectures; naturaliem than supernawaral-
ism. The teachings of true knowledge, which is
only another term for gcience, is infinitly hetter than
any form of supernatural falsehood. Liberalism
teaches that man is responsible for every act that he
performs, whether good or bad; that he mauast him-
self sbide the consequences, without the slightest re.
gard to his belief in another, or the merits of that
other person’s condunet.  Liberalism teaches that
man should perform good deeds because they are
right and are more productiv of happiness than evil
or unwie deeds. Christianity teaches that though
a man may commit all the wrongs and all the sins in
the calendar, if he will only believe in the merits of
the blood of s person who died over eighteen han.
dred years ago, hig evil deeds and his sios will all
be wiped away, and he will become Lappy by the
merits of that person. It is uonatorai, it {8 untroe,
that simple belief or the confession of belief can
undo the effeets of the vilest orimes.  If a man slay
his fallowman the deed canunot be undone by forgive.
ness, nor can the guilt be removed by the merits of
another person. The effccigof a good or 8 bad deed
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are neceranily nochungeable.  Aninerease orloss of
faith cannot eff: ot 1t

The term “unlawful lusts™ iz not very definit.
Mar's lusts and passions are a part of hig being, and
without them he would not amouut to much. The
true object of life is to keep these in abevance to
reason which far outranks passion. This is done by
cultivating the intellect and increasing love of truth.
The teachings of supernaturalism do not destroy
men's lusts and paseions.  As a proof of this it may
be stated that Christian nations have shown as much
lust, passion, and eruelty as any others in the world;
they have shed more blood and taken far more life
in the name of religion than the believers in all
other religions; and even the teachers of supernatu-
ralism themselves often indulge in the lowest forms
of passion and lust. A recent publication, termes!
“Crimes of Preachers,” give over seven hundred
well-authenticated cares of lustful indulgences on
the part of clergymen within the past six years;
and it is probable that not one case in ten comes to
light Christiang hav no stones to throw at Liber-
als on the score of “ unlawfal lnsts,” or of leading
immoral lives.

The fifth question is, “ What has L.fidelity done
for the world and what does it propuse to do that
we should place any covfidence in 117" Infidelity,
rationalism, and scientific investigation, which may
all be ranked together, hav done very much to show
the errors in the teachings of supernatural religions
and the fallacies of the theological theories of crea-
tion, the era of man on the earth, the superiority of
nature’s laws and truths, of the faets of sclience over
the blind and deluding character of supernaturalism
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—of mythical beings and their absurd revelations.
They hav furnighed to the world such men ss Co.
pernicus, Galileo, Bruno, Servetus, Spinozas, D"Hol-
bach, Voltaire, Volney, Paine, Hame, Combe, Dar-
win, Hazxley, Hieckel, Draper, and many others who
hav brought the truths of science ard reason to the
knowledge of man, thereby doing s thousand times
more real good to the world than ail the priests of
supernatural religions who hav lived in the last five
thonsand years.

The advocates of science and iruih prupose to
continue in the search of mature’s truths, to learn
more and more of her deep mysteries and bidden
lessons, and to make thess known to the world. They
believe that sruth is the greatest treasure which
man can possess, and that the investigation of truth
is infinitly better than embracing falsehood and
error. They feel positiv that truth, as it exists in
nature, is a thousand times more elevating and use.
ful to mankind than all the myths about gods and
devils and hells that ignorasnce and priestcraft hay
ever devised. This investigation of truth, this
szarch of this real, and the stady of nature, are well
caleulated to ipspire and strengthen the confidence
of reasoning, thoughtful people.

It iz to be hoped that the gnestions of friend
‘Whitehead are satisfactorily soswered and in ac-
cordance with the truth revered by all good men.
Should be wish to ask any other questious, let him
not be diffilent. We will endeavor to reply to them
a8 well @8 we konow how, and to giv him the truth
a8 we understand it.
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MORE CHRISTIAN QUESTIONS ANSWERED.
(From The Truth Sesker of Sept. 23, 188%2.)

Few things afford us more pleasure than answer-
ing the honest questions of Christian friends, believ.
ing it to be always a worthy object to dispense the
blessings of light and trath, especially to those sit-
ting in darkness, and to whom the light of nature
hag not been revealad. It is always well to be char.
itable and generous to those less favored than onr-
selve.

The following questions are from the Rev. John
Smith. This somewhat numerous personage has
often been heard from in various parts of the world,
and in various situations. He was first known as Cap-
tain John Smith, whos: life was saved by Pocahontas,
the beautiful danghter of Powhatan, in Virginia;
since that time he has tnrned up in numerous
places. A short time ago it was given out that
John Smith had sailed for Australia ; a little
later it wae announced that John Smith had been
engaged in a fist-fight in Alabama, and had got
badly whippid; snd laterstill, just a few weeks ago,
the papers stated that John Smith had ecommitted
suicide, somewhere in Peonsylvania, near Harris-
burg. But these accounts must hav been mistakes
of the printers, for now it appears that John Smith
has become a reverend, and is preaching the gnspel
out in Oregon. We will, howsever, answer his ques-
tione all the same, and hope he will receive light
enough so as after awhbile to understand nsture and
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her laws better than he does at present. and become
a sensible, earnest Lineral. Here is his letter:
Hitrsporo, OresoN, Aug. 30, 1883,

D. M. Bawserr, Dear Sir: About one year agn, whiles you
were abroad, I wrote and sent an article to E. Macdonald for
publication in Trx Taura SgErER; the article was in refutation
of Infidel argnments against the flood snd Noab's ark. The
article was printed, and brought forth what purported to be a
reply from Macdonald., Boon after I submitted to him a series
of guestions, with the request that he would answer them; but
I failed to bring forth a response, hence I arrived at the eon-
clusion that Macdonald either did uot favor a discussion, and
chose to avoid it, or that it was & forbidden topie. 1 believe in
discussion, and believe it is the proper methed to arrive at the
truth, and if you are of the same opinion, and willing to dis-
cuss, I would like to submit for your consideration s series of
questions which I would like vou to answer in & fair and squsre
manner, [ am willing for you to snbmit the same number of
questions to my#slf, to which I will giv lair answers and an
honest examination. If my proposidon mests with vour
favor, we may all learn some truth by so doing. The following
guestions and answers are relativ to Jesus as a historical char-
acter, and to his divinity:

1. Isit not a self-evident fact that Jesus Christ once existed,
and was a notable character superior to man, from the very fact
that his birth, life, and death were the cause of & chronological
era being insugurated, styled a.p., or the year of our Lond
Jesus Christ?

@. Iz it not & fact that millions of Christiansexist to-day as a
monument o Christ’s memory suflicient evidence to prove that
he must hav had sn existence, and alsothat he must hav figured
very conspicnously among people of hiz time to hav made so
many followers as early as the vear 40 4.0.7

3. If Christ never had an existence, snd was only a myth,
how did a sect of people become possessed of the pame Chris-
tian ¥ For an illostration, the Mohammedans derived their
pame from Mohammed; Christisns, from Christ,

4. Can you cite s paralle! case where & sect of people ever
assumed the name of & myth ¥
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5. Did not Buddha, Mahammed, and otber notable men hav
eollowers who assumed the name of Baddhbists, Mob» mmedans,
#1¢.?7  The sect of Mohammuedans w-day proves that Mohsm-
med onee existed by their name and other proofs, as do Chris-
tians prove the existence of Jesus.

. Infidelity not only claims that Bible personages are myth-
jcal, but claims that persomages ol guite modern history are
myths, as [ zee claims that William Tell of Swirzerland is a
myth. [ find by history that William Tell was a real historical
character. It would be interssting to me, and probably to
some of your readers, if you wonld giv some authority on that
Willism Tell myth idea. To me it is as amusing as your claim
that Jesus s 4 myth. Hoping you will giv my questions an
honest examinstion, and answer them in & fair spirit,

Yours in Christ, Rev, Josy Surra,

It is, perhaps, to be regretted that the Rev. John
Smith’s previous questions were not duly published
and answered, but Eugene avers that he was over.
orowded, snd also that he did not regard the ingui-
ries as of much importance. However, to make
amends for his lack of space and appreciation, we
will endeavor to answer Bro. Smith’s foregoing
questions the best we know how.

1. Our reply to the first question must be, No. It
is not a self-evident fact that Jesus Christ once
existed and was a notable character, superior to
man. The assertion that any person existed is not a
“gelf-evident fact” that he did exist unless there is
some proof to verify the claim. The existence of the
sun’s rays is a self-evident fact on a bright day in
July, to one who 18 compelled to stand bareheaded
and uncovered for a few hours in its scorching light.
Cold i# a self-evident fact to one who has to ride a
few hours insuffigiently clothed, facing a northwest
wind, when the mercury stands at twenty-five de-
grees below zero. But the simple assertion that
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Jesns Christ once lived is not a self-evident fact any
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lived as Aladdin and bis wonderful lamp, Sindbad
the Sailor, the O] Man of the Sea, or Robinsgon Cru-
soe and his Man Fridar  Millions of people hav ex.
isted whose names nover gama down to aur times, snd
thousands of names hav been repeated to us of
imaginary persons who never had an existence.

There might hav been 3 humble individual named
Jesng, and it is quite poesible he may hav been put
to death for clsiming a right to assume the ruler.
ship of the country where he lived, or for some
other cause, but there is no historieal proof that such
a charaoter ever lived. If he did liv, he was not su-
perior t0 man, for he was 3 man; the claims that he
was beootten by God, that his mother was a virgin,
that he performed miracles, that he rose from the
dead and ascended bodily ap into the upper atmos.
phere, are claims mythical and urproved. Thers isno
history to sustain such clalms, and the most of them
werenot even set up until the latter partof the second
century. The matter of connecting remarkable
events and wonderful powers with an individual &
long time after his death hasbeen very commonin all
ages of the world. In scores of instances noted
characters hav been credited with exploits which
they never performed. The tendency towsrd hero-
worship, and the deification of rnlers, generals, and
other distinguished persons, has bheen very great.
The gimple claim of miracle-working set up for any
one is not in itself worth a cent unless sabstantiated
by the strongest. proof.

The helief in Christ is no more & proof that such a
person had an existence than the belief in Sants

*
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Claus, or Saint Nicholas, proves that this latter per-
sonsge has an existence  There are millions of
children who have the fullest confidence that their
favorite Santa Claus is a veritable cnaracter, for see,
what tangible proofs thev have of 1) every Christ-
mag =ve they hang up their stockings, sud lo and

behald ! the same are filled with toys, eweets, gondies,
and varirue other interesting trinkets so prized by
the lttle folks. Thev are clearly convineced that he
not only exists, hat calls wpon them personally once
8 year and bestows his blessings upon them. It may
be regarded as childish in these little people toso
easily kelieve in & mvth, but there 18 just as much
proof that their god has an existence as the god
or Christ of the older children, whe in the matter of
procf have no advantage of them.

The matter of a chronological era being founded
on the story of Jesus proves nothing, except that it
was adopted on account of the popalarity hir story
attained.  The application of a p., dwrne Dominie—
the year of our Lord--was not made till the sixth
century. It was firat made use of by Dionysius the
Little, s Roman abbot, and began to be used in Gaul
in the eighth century, though 1t was not genersally
adopted in that country till & hundred yvears later.
It was sdopted in Englacd toward the close of the
game century. The fact that 2 aystem of chronology
was adopted eight hundred years after the supposed
birth of Christ has not the slightest bearing upon the
question of his real existence, for the Romish abbot
who first started it knew nothing about whether
Christ had existed more than is known to-day, nordid
those who adopted the same style of counting
years two or three centuries later know anything
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more about it than he did.  All of them together
knew jnst vothing st sll.  The thing was indefinit
acd uncertain at best, for there iz a diversity of
opinion, even among Clhristian authorities, as to
which year it was in which Jesus was born—a dif-
ferense of four vears aceording to some, of seven
years aceordir g to others, and much more than seven
years #till according to othera. The year of the
birth of Jesus is no more scttled than the month in
which he was born. Nearly every month in the
year has been elaimed hy various Christian writers
as the month in which he was born. It iz extremely
difficult to establish myths with any kind of cer-
talnty.

The 25tk of December was finally settled upon by
the Christian church as the birth-day of their God,
because that day had long been kept as a festival by
many pagan natiors, from the Persians down to the
Romacs and the Druids, as the birth-day of their
gods, particularly the san, which on that day may
be eaid to be born, or to begin to rise from the state
of night or death into which for six months it had
been ginking. The church showed its nsual ghrewd-
ness in appropristing this great pagan festival and
making it it8 own, especially as it wagr just as easy
to sav its God was born on that day as any other.
From the story in the four gospels there i8 no indi-
cation as to which of the days of the year was his
birth.day. There is a wide range for choice, one
having as much asuthority a3 another.

There hav been many eras or systems of counting
years among men in different nations and in differ-
ent periods of time. Thus, we hav what is called
the era of the creation of the world, the Chinese
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o ooaology, the Indian chronology, the Egyptian
era, the era of Yezdegird, or Persian era, the Jew-
ish era, era of Nabonasear, era of the SBelencide, or
Macedonian era, era of Alexander, era of Auntioch,
era of Tyre, era of Constantinople, era of Actinm,
the Julian pericd, era of Augustus, ers of the Armen-
ians, the Mohammedan era, or era of the Hegira,
ete. Last of all came the adoption of the Christian
ers, which proves nothing more than that by the
consent of the nations who believed in the system it
was adopted. It is both wvague and without im-
portance as a matter of proof. The adoption of the
Christian era was not hecanse it was known that
such 3 person as Jesus had sactually lived, but be-
cause a belief in him had prevailed in several
countries.

2. The answer to the next question must also be
no. The existence of Christians te-day is not suf.
ficient proof that Jesus once lived any more than
the belief of millions of India in Brabma, Vishnu,
Hiva, and Christna is a proof that those myths once
had a real existence, or than the belief of the Greeks
and Romanps in Jupiver and Apollo was proof that
those mvihs ever existed. If the two bhundred and
fifty millions who profess to be believers in Chris.
tianity proveits truth, then the five hundred millions
who believe in Buddhism must necessarily prove it
to be twice as true as Christianity.

It is a great mistake to suppose that Jesus figured
conspicuously among the people of his time, neither
did he hav a great number of followers abount the
vear 40, nor for a hundred years afterward. There
18 no proof to that effect. If he lived, he was
simply a sort of trsmp, roving around from place to
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place, followed by some obscure ishermen and other
idlers; no historian ¢f the time koowing anything
abont him or saying anvthong ahout him. There is
no claim that he ever committed & word of his
teachings to writing, or that be organized a church,
or established a soelety. Trose who belisved in
bim did not becoms very pnmerous nor powerful
till the fourth century, when Constantine, for polit.
ical and seifish reasons, embraced the so-palled relig.
ionof Christ. Buddhism and Mehammedanism, and
even Mormonism, spread far more rapidly tnan did
Christianivy.

3. The reply to the third question msy be this:
On the basis that Christ never had an existence it is
no more strange that a sect grew out of a belief in
him than that seots in India called Vishnouites, Siva.
ites, believers 1n Christna, ete., grew out of belief in
those divinitie. The world has greatly abounded in
sects and religions who claimed to believe in char-
acters and gods that pever had a real existenoca
The presence of Buddbism and Mobasmmedanism
would not be suflivient to prove the existence of Bud-
dha and Mobammed were there not corroborating
proof, which is lamentably deficient in the Christian
Btory.

4. To the fourth question—* Can you eite a paral-
lel case when s sect of people evir sssumed the
name of 3 myth P’ —the answer s, Yes, hundreds of
them. For thonsands of yesrs sects hav exisied
which assumed the names of myths. Itisnecessary to
mention but a few of them. Among the most
prominent, however, of the mythe of the past in
which numerous sects hav believed may be named
Brahma, Vishpu, Siva, Rama, Christna, Changti,
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Pak-Tai, Kwan-Tai, Kwan. Niop, *"}v:ir'is, Isis, Horus,
Nepl, Amun, Ha, Pihah, Khem, 82, Neith, Maaut,
Seb, Berapis, Thoth, Anubis, g&&%’;&ﬁk@, Athor,
Khunss, Pecht, Anu, Anata, Bel, Baal, Hea, Ninip,
Merodach, Nergal, Ishtar, or Asbtoreth, Neba, Bel
tig, Ashur, Adad, Anab, Meikart, Asherah, Mol
edal, Chemosh, El, Molock, Juapiter, Juno, Saturn,
Neptune, Apode, Mercury, Minerva, Diana, Venus,
Pau, Bacchus, Hercules, Hscalapiug, Prometheus,
Jason, Theseus, Castor, Potlox, Perscas, Qdin, Ther,
Biﬂ«ie&g Frey, Frigga, Morino, Anyamber, Taaroa,
Oro, Alla, Mombe Jumbo, and auy quantity of
others. These were all mythe, They hav been be-
lieved in by hondreds of millions, and there is just
as much proof of the existence of these as of Jesns, or
his reputed father, Jebovah, Yahweh, Adonsi, El
Shaddsi, or whatever ¢lse he may be called.

5. To the fifth question the answer, yes, should be
given to & part of it.  The followers of Buddha and
Mohammed were named after the leaders they be-
lieved in, so were the Vishnuites, the Sivaites, the
Christraites,and the Ramaites, named after the person-
ages they believed in, though these latter ones were
absolute mythe,and vo unduped person believes they
ever had s real existence. The fact that the be-
lievers in Christ are calied Christians doer not prove
that he existed anv more than the believers in Siva
and Chrising prove that those myths sxisted as per.
sons, or the existence of the Mormons proves that
Mormon was a real person. There is no question buat
there hav been more inventions, more myths, and
more falsehoods gotten up in the domain of relig-
ion than in all the other forms of thought or belief.

6. Now as to the case of William Tell. While it
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is mot improbable that there might hav been a Swiss
msan by the name of Tell who opposed the tyranny
of the Austrians, represented by Gessler, the story
about shooting an apple from the head of his son
was simply a repetition of an old sun myth not less
than five thousand years old, handed down to us
from the ancient Aryaups, the early inhabitants of
Central Asis, from whom we largely obtained our
modern languages, our religions and worshipful
notions, the basis of our literature, and many of the
nursery tales which for thousands of years hav been
recited to the children of succeeding generations,
and by the mothers and nurses of nnr generation
transmitted to another, just as the story of “ Cinder-
ella and the Glass Slipper,” * Jack the Giant-killer,”
“ Beauty and the Besst,” and many other similar
beantiful tales, used even in our day, are traceable
back to the ancient Aryans. When they emigrated
into the Western countries, which were afterward
called Hurope, they took their favorit tales and
legends with them, and that is the way in which
many of those charming stories became 5o general
in Europe, and were still later brought to this conti-
nent and hecame the folk-lore of our own beloved
land. We owe very much to those ancient Aryans,
Onr nursery stories, our adoration of the grand and
beantiful in nature, our myths, our religious senti-
ments and superstitions, the foundation of our lan.
guage and literature, we naturally inberited from
them as any inheritance descends from parents to
children. Let me quots what Prof. Edward Clodd,
FR.A8, a learned Englieh writer, says of the
story of William Teil in his “Childhood of Re-
ligions:”
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“The story 18 well known how in the 1507th year
after Christ the cruel Gessler set a hat upon a pole
a8 5 svmbol of the ruling power and ordered every
one who passed by to bow before it. A monntsin.
ser named Tell refused to obey the order and was
at once brought belore (zessler. As Tell was known
to be an expert archer, he was sentenced by way of
punishment to shoot an apple off the head of his own
sou. The apple was placed ou the boy’s hesd, sud the
father bent his bow ; the arrow sped and went through
the apple. Gussler saw that Tell before shoot-
ing had swuck acother arrow in his belt and asked
the reason  Tell replied, ¢ To shoot you, tyrant, had
I slain my child.” Now although the crossbow which
Tell 18 said 10 have used is shown at Zurich, the event
never took place. One poor man was condemned to
be burnt alive for daring to gqueston the story, but
the poor man was right.

*“The story is told not only in Ieceland, Denmark,
Norway, Fuland, Russis, Persia, and perbaps Iodis,
bat is common te the Torks and Mongolians, while
a legend of the wild Samoyedes, who never heard of
Tell or saw a book in their lives, relates it, chapter
and verse, of one of their marksmen. In its English
form iv occurs in the ballad William of Cloudesly.
The bold archer says:

" I hav o soupe seven years old ;

Hee s o me full deers ;

I will tye him to a stake—
All shall see him that bee here—

Aund lay an apple upon his hesd,
And goe six paces bim froe,

And [ myself, with a broad arrawe,
Shall cleave the apple in towe.
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“The story is an old Aryan myth. Tell is the sun.
god whose arrow (light-rave) never miss their mark,
and likewige kill their foes.”

The same anthor then continues to give the same
source for the touching nursery story of the faithfal
dog Gellert killing the wolf which came o destroy
Llswellyr's child, and how when the prince came
home and found the cradle empty, and the dog’s
mouth smesrsd with blood, he quickly slew the birave
ereature, and then found the child safe and the wolf
dead beside it, He says, * At Baddgelert 1n North
Wales vou may see the dog’s grave neatly railed
round.” He then continues: “ Now this story ocours
in all sorts of forms in the folk-lore of nearly every
Aryau people, and is found in China and Hgypt.
InIndia a black snake takes the place of the woif, the
ichneumon that of the deg, while in Egvpt the story
says that the cock nearly killed a wali for amashing
a potfull of herbs, and then discovered among the
herbs thera lurked & poisonnus anake.  Jt is gafe to
gonchods that marvelows things which are aid to have
happened in s many places never happened any
where "’

He then goes on to show that the beantiful Greek
story of Cupid and Payche, of Cindereiis, Samson and
Delilal, aud other old stories of o similar kind, are
simply sncient Arvan suu-myths that hav been re.
peated millions wpon millions of times in the thou.
sands of years that hav passed since the their origin.

To return to Tell, a quotation upon the subjeet

Tyl - I ST U . S B BT S
from Johnson's Cyclopedis wiil be o order:
Aceording 1o Bwise legends Tell wag & cvlebraled marksman
with tue bow, lving as o hunter st Burgelen, in the casnton of
Uri, and & member of the comspiraey which was formed
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againet Austria at Grutli, November 7, 1307, by Walter Furst,
of Uri, his father-in-law, Werner Stauffacher, of Schwytz, and
Armold von Melehthsl, of Unterwalden, and which finally
suteseded in freeing the country from the foreign yoke.

The story of the pole with the hat onm it, of
Tell’s refusing to bow to it, of his being compelled,
i8 & punishment, to shoot an apple from his son’s
head, i8 related, and this high authority concludes
¢hius

Of this story gbour Geessler, Tell, Siguffacner, etc., the oldest
Saiss chroniclers, Jobaunes, of Winterthur, Justivger, of Barne,
and Hemmerlin of Zasich, koownothing, The first wention
of rhese names and icoidents i3 maede 0 the later partofl the
Afteanth century by Dues wetsse Huech, aud s complete narrativ

pot cecnr nari tke middls of the alttesntn century in the
Chonloon Heleetioum, by Apidias Tachud The mouuments
erected in various pisess in honor of Tell are of a muzn later date,
Thess cirenmstiances early made the story of 'Dell somewhat
guspected, though as a general rule 11 was considersd gs real
histore 5 even Jobsoues yon Muller sceepted it. Liater critics,
nowever, hay proved thet the whels story ia nothing but s
egend common smong the nations of the Arvan race, ’f’{mmh
with atl i7s principal features, ju the Persian poet Ferid ed-Din
3&&3 tne Ieelandic * Vilklnssags,” the Dapish historian
glish p{‘gml&w song oo W illiam of
flad to sull Swisg olreumstances,

&

does

Saxc Grammalicus, the K
Cloudesly, and only mod

Here, then, is the whole thing in a putshell.
Thera might bav been in Switzerland between five
and #ix humired years ago a msn by the name of
Teil, who, perhaps, was & brave and wvalorous de-
fender of liberty, or at all events there was a legend
of such a character, and nearly two hundred years
from the date of his birth the Aryan sun-myth about
the apple was vaguely added to the story, and some
two centuries imzsr it was fixed up more definitly
and wae acoepied, by those who did not know to the
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coutrary, as absolute history, when, in faet, there
was not & word of truth in the matter. That is the
way in which legends hav been accepted as his.
tory in hundreds of cases.

8o, in all reasonable probability, it was with the
mythioal story of Jesus. There might or might not,
to begin with, hav been such a person as Jesus, and
he might hav been put to death for political or other
reasons, as thousands upon thousands of others hav
been, both before and since, and within two hundred
years from the time of his birth, when all the world
had with reference to him were vague legends, these
were dressed up and changed to suit the popular
Christian demand; and the miracnlous conception,
his mother being a virgin, the visit of the Jew-God
to see her, his wonderful miracies, bis resurrection
from the dead, and his ascension to heaven were
added to the legend, apd in the course of centuries
such men as the Rev. Jobn Smith hav accepted it as
history, when, in reality, it is not history at all; it
ig not corroborated in the slightest degree by con-
temporanecus history, or writers of the time.

It is agreed by all relisble authorities that the
writings of Paunl are much older than any other
parts of the New Testament—at least a hundred
years older than the four gospels; but while his
whole hobby and song was **Jesus and him crucified,”
he has not a word to say about Jesus being begotten
in a miraculous manner by the Jewish deity; nota
word about Jesus being the son of a virgin; not s
word abont his miracnlous sscension; not a word
about the worderful miracles he performed. Neither
does Puter in his Epistle {azd one of them is con-
sidered genuin) set up any such claim. These facts,
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together with the additional one that these miracu-
lons claims were not set up till the latter part of the
second centnry, go very far to convince the candid
thinker that the Tell tactios were amployed in the
case of Jesus. If he did exist, his story was greatly
changed by the lmaginativ and {alse writers of the
spcond century, sf was done in .0 case of Tell and
the apple story. It isa matter of history that the
myth of virgio avd ebild—Teix und Horns—was be-
lieved in in Egypt nearly two thousand years before
Christianity existed, and thas in India the myth of
a god overshadowing . virgin, of her conceiving and
bringing forth au infant god, of his being sought by
an arch enemy and large numbers of infants Deing
slain, of his growing up and leadivge a wanderiog
life, followed by disciples to whom he taught ex.
cellent morals, of his performing wonderful mira-
cles, of his fiually being put to death by his enemies
upon a tree, and for t& - gond «f mankind, was be-
lisved nearly a thousapd vesrs before Christianity
wag known. It 18 konown, ton, that wich diffarent
nations snch demigonds—divinelr hagottop —as Crite,
Taut, Fori, Zuos, Devatat, Prome nens, Esculapive,
Adonia, Herenlea, and geveral others were believed
1n and worehiped, all of them ot lesa than five bun.
dred years holore the time of Jesus, and several of
them were clatmed to bav been erncified by their
enemies.  lhera was thus noe more d ffiouity in
finding material to finisk out the legend «f Jesus in
the gecon ! century than there was with William
Tell two hundred vears after his time. And jundging
from the charaeters of the early fathers and leaders
of the church, it is very easy tn understand that they
were the very personscapable ol borrowing ihe mirac.
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ulous features from the older nations and systems.
That such appropriations were made there is the
very best reasons for believing,

It is to be hoped tnat the Rev. John Smith’s
questions are answered to his satiefaction, to the
enlightenment of himself and the readers of Ter
Tavrn Serxer, and that the same is done in a “{air
and square manner.” If we hav failed to do this we
will try again. We believe in dizcussion a8 much as
himself. If the reverend gentleman has other
qestions npon which he wishkes us to throw some of
our strong light, he has only to apply; we will do
the best by bim we can. The samo offer holds good
to all others, whether Christian or otherwise. Who-
ever wants some of the light which we hav, or whoever
wishes to know the reasons for the faith we hav within
us, shall receive respectful attention by applying at
our shop.

Sincs the Rev. John Smith was so kind as to say
we might propound the same number of guestions to
him that he has to nus, we will cheerfully avail our-
selvs of his generous offer. Here they are:

1. Is there any reliable history in the world about
Jesus save what is contained in the four parrativs
attributed to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John? If
yes, please name it.

2. Is there any contemporaneous writer who ocan
be relied upon as genuin and trathful who ever does
s0 much as mention the name of Jesus Christ? If
yes, please name him.

5. Is there the slightest proof that the four gos-
pels attributed to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John
were writien by them?

4. Is thore any proof whatever that those four
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nspels were known by the early fathers, by any of
he bishops, by any of the eariler churches, or by
nyhody else befure the vear 1817

5. Is there a single dogmas, rite, or sacrament in
he Christian creed that was not hundreds of years
arlier held by the pagan religions of Asia and
Zypt?

. Is there any more proof that the legend of
esng-—his divine parsntage, his miracles, his teach-
1gs, his death on a tree—is any more authentic or
rustworthy than the story of Christoa in India, or
he sun-myth legend of William Tell and the apple
heoting from Arysn folk lore?

If our friend will reply to these ingniries the same
hall appesr in these columns.

MR, WHITEHEAD AGAIN,

{From Fhe Iruwth Sesher of Sept B0, 18527

Two weeks ago we published five questione pro-
ounded by W, M., Whitehead, and made what we
oped would be satisfactory replies, but it seems
hev did not quite answer the purpose, and that the
erson who a-ked the questions is not pleased with
wr responses.  He has written us again, and here is
rhat he says:

Srowe, Pa., Sept. 20, 1882,

Mr. Baxwerr, Dear Sir: A short time sgy 1l acked vyou &
swoquestions, and iu answering them vyou labored hard to
how thst the religion of Christ was fulse and unworthy of be-
ef, und that it wes founded on a falls and a dresm,

The sceount of creation, as given in the Bible, you regard as

fable; we regard it as veritsble history., You make the
ible say the earth was creafed six thousand years ago, and
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you expect us to gulp it down without questioning the ssser-
tion. We hav searched for the place in the Bible where it is
definitly stuted when it was created, bul we hav falled to find
it. The first passage in the book says, ** In the beginning
(God created the heavens and the earth,”’ and that affirmation
stands to-day unchallenged by science. There is not a fact or
principle that is established in science that is ineonsistent with
it. It is nota fable; itis history.

Of eourse, you will claim that the Mossic cosmogony is ut-
terly inconsistent with the demonstrated truthe of geology.
We hope you will show whersin they differ. Bouth records
ghow that the ccean givs birth to the dry land and give inhab-
itants to the sea first.  Allow me to call your attention to the
eonsistency and the harmony of the Bible and the teachings of
seience on this polot,  Tarn to tho 104th pealm and we read ;
“ Whe laid ihe fonndations of the esrth? Thoun coversdst it
with the deep as with a mantle’” (the original chacs.) In
the 24th psalm, ** The earth is the Lord’s, and the fulness
thersof, for he hath founded it upon the seas and established
npon the floads " Solamen, in the eighth chapter of Proverbs,
gays, *“ When there was no depth 1 was brought forth,”” Yo

- may find lots of objection to revelation if you are so disposed,
Every page of the Bible, as well as every appearance of na-
ture, will furnish plenty of food for your skepticism. Wedo
not, however, fesl disposed to esteem a fow unwarranted asser-
tions as unanswerable argnments against the truth of revela.
tion. We feel disposed to cling to our religion until we under-
stand thoroughly what we are embracing in its stead.

Anotber objection (vnd you are not alope in urgine 11{ is the)
eternsiitv of matter. Bnt however well yon know that matter,
is erernal. I do not know any such thisg, I kvow it cannot be
annihilated by uny process we can subjeet it to,  Buot becauss
we canuot desroy il does not prove it to be eternal. I wouldl
hav been as consistent for you, whils in Egvpt, to hav butted
the pyramids, and when von had discovered that it was useless
to try to destroy them in that manner, to hav said they are
eternal. ‘‘In the pressnce of eternity the mountains are as

transient as the clonds.,”” But what is matter ¥ It certaioly i

not & philosophicsl abstraction known by that name, por is if
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vsingle substance, but & great variety of them., We hav hy-
frogen, oxygen, sulphur, carbon, iodine, and many others, all
sf which resist the efforts of chemists w reduce them to any-
hing simpler. Which is the eternal mstter you speak of ¥ Is
Virom orclay ¥ It it is any particular one, whore did the others
ome from ¥ If it is all of them, hav we belween sixty and
eventy kinds of matter that are eterpal? and are they eternal
o their present combinations? or is it the simpler elements
hat are eternal ¢ But should we grant that matter is eternal,
ow would that account for the formation of the world and the
rigio of life? The warld is governed by law. Who or what
et opposed & ruie of action upon inert matter? Where did
e first lifeegerm come from ¥ aod how did it sssimilate to
self & material body ?

“ We may speculate about questions cf this charscter ; we
wy exatin the lowest manifestation of life as it connects itself
ith the lowest organized being, still the nature of life and the
wnner of ite union with materislity no one may know, To
pow whare the inertis of matter ends and ths motion of life
agins is and will be forever beyond the lim't preseribed to the
aman intellect,””  Where inertia ends and life begins is s mys-
ry inconceivable, unthinkable, and impossible according to
wur theory of things.

We believe the Mosaic sceount is sbout right in the time
ven of the existence of man on earth. We regard the small
witiplieation of human species as a demonstration of truthful-
w8 on the part of Moses, But that the earth was created
hen man was first placed upon it I do not believe.

Geology & a broken reed upon which no depsadence can be
aced. Ons pew discovered fact sometimes upseis a whole
eory: HEvery new theory is the epitaph on the tembatone of
@ old. It would be diffieult to find twe geologists who agree
ther iu their facts or theories, Their fucts are generally as
ry as their theories. Mr. Barpes says, **Ou the one subject

geology, so early as 1806, the French lusntaden counted
ore than eighty theories hostil to seripture history, not one

which hsas stood to the present day.”

[t will hardly do to say that the New Testament is ** founded
1 & dream.”  The vision was given to quiet the jealous fears
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of the “ old man’’ Joseph respecting the condition of the girl
to whom he was engaged. This circumstance i3 established by
the fact thst he songht to put her away privately.

To say that the gospels are inventions of ““ignorant and de
gigning ”’ men is rather absurd. The invention of snch & char
soter as Christ by any man, wise or simple, would be & greate
miracle than the fact. When Jesus was presented as the Lo
of life to the Romans and Jews, so far from admiriog him as 4
hero, they crucified him as sn {mpostor. The authors of ihi
“jgnorant "’ inventon suffered too much persecution for snj
man to believe for an instant that they would thus suffer iy
order to palm off on the world a lis of their own manufacture
Sueh & thing is ' atterly unthivkable.”

It certainly does lock strange that the gospels wers no
known until the yesr 130, and stranger still is the faet tha
Celsus had written a book before that time refuting the dog
grins contained in the gospels which did nmot exist. Is it ne
self-evident that if Celsus wrete a reply to the gospels the
wers then in circulation and commanded some belief ?

But there was another heretic, the cslebrated Mareion, wh
lived in the beginping «f the second century, and had sver
spportunity of discovering forgeries if any then existed, but oy
one word does he say. [ will not do, friend Bennett, to tell ¢
that the gospels were not known until the year 180. The go
pels are as well authenticated as any other books in existenc
They were s0 acknowledged in the apostolic sge. They we
quoted “word for word by the immediate scholars of botn Pa)
and John, viz., by Barnabas of Cyprus, the patron and cor
panion of Psul in his flrst apostolie tour (Aots ix, 27, ete ), &
Clemenz Romanuns, bishop of Rome, 4.0 91, 892, and the &
eiple of Paul {Phil. iv, 3); and by the folswing disciples
John @ Ignatius, bishop of Antioeh, who died 4 » 108 or 11
Polycarp, bishop of Smyrma, who died 4. v. 1695 and Papic
bishop of Hieropolis, in Syria, who lived about that tite, an
according to some, was a fellow-diseiple of Polycarp under i
gpostie John ' (Whesler's Summary of N. T, History, p. ¥

The teachers of the church in general recogrized the apd
tolie writings, and especially the gospels. Irerwmus, the disci]
of Polycarp, who went into Gaul and became bishop of Lyq
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in A.p. 177, expressly declares that Matthew, Mark, Luke,
and John wrote the gospels; Theophilus, bishop of Anti-
och, who died a.p, 184, wrote a commentary on the gow{g}m;
and Clemens of Alexamdria (between 211 and 218) ree
peatedly cites passages out of the goepels and pr‘ﬂ'ji.“ﬁ‘», In
the same way Tertullian (2200 sand Origen {254 and the
ecclesiastical historian Eusebius (440) speak of the books
contained in our New Testament, which at this time were
aimost universally spread and scknowledged’ {Wheeler’s
Summary of N, T. History, p. 28).

I think enough has been said to show that Christianity is
not founded on & fable and a dream, and that the New
Testament i not the imvention of ‘% designing’’ men, but

what it pretends to be, the word of God. Respectfully yours,
W. A, WmimeErEeaD,

It 1s quite possible that we may not be able to in-
duce Mr. Whitehead to accept the correctness of
pur opinions, ‘mﬁ we can do no better than to de-
fend them with such ability as we *poam»em, and
gshow such good reasons as are at hand,

Our friend will not consent that Christianity is
founded apon a fable and a dream, but it does not
appear that he has rebutted the proofs adduced by
us to show the fact. Mr. Whitehead being a Chris-
tian, it i3 not to be expected that he will easily re-
linguish the ground upon whirh his system rests.
A religion in which #G00,000 000 are invested, with
250,000 priests living npon those who accept it ean
not be expected to be relinquished without a very
earnest struggle, The main hope we ean indulge
in is that vur correspondent, and others like him,
will accept the truth when they see it. 'We cannot
expect them to do so before,

Our friend’s first effort seems to be to elaim that
the “beginning’’ spoken of in Genesis was far more
than six thousand years ago, and that consequently
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the earth is muech older than that. But how can he
deny the record? The first chapter in Genesis in
which the beginning is spoken of, the entire creation,
of the earth, all 1t containsg, and all other suns aud
worlds, is given as being performed in six days.

On the first day the heavens and earth were cre-
ated; light was made and divided from darknees
{whether darkness was made at that time we are nog
told), and day and night were named.

The second day was occupied in creating heaven
over again, snd naming it the firmament and the
office of this nncertain something was to divide the
waters under it from those abowve it, and hold the
upper lot from falling dewn aund mixing with the
lower lot—mythical proceeding altogether.

The third day’s work consisted in teaching the
water to run down hill, so that the mountains and
elevated lands could appear. After naming the dry
land earth, and the water seas, be caused the earth
to bring forth grass, herbs, frait, trees, perfecting
their seed and fruit the same day. This was a re.
markable rapid growth of vegetation, and no day
since has begun to compare with it.

The fourth day was occapied in making the sun.
and moon, and apparently for good measure, the
stara were made also. When it 18 borne in mind,
that the sun is & million times as large as the earth,,
that some of the planets are several thousand times
larger than the earth, that including the asteroids
and satellites there are over two hundred of them in
the solar system, that some of the stars are more
than a thousand times larger than the sun, gome of
them hundreds and even thousands of billions of
miles away, and that thers cre millions of them,
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some slight ides may be formed of the fourth day’s
work, compared with the other five. Insamuch as
light had already been created, and as vegetation
was 80 perfect that grasses, berbs, and trees could
perfect thewselvs and produce seeds and fruits in a
single duv, it would almost seem that that hard
fourth dsy’s work was unnecessary, and the question
naturally rises, Why that great effort? This is an-
gwered by the information that the sun and moon
were created to mark and govern time, the sun, the
the day, and the moon the night. What the stars
were for we are not informed.

The fifth day was a tolerably husy one, though not
s milliontn part 8o much as the day before. On the
fifth day the tens of thousands of fishes, from the
minpow up to the whale, that inhabit the waters
wers made; also the birdsof the air. No one onght
to complain of that day’s work; but

The sixth day was atill & busier one, for on that
day all the creeping things, all the amphibious
avimals, all the reptiles, all the worms, bugs,
and insec's were made long before sandown,
for there was still ample time to make man and
woman, as weare told in the nextchapter, of the dust
of the ground, at least the man was made of dust,
and the woman of one of his ribs. The last job of
sll 18 thongbt to be the best of the lot.

The six day’s work thos deseribed seem to haw
been gquite fatiguing, for on the seventh God found
it necessary to rest, thus finishing up the week. For
this reason the Jewish Sabbath was founded, and
every seventh day has been kept as a day of rest
by both Jews and Christians.

Thus we hav an account of the first seven days
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that existed. If time existed before that it is sup-
posed that nobody knew it, or knew how to divide it.
Whether God went to work on the eighth day, and
what be did on the ninth, tenth, eleventh, twelfth,
and subrequent days, we hav no information.

It is, however, one of the simplest things in the
world, according to the record, to calculate how
long ago “ the beginning ” was. It was but a short
time after seven days before Adam and Eve became
acquainted, and after that they raised Cain, and after
a subsequent acquaintance Abel came along. An
unpleasantness, however, arcse between the two
brothers, and Abel ceased to exist, when Cain emi-
grated to the land of Nod and married a wife.

But when Adam was one hundred and thirty
years old he begat Seth; when Seth was a hundred
and five years old he begat Enos; when Enos was
ninety years old he begat Cainan; at the age of sev-
enty Cainan begat Mahalaleel, who at sixty-five be-
gat Jared, who at one hundred and sixty-two years
begat Enoch, who at sixty five begat Methuselah,
who, having a good lopg time befors him, led a quiet
bachelor life, and at one hundred and eighty.seven
years begat Lamech, who at a hundred aund eighty-
two years begat Noah, who after leadirg a celibate
life for five hundred vears begat Shem, Ham, and
Japheth. When they had become men the flood
took place, and they all took the remarkable cruise
described in the eighth chapter of Genesis.

This damp saffair, according to Bible chronology,
took place 2,349 vears before the Christian era, so
by adding to the sum the 1,556 between the time
Adam was created till the time of Noah’s sons, add-
ing thirty years for them to grow up, and seven years|
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for the necessary periods of gestation of the nine
generations between Adam and Shem, and these,
added to the 1,882 years of the Christian ers, and we
hawv the sum total of 5.824 years, and seven davs, since
the beginnirg. If Bible langnage has any meaning
at all that is the period since the creation, and it is
hard to see how Mr. Whitehead is to escape from it.
1f a day means a day, and & year means a year, no
other conelusion can be armived at.

If, then, proofs are found that the earth is older
than the 5 824 years which the DBible calls
for, the elaims of that beook are entirely at
fault, and are of no wvalue. It so turns omt that
these proofs are abundant. There are the strongest
proofs that the earth is millions of years old, and
that man bas lived not less than fifty thousand vears.
These proofs wers alluded to in our former replies,
and a8 they hav not been set aside by our friend, it
i8 not necessary to repeat them. In the state in
which Mr Whitehead live (Pennsylvania) there are
thousands of proofs that the earth has existed far
more than six thousand years. Her immense strata
of coal, the result of a rank wvegetable growth,
which must hsv taken place long before man ap-
peared in the world, and these strata in many places
being covered hnndreds of feet in depth, showing
that immense changes in the earth’s surface took
place lone aro; this, with the fossils in the strata of
rock, the « ff+ute of the glacial period;, which was
before the era of man, are conclusiv as to the vaag
antiquity. There are millious of proofs of the
earth’s grest age, but they need nct be enumerated.

It will not answer for believers in the Bible story
to claim that by the days mentioned in GGenesis eras
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of millions of years were meant, for the language
will admit of po such construction. The person
who wrote that acconnt meant a day, with & morn.
ing and evening—a day of twenty-four hours, and
nothing more was meant. If it meant millions of
vears, then the first Sabbath must hav lasted millions
of years, for that day was of the same length with
the other six, and Adam must hav been millions of
years older than Eve, for in the second chapter of
Genesis Adam is said to hav been orested before the
animal kingdom was ocreated. God made the
garden, and Adam named the animals as they
passed in review before him before KEve was
oreated. Thus it is seen if the dave of creation are
claimed to mean millions of years the extremely
awkward predicament arises that God must not only
hav remained idle in a state of rest for millions of
years, bunt Adam must hav lived the same great
length of time bafore his rib was taken out and a
womsan msade of it. So which ever horn of the
dilemms is taken, the result is disastrous to Chris.
tian clsime. But so great is the crednlity of some
pecple that they can believe it was either way, or
both ways if necessary.

Oar friend says some very disparaging things of
geology, and quotes a defender of theology to show
that the former is a failure and that its adeocates
are greatly at variance. This appears unjust. In
the earlier days of geology, when ita teachings first
attracted attention, it i not strange if different the-
ories were held as to the age of the world, its
former state, the condition of the interior of the
globe, the era of man, ete., but it is beyond all
digpute one of the most grand, instructiv, and
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reliable of scienes, and of a thonaand times more
value than sall the theological claims of supernatu.
ralism that priests and Bible writers hav set up.

Our friend asks what geology teaches that the
Bible story does not teach. The reply is casy: Ge-
ology teaches that the earth was once s fused fluid
mass of rocks and minerale, and that upon the cool-
ing, congealing, and crystallizing of the surface,
varions gvrats of rocks hav been formed; that these
strata are divided into four general divisions, and
again subdivided into lesser, and divisions that be-
tween the formation of the different strata immense
periads of time must hav elapsad. The Bible has not
a word of this.

Geology teaches that great nnmbers of voleanoes
hav existed in many countries of the globe. All
Karope was onoce voleanic, and living volcanoes still
exist in leeland in the north, and in Italy and
Sicily in the south, Asia was also largely volcanie.
Java has forty.five voleances, many of which are
still sotiv. Sumatrs and many other islands of the
Indian Archipelago hav had almost conntless volea-
noes, and many still exist. Japan has ascore or two,
some extinet and some alive, one nf them forming
an independent mountain thirteen thousand feet in
hight, disconnected with mountain ranges and rising
like a pyramid, or cone, from the surronnding plaina.
Our own ccutinent has greatly abonunded in volca-
noes. From the southern part of Bouth America to
the porthern part of North America a range of vol.
canoes once existed, some of them, like Teneriffe,
forming mountaina twelve thousand feet in length.
West of the Rocky Mountainsare abundant proofs of
extinet voleanoes —4,000 square miles of traprock once
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in 8 melted state are found there. The Bandwich
Islands and the islands of the Paecifiec hav had many
voleanoes. Voleanoes hav burst up far below the deep
waters of the ocean, and in time hav formed high
mountains, In our own part of America are meny
proofs of former voleances and melted rocks. Ge.
ology teaches all this, while the Bible is a8 mum as
the grave upon the entire subject.

Geology thus teaches that the earth must once
hav been a fused mass of molten rocks and minerals.
The nnmerous voleanoes, only s few of which hav
been named, and which once existed in pearly all
parts of the earih, the great number of hot springs
in various portions of the earth, the fact that as we
descend in mines and excavations the heat increases
one degree of Fahrenheit every fifty feet descended,
all prove that the interior of the earth must still be
highly heated; and the same is made more than
certain by the rivers of lava which still, st intervals,
are poured out from the bowels of the earth. But
the Bible has not a word of all these important
and incontestable truths.

Geolozy teaches that the rocks forming the crust
of the earth are of two classes—the igneous and the
aqueons; the first are brought to the condition in
which they are found by the action of fire; the
secoud by water. A very large portion of the rocks
of the earth, including trap, basalt {(vooled lava),
eto., are of the former class, while perhaps a larger
portion of the earth’s rocks were formed by deposits
made in water, the same being formed in lavers or
gtrata not found in the igneous rocks, and which, in
process of long epochs, became hard ro'k  That
these rocks were once in a soft, plastic sate, is
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proved by the thousands of impressions found in the
same made by the feer of animails, and also great
numbers of f{ossils of animals, reptils, inseots,
worms, limbs, leaves, etc, are found in these rocks,
great numbers of which forms of life hav not existed
on the earth for thousands of years. All this geology
imphatically and unmistakably teaches, but the
Bible story has not the first word upon the subj=ct.
(veology teaches that very long pericds of time
must hav eiapsed between the formations of the
different strata of rocks from the lower to the
higher; that in the lower rocks of earlier periods,
called the Kozuic, are found very few forms of life,
and hence is called “The Period of the Dawn of
Life.” The npext division or formation, called the
Paleozoio, divided into the Cambrian, or Primordial,
the Silare-Cambrian, the Silurian, Devonian, Car-
boniferous, and Permian periods, is called *“The
Period of Ancient Life.” The next ascending di.
vigion, the Mesozoic, subdivided into the Triassic,
the Jurassic, and the Cretaceous periods, is called
“The Middle Period of Life.” The Upper grand
division, the Neozoie, subdivided again into the
Eocene, the Micesne, the Pliocene, and Past-Plic-
cene, is called “ The Recent Period of Life.” Ge.
ology teaches that these four grand divisions of time
in the earth’s existence must hav been incalenlable
- mges apart; hut the Bible has nothing at all of it.
{zvology teaches how amall marine insects called
polyps, and which exist in countless numbers in trop-
ical sess, by the secretion of carbonate of lime, build
up vast masses of what is termed coral, the same
often being found upon voleanic cones beneath the
waters of the ocean, and covering areas of many
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square miles in extent and rising a few feet above
the surface of the ocean. Hundrede of these coral
islands are known to exist, besides large reefs which
utterly preclude the passage of vessels. There isan
almost endless variety of these formations, many
being as beantiful as the most intricate vegetable
growths, inclnding elaborate flowers; but the Bible
gaye nothing of this, simply because the writers
knew nothing of it.

Geology teaches of the carboniferous era, when in
a vastly distant age of the world the great and ex-
tengiv strats of cosl found in many coustries was
produced by a wonderful growth of the coal plant,
and which, by the action of water and other forces
of pature, was gathered into strata and covered with
earth and rock. But the Bible has not a word to say
about coal, nor petroleum, nor any of ite products.

{zeology, in its teschings of the order in which
animal life came into existence, differs materially
from the Bible sccount. The latter says the agnatic
animals were created on the fifth day, and of course
did not exist before that time, that the birds of the
air were created on the same day, and these before
the reptils and creeping things of the earth. Geol-
ogy teaches very differently; that the remains of
marine animals are found in the lowest sirata of
rocke, and long before birds had an existence. It
also teaches that reptils and ureeping things on the
earth existed munch earlier than birds. llere the
Bible aud geology decidedly clash, The discrepancy
inthe order of creation, given in the first and second
chapters of Genesis—the first chapter stating that
all forme of animal life were created before man,
while in the second chapter it was directly the re-
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verse, man being created first, and the beasts of the
fleld before the birds of air-—shows how incorreet
the Bible story is. One statement must surely be
wrong. Animals were either creatcd before or after
man. [t could not well hav been both ways.

Geology teaches that there was a time when the
granite and metamorphic rocks oovered the whole
globe; on them the water rested, and of them the
land.surface was everywhers composed; though at
the present but little of this primitiv surface re.
maink. It has been covered by sediment, carried
down or worn down by the waters, and only those
portions which hav not been worn away or under
water, and &0 hav never been covered by sediment.
But the Bible has nothing upon this subject.

Geology teaches that the pebbles and the graval
found in such almost endless quantity ¢n and near
the surface of the carth are disintegrated portions of
rock, and in the course of ages bav been worn round
and smooth by the aetion of water. The Bible has
nothing to say of this.

(zeology teaches of the glacial period, which
must hav been long before the era of man, when
large portions of the earth’s surrace was cov.
ered with vast bodies of ice, which moved some-
what as glaciers do now on the elevated mountains
of Switzeriand, in Greenland, and other cold coun-
tries, and oarried immense bodies of rock, cutting
and plowing into the surface rocks of the esrth, cut-
ting grooves and furrows, and making the rocks
thus earried smooth and roundish in form. In thou.
sands of cases these large tramsported boulders are
found at a distance of hundreds of miles from
where kindred rocks exist and from where they must
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hav been taken. In this way, by rock-grinding and
wearing away for great periods of time, together with
the oxydization of rocks, soils were produced. But
the Bible tells us nothing of all this.

Geology teaches that great changes hav taken
place on the earth’s surface. Whoere large bodies of
dry land once existed is now covered by waters of
the ocean, while in numerous other cases land, and
even mountain, hav been thrown up from the sea.
On some of the spurs of the Himalaya Mountains
marine fossils, coral remains, sea-shells, ete., are
found, which prove that those mountains were once
foreced up from the level of the ocean. The same
proofs are found high up on other mountains, and
we hav the same in our own country. Certain por-
tions of the earth’s surface hav been depressed, while
other portions hav been greatly elevated. But the
Bible teaches nothing of this kind.

There are many other lessons tanght by geology
which are not alluded to in the Bible, and which
were wholly unknown to those who wrote the frag.-
mentary booke of which the Bible is composed. It
is the same in still grander portions of the universe.
Astronomy teaches that the sun is a million times
larger than our earth, that some of cur sister planets
are thousands of times larger than the earth, that
many of the fixed stars are immense suns snd centers
of other systems, and that they are vastly larger
than our sun, and many of them so far away that
light, which travels nearly 200,000 miles per second,
requires millions of years to travel from them to us.
This is additional proof that the universe has existed
for inconceivable periods of time. But the writer of
Genesis knew nothing of sll this  He clearly did not
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know that the earth is round, turns daily on its axis
and revolves annually round the sun. He did not
even know of the Western hemisphere on which we
liv. His knowledge was far less than that of a
schoolboy of our time, ten years of age.

Suill Mr. Whitehead insists that the very crude and
imperfeey story of the Bible must be taken not ounly
as veritable history, but as the word of God. Before
oven the credit of history 18 accorded to it we should
know when it was written, by whom it was written,
what facilities were possessed for obtaining informa-
tion, whether the writers were reliable and worthy
of credit. Boat unfortunately we hav none of this
information. We hav no knowledge as to when
the hook of (Genesis was written nor by whom. Who-
ever wrote it could not hav lived till millions of
vesrs from the time of the creation he attempts w0
describe, bat of which he clearly knew nothing. His
gtory is not entitled to credit, and falls far, far be-
low the dignity of “history.” Tt is merely fable.

It is commonly ascribed to Moses as author, as are
the firat five books in the Bible, called the Penta-
teuch, but there is not an iota of proof that the claim
is eorrect, for it s nowhere stated in the books, nor
in any part of the Dible, that Moszes wrote them.
But there is positiv proof that be could not hav
written them becanss they refer to eventa that did
not cecar till long after hig death—for instance, of
the city of Dan, and the kings of Judah, It is ask.
ing quite too much that we must believe he could
write currecily of what took place thousands of
years before he was born, and huondreds of years
after his death, as well of bis own death and burial.
The greater portion of the Bible is of the same
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anonymons character. Nobody knows who wrote it
nor when it was written, and the writers do not
olaim they wrote by divine aid. Yes, theology makes
far too heavy demands upon our credulity. As
there is no merit in believing that of which there is
no proof, it isabsurd to accept groundless statements
as truth.

The soundest and most reliable students and eritics
of the Bible are of the opinion that Genesis was not
written till a few centuries before our era, and that
the Pentateuch is the work of different individasls.
It is belived that the cosmogony of Genesis was bor-
rowed from the Babylonians wher the Jews roturned
from their captivity in that country. It 18 clearly
proved by the earthen tablets found in Nineveh and
Babywlon, and which are now in the British Museum,
that the people of thoss cities had such a theory of
gsosmogony nearly four thousand wvears ago. That
the Jews borrowed this theory seems highly proba-
ble, and there i# certainly no proof to the contrary.

The aid of inspiration in the writing of Genesis or
the Pentatench is not even claimed in these books,
and there is not the slightest reason for thinking
that Moses or (God bad anything to do with the
writing of them. The story of creationand the Gar-
den of Eden is clearly allegorieal or fabulons, and
was written by one who knew less about the origin
of things than is known to.day. Mr. Whitchead is
clearly too intelligent & man to think for a moment
that they are * veritable history,” or should receive
any more credence than any other ancient fable,
written by those who knew nothing of what they
wrotla.
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Our friend objects to the term fable as applied to
(Genesis, but any story that tells of & garden apot where
four rivers hav their source, about knowledge and
long life growing upon trees, about men being made
of clay, and woman, with her nerves, tissues, flesh,
and blood, being drawn out from a small rib-bone,
about 3 suake, which hag no organs of speech, con-
versing iu human language, about water descending
upon the e¢arth for forty days at the rate of seven
hundred and fifty feet per day, about all forms of
animal life, amounting to milhions, being pot togather
and kept in a big box for thirteen months, is only
worthy the term of fable. It cannot be trus, It is
absurd to call 1t “history.” And, what is cheering, the
lessons of geology, of astronomy, and other sciences
are being more and more acospted by the thinking
among men; and the silly stories abont the ereation,
about the formation of man and woman, sbout the
talented snake ruining them and defeating his maker
at the same time, about that impossible flood, are
being less and less believed. Itcertainly seems that
Mr. Whitehead hasintelligence enough notto longer
giv in his adherence to such groundless, unsupported,
and senseless stories. He would do well to read
Cal. Ingersoll’s “Some Mistakes of Moses,” Prof.
Westbrook’ * The Bible, Whence and What,” or
Bronson Keeler’s “Short History of the Bible.” He
should not revere falsehood because it has antiquity,
and should not believe as true that of which there i8
not the slightest proof.

As Mr. Whitehead objecta to being made to * gulp
down " the statement that, according to the Bible,
the ereation of the earth and of man took place less
than six thousand years ago, we also decidedly ob-
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ject to “gulping down " the absurd claim that the
writings of wholly unknown persons, written in an
nopkpown period, and afterward massed into one
volume, a8 both reliable history and the word of
God, when neither ia so much as elaimed by the
writers tnemselvs, [t seems very easy for our friend
to “gulp down " the latter, whether the former will
“gulp” or not. The ease with which our Christian
friends accept the claim that thos> uuknown writers
wrote by the help of (God, and that they know what
toek place hundreds and thousands of years before
they were born, shows the remarkable facilities pos-
gessod for “gulping down.” If the Christians do
not “ gulp 7 fanle for truth, no people ever did.

The following facts with reference to the older
part of the Bible may be stated. It is eqnally un-
known when and by whom they were written. It is
nov even known wher and by whom they were com-
piled sod made into a book or canon. It has been
thonght it was done by Ezra after he had led a por-
tion ot the Jews back to Palestine from Babylon. It
is far more probable that he and his scribes wrote
them than shat they were written by the persons
whaose nawmes they bear. The canon was probably
fixed up long after he was dead. But all is uncer.
tainty and doubt. It was not at first thought that
the books were writien orinspired by (rod; that was
wholly an sfterthought. It was a claim set up by
priests long after the writers wera dead.

We hav net the books now in the form in which
they were written; parts were left out and parta
added, according to the whim of the compilers.
Nothing prevented their making such changes as they
pleased. The crudeness and carelessness with which
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they performed the work is exemplified in the facts
that the last two verses of 2 Chronicles and the first
of Hzra are the eame; that nearly half the books at-
tributed to Isaiah were not written by Isaiah at all,
but by an unknown person in Babylon, and some vwo
hundred and fifty years after the time of Isaiab; still
later pieces were also added to the collection attrib.
uted to Isaiak; that the book of Daniel, which has
been looked upon as & wonderful mass of proph.
80y, was not written by Daniel at all, and not till the
Maceabean period, abont 163 B c.-—four hundred
years after Daniel was dead, and long after the
events had waken place referred to by the pretended
provhecy. To this forgery sscribed to [Duniel were
added the Praver of Az.rias, the Song of the Three
Children, the History of Susaunah, and Bel and the
Dragon, and these are to.day by half the Christian
workd—the Catholics—regarded as divine aathe other
portions of the Bible. All these things show how
eanily the “ gulpiog ” process s prrformed by those
who are compelled to “gulp down™ fables and un-
known writings as “history 7 divinely imspired.
The erednlous believers, like onr friend, are ready to
“oulp” whatever is stated in that collection of un-
known authors; such accounts as the waters of Noab's
flood reaching five miles high; of the forms of ani-
mal life existing together in a close vessel over a
year; of the river Nile being tarned to blood, and
other equally impoessible plagues of Egypt; of the
Red Sea parting its waters and walling op on each
side, making a dry roadway through it, fer one set
of human beings to be saved and anvther sevdrowned ;
of two or three million of people with all their cattle
living in an arid desert for forty years, all their food
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for that period being sent from heaven in the form
of manna; of stones being thrown down from heaven
to kill human beings, and, upon their giving out, of
Joshua’e stopping the sun sod moon that he might
hav daylight for committing more slanghter; of
Samson killing a lion with his hands; of his catch-
ing three hundred foxes and tying their tales to-
gether, and setting corn fields on fire; of his slaying
a thousand men with the jaw-bone of an ass; of his
carrying off the heavy gates of Gazi and overthrow-
ing the pillars of a temple with his hands and kill.
ing three thousand people; of three young men being
¢ast into a highly-heated furnace without the slight-
o8t injury; about Danviel being thrown into a den of
lions; abount Jonah being swallowed by a fish, re.
tained three days under water without air, and then
vomited aafely on dryland, and much more of g simi.
lar character needless to mention. Our friend has
to acoept all these as *“history” and the inspired
word of God. We are compelled to regard “it as
fable, and of not the slightest reliability or trath.

In treating the snbject of the suthenticity of Bible
books, no less & Bible scholar than Prof Samuel
Davidsen admits the truth of muck set forth in the
foregoing. In speaking of the changes and modifica-
tivos which hav been made by collectors and com-
pilers of the nnknown writers, he says:

Men of prophetic gifis wrote in the name of distinguished
prophets, and put their productivns with those of the latter, or
adapied aod wrote them over after their own fashion. The
Aiftieth and fifty-first chapters of Jeremial show such over-
writing. To Zecharish’s suthentic oracles were attachsd chap-
wors ix and xiv, themselvs made up of two parts (iz-xi ; xib-xiv)
belonging to different times and asuthers prior to the destruction
of the Jewish state by the Babylonians
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The soferim, as the successors of the prophets, must hav cor-
rected and revised the sacred bocks to some extent. Wea need
not hesitate to sllow that they scrmetimes arravged parts and
even, added matier of theiv own, Inthe time of the canon’s en-
tire preparaticn they and the other priests, with writers and
scholars generally, redacted the nstional literaturs, excluding
ar sanetioning such portions of it as they saw fit.

From Ezrs's treatment of the oldest law books we infer that
he did not lock upon them as inviolate. Venerable they were,
and s far savred ; but neither perfect nor complete for all
time. . . . The redaction to which he submitted them
shows no superstitious reverence. With him canonical and
Avly were not identical. Nor does the idea of an foumediate
dizine »uthority appesr to hav dominated the mind of Nehe-
mish acd fus seholars in the selection of books.

The scribes who followed Eara, ©* Sesing what he did, would
naturaidy follow his example. and wowld not seruple, if’ i seerned
best to rewine the tert in substance as well ax form., They aid
not vefrain from changing what had been written, or inserting
fresh matier.

Tow differences between them (the Pualestinian sod Alexan~
drian vermo: s of the prophets and the Haglographs), cften re-
markauie, prove that these who khad mest to do with the books
did not guard them as they would hav done had they thought
theni wnefallibly wnspared.

Tnus, as this ablest of Bible scholars admits that
the various books composing the Bible were freely
chavged by those who took upon themselvs their
compilation and consolidation; as he confesses they
subtracted and added according to their own desires;
a5 it is nnknown who were the authors of the Pen.
tateuch, of Joshua, Judges, Ruth, the two books of
Bamnuel, the two books of Kings, the two books of
Chronicles, of Esther, Job, Paalms, Proverbs, HEocle-
siastes, the Song of Solomon, and others; as these
books were not for a long time thought to be the
product of the divine mind, it is somewhat amusing
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to see how readily the whole—the claims of divinity,
infallibility, and all—is ““ gnlped down” without a
question by those who hold that believing without
proof is a virtue. As gulpers, the world can show
no superiors. With such credulous people, if the
claim were set up by the fathers of the church that
the moon i8 compuosed of green cheess, or that the
sun is but little larger than a cartwheel, it is highly
probable they would easily accept i,

The two vague quotations given hy our friend
from the poetry of the Dible amount to little more
than as though he had quoted from Shakspere or
Milton. They show no knowledge of the early atate
of matter, nor of the composition of the world,
That they do not abgolately contradict the teaschings
of science amounts to very little. He may think
Moses and the other sapposed Bible writers are
“about right,” but we think the proof is that they
ara about wrong. Those who accept them ss “the
infallible word of (x0d " do wo on the most slender
proof in the world. The stories are fable far more
than history.

As to the eternality of matter, so long as it is im-
possible to increase matter in the slighest degree, or
decrease it in the slightest degree; so long as it can-
nut be created nor destroyed; so long as it is impos-
mble to comprehend how something can come from
nothing, it is more reasonable to look upon matter
a% eternal than to think it an evolation of noth-
ing. It is surely a no greater stretch of the
imagination than to imagin a creator and that he is
eternal. While our friend insists that he does not
know that matter is eternal, it may be as truthfully
insisted that he does not know that it is not eternal,
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‘When he can show how it i8 possible for matter to
come from nothing it will be time enough to believe
it had a beginning. His analogy of butting against
the pyramids of Egypt, and then concluding they are
sternal, seeme not to possess special force. The mat-
ter of which the pyramids are composed ig, of counrse,
eternal, but the form in which they now are had a be-
ginning. The forms and combination of matter are
aslways changing, more or less rapidly, but matter
itself never comes into existence and never goes ont.

Our friend brings no new fact to light when he
ssserts that matter is not a simple element, but
comprises over sixty distinet elements, including
oxygen, hydrogen, nitrogen, chlorine, carbon, aul-
phur, potassinm, sodinm, iron, gold, silver, copper,
ete. No person will dispute this. But when he
asks which of these 18 eternal, and whence the others
come, the rational answer is, they are all eternal;
one can neither be converted into another, nor can
one of them come from nothing. They are capable
of combining endlessly with each other in new
combinations and organizations, but none of them
comes into existence—none goes out. The fact of the
ever-varying combinations that may be formed of
these elements is the only rational explanation of
the origin of the world. Thers is clearly a possi-
bility for the elementsto unite in the form they now
are, and the conditiors must hav been favorable to
the result or it wonld not hav taken place. There
was a natural cause for every result that has taken
place. Causes, forces, and material may be regarded
as eternal, but results, combinations, and conditions
oome and pass aWay.

The *inertia of matter” iz another mistake.
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Striatly spesking, matter is not inert, but 18 eternally
charged with life, or the possibility of entering into
new combinations, producing new forms, and de-
veloping new life.  There i inorganic life a8 well aa
organic, and without the one the other would not be
possible. The inherent powers of matter are egmual
to all the results which hav been produced by the
myrisds of combinations that hav taken place. If
matter is really inert no form of life could be pos.
gible. Where inorganio forms of matter end, and
organic furms begin, is a deep and intricate subjrct,
and not yet fully understood; but it in not difficult
to comprehend that the gradation of the coarser
forms of matter to the higher forms of life is a reg-
alar and patural one. Matter in the inorganic do-
main existe in numerous degrees, and it is the same
in the organic world—almost endless forms are
found to exist. The connecting link between the in.
organic and the organic is a# natural sud simple a8
the rest if a8 well understood. It is known that cer-
tain combinations and gnalities of inorganic matter
are essential to organic life, that the subtle forces of
nature (the concomitants of matter) hav an impor-
¢ant office in the premises, and that the lower farms
of organic life are but a slight remove ahove proto-
plasmie, or properly combined organic matter. With-
out these conditions organic life would not be possi-
ble; but every step from the lowest form of inor-
ganic matter to the highest form of orgsnic life is
perfectly natural, for nothing strictly unnatural ever
took place.  Let it be reiterated, all canwes are nat-
aral causes, all laws are natural laws, all processes
are nataral processes, and all results are natural re-
gults. Nature does everything and super-nature
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nothing. Nature is the highest; nature is the low-
@8t : nature is all.

Now for the dream part of Christianity. If our
friend will notice what we said he will see that we
did not say that “the New Testament is founded on a
dream,” as he has it in his last, but that Christianity
isfounded upon a dream. This propesition is certainly
essy of demonstration. The fundamental claim of
Christianity 18 that Jesns was miraculously begotten
by God, that he is absolutely and to all intents and
nurposes the son of God, that he had not a natural
father, that he was sent into the world to die as &
propitiation or atonement for the sins of the world,
and that all who believe this are to enjoy the beati.
tudes of heaven forever, while all who do not or can
not believe must suffer the torments of hell to all
eternity. If, then, Jesus was not the son of God, if he
was not miraculously begotren, if his mother was not
s virgin even after her conception and bringing forth,
then the foundation of Christianity is taken away,
and all the dodging, sophistry, and special pleading
in the world cannot prevent it.

It is but simply stating the truth that all the
grounda there are in the world that such an unnat.
ural thing ever tock place is the dream which a pre.
tender falsely wrote that Matthew narrated over
fifty vears after the dream was dreamed. If Mr.
Whitehead can show any other authority on which
to base the divinity of Jesus, or his heavenly parent-
age, he is requested to produce it. In the story
accorded to Luke he mentions a vision that Mary had
of & call from the angel Gabriel, on which cccasion
the angel is said to hav told the young girl of a visit
his master, or the Holy Ghost would make her, when
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& little overshadowing would be performed; bat all
this was in the future, and thestory does notsay that
the vieit and the overshadowing ever took place.
All the authority the Christian church bas, then, that
Jesus is the begotten son of God is that dream nar-
rated by the (psendo-Matthew, nearly two hundred
years after the dreamer ceased toexist. If, then, we
arenot justified insaying that Christianity restsupona
fable and a dream, let it be clearly shown. The claun
that *“the vision was given to quiet the jealous fears
of the old man Joseph respeciing the condition of
the girl to whom he was engaged’™ 18 begging the
question. That is all the proof there iz that Jesunt
was begotten by a ghost or spirit, and had the story
not been told to incite the faith of the Christian
world in the divinity of Jesus, it might better hav
not been tald. If the dream satisfied Joseph, and
that was all the object to be produced, there was no
necessity for repeating the dream. Joseph was al-
ready pacified, and that wae all that was necessary,
The dream-gossiper had better held his peace.

Our friend fsin wonld make it appear that the tour
gospels in the New Testament were known to Barna-
bas, Clemens Romanus, Ignatius, Polycarp, Papais,
ete. Although he gnotes Wheeler to beost up the
claim, it positivly canoot stand. Not one of these
persons knew of the gospels of Matthew, Mark, Luke,
and John, neither did Justin Martyr, Tertullian,
Hegesippus, Basilides, Valentinus, Marcion, Tatian,
Dionysiue of Corinth, Melito of Sardis, Claudius
Apollonaris, Athenagoras, Ptolemus, Heracleon, nor
any others of the early fathers and antherities up to
the time of Irenmus after the year 180. This lat-
ter, as before observed, was the first to mention
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the four gospels, in the New Teatament. It is most
clear that up to histime they wers unknown, and the
reasons that Irenmus give why there were four goas-
pels, and conld be no more aud no less, are of the most
frivolous character—because there are four quarters
of the world, because there are four general winds,
and because cherubims hav four faces. More
sophistical reasons and propa to sustain four unau-
thentic gospels could not be devised ; and it must be
insisted upon that a person, whether bishop or not,
capable of advancing such argnments in favor of un.
supported pretensions I8 unworthy of eredit.

It 18 not strange after an examinsation into the
character of the fourth gospel that the learnsad author
of * Supernatural Religion ™ should use such language
a6 this: * We hav seen that whilst there is not one
particle of evidence during a century and a half after
the events recorded in the fourth gospel that it was
composed by the son of Z-bedes, there is, on the
gonirary, the strongest reason for believing that he
did not write it.” It is not strange that when speak-
ing of the authenticity of the gospels and of the
period when the claim for them was set np Dr.
Westcott should call it “the dark age of Christian
literature.” There 18 most undeniably a great want
of proof of the authenticity of the gospels, and the
whole story of Jesus, and of the immaculate con-
ception, of the miracles performed by Jesus, of his
rising from the dead, and of his physical ascension
up into the ethereal regions. These things were
clearly untaught and nokoown in the first century,
snd were not taught by the apostles nor their im-
mediste disciples in the first century. They wers
wholly the inventions of the more unscrupulous
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fathers and writera of the second century when a
necessity, in order to satisfy the prevalent love of
the supernatural and wonderful, was thought to exist.

In his able work, the *F History of the Christian
Religion to the Year 200" Judge Charles B. Waite,
A M, after vears spent in examination of all the
early anthorities upon the Christian religion lays
down these propositions which cannot be successfully
disputed :

1. No ons of the four gospels is mentioned in any other part
of the New Testament. [This assuredly would not hav been
the case hiad they been the oldest, and the foundation upen which
the whole was built.]

2. No work of art of any kind has ever been diseovered, no
painting or engraving, no seulpture or other relic of antiguity
which may be looked upon as furnishing additional evidepes of
the existencs of thoss gospels, and which was executed earlier
than the latter part of the second century. HKven the explors.
tiong of the Christian catacombs failed to bring to light any
avidenoe of that character.

8. The four gospels were written in Greek, and there was no
translation of them into other languages earlier than the third
pantury.

4. No mauunseript of the gospels are i axistencs dating farther
back than the lourth century. Of that century, or the next,
there ars three or four, and some twenty or thirty, mors than &
thousand years old.

&, No uautograph manuscript of any of the gospels has
ever been kuown, so far as there is any authentic record, nor
bas any credible witness ever claimed to hav seen such & manu-
seript.  No one has ever claimed to hav seen such a manuscript
of either of the four gospels in the hand.writing of Luke,
Mark, Matthew, or Johm. If the autograph manuseripts had
ever existed they would hev been preserved among the most
sacred relica of the church,

6. During the first two centuries tradition was esteemsd of
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more value, nd oetter evidence of the gnspel history, than any
written books or macuseripts,

7. Tha dialeet in which the New Testament books wer
written, & sort of Hebraistic Greek, has been copsidered evi-
denca of their antiquity, But this dialest prevailed three cent.
uries after Chirist, and was i3 full use during the second centary.,
The same or similar Hebraisms abound in the apoehryphal gos-
pels of that age.

8. The canonical gospels were selected by the bishops
from & large nomber then in circulation,

In the conclusion of his exhaustiv and careful
work of 450 pages this author says:

In taking & generel review of the first hundre d and seventy
vears of the Christian religion the first thing that strikes the
mind is the dearth of material from which to construct a reli-
able history. Ii is seen &t ovee how much must rest upon
probability in its different degrees—how much must be rele-
gated to the provinee of speculatien. The works of the only
church historian who wrote during that pericd, lost or destroyed,
the few fragments that are left being of comparativly no value
—the writings of Porphyry and others who wrote against
Christianity, awl those of the heretic Chrigtians, all destroyed-—
there rewain « lv the works of some of the orthodox fathers,
and the text of thrse in & mutilated and corrupted condition,

Such is the material st the hands of the historian. Of
course he cannot rely implicitly upen the ansapported assertion
of mny such writer for the truth of any historiesal fsct what-
ever. In every instance he is obliged to serutinizs carefuily,
and endeavor to ascartain whether any ulterior motive may hav
prompied whatever statement may be under consideration, If
he can find nope, and the fact stands uncontradicted by other
writers, it Is cautiously scoepted. Under such circumstances
progress is slow and uncertain.  The most that any writer can
hepe to accomplish is to place in proper shaps whet is already
known, and to establish here and there a landmark for the bene-
fit of subseqguent historians.

In conclusion, as the resnlt of this investigation, it may be
repested that no evidence is found of the existence in the first
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gentury of either of the following doctrins: the immaculsate
sonception-—the miracles of Christ—his material resurrection.
No one of these gospeis is to be found in the episties of the
New Testament, nor hov we been able to find them in other
writings of the first centory.

As to the four gospels, in coming to the conclusion that
they were not written in the first century, we hav but recorded
the eonviction of the most sdvanced scholars of the present
day, irrespectiv of their religious views in other respects; with
whom the question as pow presented = **How early in the
second ceutury were they composed? ™

Discarding as inventiens of the second century, having no
historical foundation, the threa doctring above named, and
mueh else which must necessarily stand or fall with them, what
remains of the Christian religion ?

Mr. Whitehead speaks of quotations that were
made from what were called gospels, by some of
the fathers of the second century. Right enough ;
that is quite possible.  The first foew centnries of the
church were full of “gospels™ and “epistles” some
of which have been preserved to the present time
and many of which have been lost, We have whatis
ealled the Apochryphal New Testament in which are
the gospel of the Birth of Mary, the Protevangelion,
the First Gospel of the Infancy of Jesus Christ,
Thomas’s Gospel of the Infancy of Jesus Chriat, the
Goepel of Nicodemus or the Acte of Pontius Pilate,
the same followed by numerons epistles of so apoe-
ryphal character. Among the lost gospels are the
Gospel of Paunl, the Gospel of the Hcbrows, the
Gospel of the Egyptians, the Gospel of Perfection,
the Gospel of Philip, the Gospel of Andrew,the Syr-
ia¢ Gospel, the Gospel of Matthias, Gospel of Judas
Iscariot, (Gospel of Apelles, Gospsl of Barnabas
Gospel of Basilides, the Clementine Gospel, Gospel,
of Bartholomew, Gospel of Eve, Gospel of Cerinthus,,
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Gospel of Encratites, the Eternal (rospel, Gospel of
the Gnostics, Gospels of Hesyohius, Gospel of Justin,
Gospel of James the Less, Gospel of Jude, Gospel
of the Lord, Gospel of Lucius, Gospels of Lucianus,
Gospel of Life, Gosrel of Longinus, Gospel of Manes,
Gospel of Marcion, Gospel of Merinthus, Gospel of
Seythianus. Gospel of Simonides, Gospel of Thaddens,
Gospel of Tatian, Gospel of Truth, and almost as
many more a8 may be desired. It is claimed that
within the first three centuries of the Christian era,
there wers two or three hundred gospels and epistles
named after some apostle, diseiple, father, or bishop.
It is not olaimed they were written by the men
whose names they bore, nor that they were written
by inspiration, but there seems to have been a mania
for writing gospels. BMany of the young priests and
zealous believers conceived it their privilege to write
a gospel and give it the name of such distinguished
disciple, saint or teacher as they fancied. The same
right was exercised to write & gospel as is now used
by many in writing an aceount of Garfield’s death,
or Guitesn’s execution.

Admitting the correctness of our friend’s claim
that Barnahas, Clement, Ignatius, Papias, and others
guoted from gospels, they must have been some of
the foregning or others, and not the four gospels of
Matthew, Mark, Lnke, and John, which most posi-
tivly were not known to one of the persons named.
The gespels which were read in the early churches
previous to the year 180 were not either of onr pres-
ent four gospels of the New Testament, but those
decided to be apocryphal. Ir the contentions and
quarrelsome couneils of bishops which assembled to
decide which gospels and epistles should be accepted
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as gennin it is well known thet in some eouncils
books were discarded which are now considered
genuin, and some were acoepted which hav been
ginge discarded. The whele :ffair seems to hav
been a medley of confusion and uncertainty. There
is pothing to show that the tinally accepted books
are any more genuin than those discarded. But
let it be remembered by Mr. Whitehead, and every
person seeking after the truth, that the four gospels
were not mentioned antil Bishop Ires wos ealled at-
tention to them when he gave his absurd resson
for just those and none others. The gospels that
had been alluded to before and quoted from were
the other gospels since disoasrded as not being trath.
ful nor inapired.

There is grest probability that there was more or
lesa similarity between mauny of the gospels—some
borrowirg from others and all borrowing from the
legends and traditions in existence. That many of
them are strictly unreliable is clear to be seen;
that one of them was penned by divine aid there is
not the first particle of proof. There is claimed to
hav been s gospel of Matthew, and that it had also
been called the gospel of the Hebrews, but it clearly
wags not the gospel which we call the gospel of
Matthew. That was written in Hebrew, while thie,
never wad in Hebrew, and was written in Greek.

Our friend gets the gospels snmewhat confused,
when he intimates that Celsus wrote against the gos.
pels of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and Jobhn. There is
considerable diversity of opinion a8 to the time when
Celsus lived; and it is said there were two per.
sons by the name. It is claimed by some that the
Celsus against whom Origen wrote flourished abont
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the year 160, while others insist that he was a con-
temporary of Origen, who lived in the fore part of
the third century. Whatever time Celsus lived, how-
ever, very little 18 known of whav he wrote, for his
Christian sdversaries w00k very good care to destroy
his writings, a8 they did the writings of Porphyry and
others who were opposed to them. Allthatio known of
what he wrote i what Origen was rather compelled to
hand down t¢ us in the paragraphs which he guoted
to refute. (lus thing i certain, that Celsur did not
80 much writc against any particulsr gospels; out of
the two hundred which existed, a8 against the
general claims of Christianity, according to the
legends that had been preached for a hundred vears
or more. It must be seen that Celsus is a wesk
prop to hold up the four canonical gospels.

The same may be said of Marcion. He, though a
heretie, had a gospel of his own, {rom which it is
belisved that the gospel of Luke was partially
composed, but be assuredly had nothiog te say,
pro or cuvn, of the four goapels, now declared to
be the inspired word, but which were usknown till
after his time.

When Mr. Whitehead makes the assertion that
the gospels are a8 “well suthenticated as any other
books inexistence™ he certainly makesa very extrava-
gant statement, and one that is not at all borne out
by the facts. I{ he mesns all of the two hundred
gospels alluded to it is only necessary to say that all
but four of them hav been discarded by the various
councile that hav been held to act upon them, and
by the common consent of the church, while the four
that hav been retained are shown to hav been

]

anknown till after the year 130, and consequently
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spuricus forgeries or frands, not written by the pre.
tended authors of them. If this most damaging
character means “well suthenticated,” it muet be
that langusge has obtained new meaning. If there
are any books in the world less authenticated we
wonld like to know which they are.

The fact adduced that Christians were persecuted,
and from that the argument urged that their dootrins
are true, will hardly work, or, what is equally unfor-
tunate, it proves too much. If belug persecuted proves
& belief to be true, then a8 Christiana hav perseented
others a thousand times more than they hav been
persecuted themselvs they hav proved the belief of
their victims a thousand times troer than their own.

As to the fathera being designing and ignorant, a
few words may be said. The charge of “ignorant™
may be gqualified to this extent, that while they were
80 ignorant as not to be scquainted with many of
the simplest facts and lawe of nature, they wera not
80 ignorapt as not to know their right hands from
their left ur to go in the house when it rained. We
propose, however, to let a few excellent witnesses
bear testimony a8 to their ignorance and supersti-
tions, as well a8 to the correctness and moral guali-
ties of some of them. First let Prof. Davidson say
a lew words:

The infancy of the canon was cradled in an uncritical age,
and rocked eith traditional ease. Conzcientious care was not
directed from the firet to the well-suthenticated tsstimony of
eye-witnesses. OFf the three fathers who contrilated most to
ita early growth, Ireneus was credulous aud blundering; Ture
tullian passionate and ene-sided; and Clement, of Alexandria,
imbued with the freasures of Greek wisdom, was mainly oeens
pled with scclesiasical ethics,

Irenwus agress that the gospels should be four in pumber,
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neither more or less, because thers are four universal winds and
four quarters of the world The Word or Architect of all things
garve the gospel in afonr-foid shape. Acerrding to thisfather
the apostles were fully informed concerning all things, and had
a perfect knowledge after their Lord’s ascension,

He says, ** Matthew wrote his gospels while Peter and Paul
were preaching in Roms, and founding the church.”  Such as.
sertions ghow hoth ignorance and exsggeration.

Tertullian sffirms that the tradition of the apostolic churche:
guarantesa the four gospels, and refers his readers to the
churches of Corinth, Philippi, Epbesus, ete., for the suthentie
epistles of Pavl. What is this but the rhetoric of an eathu-
sast?

Clement contradicts himself in making Peter authorise
Mark’'s gospel to be read in the churches, while in anctaer
place he says the apostle “ neither forbade nor encouraged it.”

The three fathers of whom we are speaking had neither the
ability nor inclinstion to examin the genesis of documents sur-
rounded with an apostolic halo. No analysis of their cuthen-
teity and genuinness was seriously attempted In its ab-
senoe, custom, accident, taste, practical needs, dirscted the
tendency of tradition. Al the rhetoric employed to throw the
value of their teatimony so far back as possible, even up to or
very near the apostle John, is of the vaguest sort.  Appeals to
the continuity of tradition and of church doctrin, to the excep-
tional veneration of these fathers for the gospels, to their opin-
ions being formed esrlier than the composition of the works in
which they are expressed, possess no foree.

The ends which the fathers in question had in view, their
polemic motivs, their wuncritical, inconsistent assertions,
their want of sure data, detract from their testimony. Their
decisions were much mora the result of pious feeling, biasad by
the theological speculations of the times, than the conclusions
of & sound judgment, The very arguments they uss to estab.
lish certain conclusions show weakness of perception.  Whak
are the manifestations of epiritual fecling ocompared with the
result of logical reasoning ?  {Davidson on the Canon, pp. 128,
124).

Thus we hav the testimony of one of the ablest
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and clearest minds that has ever written upon the
canon that the fathers most depended upon to es-
tablish the anthenticity of the small books forming
it were “ignoraat,” “credulous,” *blondering,”
“passionate,” “one-sided,” “‘uneritical,” *incon-
sistent,” ¢ possessed undus enthusiaem, with contra.
dictions,” “ exaggerations,” “not possessing ability
or inclination to examin,” * attempting no analysis
of genuinness,” “an unressonable apostolic rever.
ence,” * custom, accident, taste, aud the tendency of
tradition taking the place of careful examination,”
“a disposition to misrepredent,” *‘ exceptional ven-
eration of the fathers for the gospels older than the
composition,” * want of data,” *“their decisions the
result of pious feeling,” “ based upon [incorrect]
theological speculations,” ““unsound judgment,”
“weakness of perception,” “lack of logical reason-
ing.” These are the characteristios of the fathers
depended upou to estsblish the authenticity of a
gospel story which has no solid foundation to rest
apon, and which is clearly of an apocryphal charac-
ter. The charge of ignorance is thus most clearly
established.

The opinion that the early supporters of the gos.
pel story were incapable, ancritical, and dishonest,
and that many fraudulent productions were foisted
into notiee, is supported by other testimony. Mo-
gheim, the great ecclesiastical histerian, givs the
*ollowing evidence:

Thers were & pumber of commentaries filled with imposi~
tions and fables on our Savior's life and sentiments, eompossd
soon after his ascent into heaven [an unsuthentic snd improbe
able event] by men who, withrut being bad, perhaps wers
superstitious, simple, and piously deceitful, To these wera
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afterward added other wrinr gz, fadsely asoribed to the most
haby apostles by rroudulent individ als,

He adds the vwery damagiug testimony that the
early Christinn falhers and others fell into the per-
nicious error of deeming it sos only lawiul bur com-
mendable to deceive and la for the sake of creed
snd plety. He contibued in this way:

This vies early sprasd woony the Christlans.  Of this no one
will doubt who calls w0 wind the pumerous forgeries of books
under the nwroes of cminent men, the Sibyline verses, aud 1
Enow not what besides, o large mass of which appesred in this
age (the second centurr) avd subsequently. I would not say
that the arthodox Cnri«tians forged all the books of this char-
acter 3 on the coptrary, it s probable that the greater part of
them originated from the founders of the (Gnosde secrs. Yet
that the Christians who were fres from heterodox views were
not whaolly free from this faule i tee clear Lo Be Jeniied.

The ignorance and superatition of the early fathers
ars made olear by what they taught., Clement of
Rome, at the end of the first ceutury, taught as true
the fable of the phenix, which was said 10 renew ita
life every five hundred years, rising from it dead
ashes. He believed this mythical bird had a real ex-
istenos, and quoted what he supposed to be a fact to
prove the doectrin of the resurrection of the body,
Tertuilian believed the same absardity, and after
Celsus had shown the fallacy, Origen defended the
fable, also believing in it truth.

Barnabas, or the person who wrote the epistle
beariug his name, ignorantly believed that the hyena
ehanged ita sex every year, being alternately male
and female; that a hare bears a8 many voung as it is
~years old; that 8 weasel is lmpregnated in the
mouth; that the reason why men should esat only
- snimals with 8 cloven hoof was because the right.
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eous people lived in this world, but had expectatione
of the next.

Justin Martyr Lelieved in demons, and that they
were a hybrid between angels snd the danghters of
men; that ingane people were possessed by devils or
demons. He sald the food of apgels consisted of
mspns.  Athensgoras also believed in demons; that
angels were distributed over the universe to keep it
regular, and that they cohabited with the daughters
of men and produced gisnts and demons. Theophi-
lus argued that the paing of women in child-birth
and the fact thau snakes crawl upon their bellies
were proofs that the fable of creationand the Garden
of Eden is true. Tertullian held that the hyena an-
nually changes its sex, and that the stag renews ite
youth by eating poisonous spakes. He also taught
that eclipses and comets were indications of God’s
snger and forerunners of great calamities. He held
that volcanoes were the chimneys of hell, and that the
voleani¢c eondition is & punishment inflicted upon
monntaing a8 & warning to wicked men; that demons
are the cause of diseases and that they send them nupon
humsan beings to torment and annoy them; that they
canse blight to grain, and are the source of all the ac-
cidente and migtortunes that befall peopleinthisworld.
He tanght the monstrous absurdity that a corpse once
moved along of itself in & cemetery wo make room
for another corpee to lie beside it.  He recommend.-
ed magistrates to summon befors them persons pos-
gessed with a devil, and eaid 1f the devil did not
acknowledge himeelf to e a devil be would falsely
claim to be a god, and then must be killed.

Clement of Alexandria taught that hail storms,
tempests, and plagues are caused by demons; that
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“eredulity is necessary to render faith sasy;” thay
events in the life of Abraham were typical and pro-
phetical of arithmetic and astronomy. He was so
generons as tn teach that the Jews and Gentiles
would hav the pospel preached to them in hell. He
was also lascivious. It has truly been said that
“his chapter on the immorality of pagsn women in
the bath betrays the hatred of the cawaille for the
upper classes, and shows if the bishop of the church
could use such langusge, that the early Christiaus of
Alexandris must hav been from the very lowest grades
of gociety.” His book was so unseemly that hie
trauslaturs wers forced to omit the mest indecent
pArta,

Origen taught that the sun and moon are living
beings endowed with reason and free will, and that
they oceasionally committed sin. He was not gnite
sure whether their souls were created at the same time
with their bodies or existed hefore. He was also rath-
er uneertain whether their sonls would be released at
the time of the destruction of their bodies at the end of
the world. Haclaimed thattheir light was the knowl-
edge and wisdom reflected from the etermal light
snrrounding God’s throne. That they had free will
he proved by a quotation from Job (xxv, 4.5): “How,
then, can man be justified with Ged? Or how can
he be clean that is born of 8 woman? Behold, even
to the moon, and it shineth not; yea, the stars
are not pure in his sight!” That the stars are ra.
tional ereatures he inferred from the fact that they
move, He said, * As the stars move with so much
order and method that under no circumstances
whatever does their course geem to be disturbed, is
it not the extreme of absurdity to suppose that so
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which are not in the slightest degree such, and they would
lock directly into tha face of evidence which established theories
they did not indorse snd still would be nnable to say it was evi-
dence. Now, il the fathers were great scholars, they should
not hav been so persistently in the wrong. They should hav
geen the truth, at least as others did. What has become of tha
namesand memories of the man who stood up for the truth? Are
they even vet ealled great? The Christian church has been
bonoriog the wrong persons.

The ignorance of the fathers not only pertained
to nature but embraced literature as well. Very few
of them understood Hebrew. Justin Martyr quoted
from Jeremiah and called it Isaiah. Clement of
Alexandria quoted as seripture passages found In no
book of the Bible. He also quoted from Paul words
which Paul did not use. In guoting from other
writers he often put in words and sentences not in
the writings of the persony quoted. Tutallian
quoted as in Leviticus a passsge not to be found in
that book. He also misquoted history. He pre.
tended to quote from Isalah a passage not found in
that book, but to be found in Revelation. He com-
mitted many similar inacouracies. The gospel writers
made like errors. The person who wrote the gos-
pel of Matthew attributes to Jeremiah a passage
foand only in Zeochariah; and the writer of Mark
oredits to Isaish a passage which is in Malachi.
The fathers quoted from apoerypbal books the same
as thongh they were genuin; and they zliso quoted
from heathen poets and writers, and often called the
same scripture.  When Panl, even, uses the maxim,
“7¢t is more blessed to giv than to receive,” and at-
tributes it to Jesus, he uses a passage not found in
the four gospels, and his quotation * Evil communi.
cations corrupt good manners” (1 Cor. xv, 33) was
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taken from the * Thais” of Menander, one of the
seven wise men of {sreece. The familiar guotation
“For in him we liv and move and hav our being”
(Acts xvii, 28) ie from the Greek poet Aratus, and
from the * Eymn to Jupiter ¥ of Cleanthes. The
passage Tha Cretiana are always liars, evil beasts,
slow belliee™ (1 Titus i, 12) is taken from the Greek
poet &pzmmmiw, who i# cslled a prophet. Paul
quoted as seripture passages 1ot to be found in the
Old Testament. The writer of Matthew made the
same mistake. He pretended tv quote as the words
of & prophet 1 will open my mouth in parables; I
will ntter things which hav been kept secvet.” There
is no such prophecy, no such language in the Old
Testament.

By way of repstition it may be sald that in the
early churches such apocryphal writings as “The
Revelation of Peter,” “The Revelation of Paual,”
“The Epistle of Clement,” “The Shepherd of Her-
maé,” “The Gospel of Barnabas,” ** The Guospel of
Nicodemug,” “The Gospel of the Hebrews,” and
meny other similar apocrypkal and unautheatic
productions were read and accepted by the fath-
ers as seripture divinely inspired, but there is
ot a thing to show that the four books according
to, not by, Matthew, Mark, Luke, aod Jobon were
ever read or known till late in the second century.
We hav here the strongest proof that what was then
regarded a8 the word of God was afterwards rejectec
by the councils which s&z‘{%:%s‘»r‘gmmi“a? convened to de.
cide which i the word of God, and such writings as
eariv had pot been accepted and were wholly un-
known afterwards, were sccepted as the only genuin
article.
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That the charge of ignorance jastly attiches ta
many of the fathersof the church, and thatof dishon.
esty as well, there 1¢ abundany evideace, but 2 wmall
portion of this can be given here. Mosheim, in part
i, chap 3, of his * Keciesiastics]l History,” says:

The interest of virtue and true religion suffered yet more
grievously by the monstrous errors that were nuiversally adopted
in this century, snd became & source of innumerable calamitias
and mischiefs of succeeding ages. The first of theee moxims
was that & wes an act of virtue to deveive and (e when by
that mesns the interest of the church might be promoted; and
the sevoud, equally borrible, though in avother point of view,
was ‘‘ that errors in religior, when maintained and sdhered to
alter proper admonition wers punishable with civil penalties
and corporal tortures.”’ The former of thess erronecus maxima
was now of long standing. It had been aderted for long ages
past, and had produced an ineredible number of ridiculons
fables, fietitious prodigies, aud pious frauds o the remarkable
detriment to that glorious ¢anze in which they were emyployed.,
And it must be frankly cor fessed that the greatest men and the
most ewivent saints of this century [the fourth] were more or
less tadnted with the infection of this corrupt priveiple, us will
appear evident to such as lock with an attentis eve to their
writings and actions. We wouid willingly except from this
charge Ambrose and Hilisry, Augusrin, Gregory Naziauzen,
and Jerome; but truth, which {5 more respectable than these
venernble futhers, obliges us to luvolve them ‘n the general ac-
cusation.

At another time he savs, a8 transiated by Vidal:

At the time when he [Herma: | wwrote, it was an established
maxim with mauy of the Cliriatians 1o aveil themselvs of {fraud
and decaption, it it was lkely they wonld conduce toward the
attainment of auy considerable good,

He again says:

It was considered that they who made it their business to
deceive, witn a view of promoting the cause of truth, were de-
serving rather of commendation than censurs.
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The French Protestant writer, Casaubon, talks in
& similar way, thus:

It mightily sffecis me v see how maiy thers were in the
earfiest times of the chureh who eonsidered it s capital exploit
to lend to hesveuly teath the help of the'r swa inwentions in
order tha: he new dootrin might be reeceived by the wise
among the gentiles. These officinus lies, they a:d, were devised
for a good end.

Le Clare, corroborating these opinions, says:

Dissembiders of truth are nowhere to be met with in such
abundance s+ among the writers of chur-h history,

M. Daille, another learned and impartial French
writer, in his celebrated work, the “ Use of the
Fathers,” gays:

We find them saying things which they did not themselvs
belleve. They are mutually witnesses against each other, that
they are not to be believed absolutely on their bare word,

In book 1, chap 6, he states, upon the authority of
St. Jerome, that:

Origen, Methodiug, Husebius, Apcilonaris, hav  written
largely sgatost Celsus and Porphyry. Do bul cbeerve their
manner <f arguing, sod what slippery provlems they used.
They alleged against the Gentiles, not what they belisved, but
what they rhought necessary.

Jerome himself adde:

[ ferevear mentiovitg the Latin writers, ag Tertullian,
Cyprian, Mirutivs, Vicoriuus, Laetantivs, Hlilisry, lest I should
rarher seem 10 Gocuse orhers than defend myself.

Daille adds «f the fathers:

They made no saruple to forge whaole baoka.

An able writer in the Helestic Feview of 1814,
page 179, speaks of the fathers in this way:

When we consider the nuwmber of gospels, acts, epistles,
revelations, traditions, sud constitutions which were put in
eircuiation during the first three centuries, and which are un-
questionsbly spuricus, we find sufficlent reason for ezamining
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with care and receiving with extreme caution preductions at-
tributed (o eminent men in the primitiv church. Some of the
early Christians do not appesar to hav possessed,in some points,
% nice sense of moral obligation. The writing of books under
false names, and the circularing of fables, were not sccounted vio-
lations of duty; or, :f the impropriety of such conduet was
falt, the end proposed—ils promotion of the Christisn cause—
was thought to justify the means empleyed for the accom-
plishment.

Let us glance a little further at the characters of
these fathers, upon whom we depend for the sacred
writings of the New Testament. It i3 to Origen
more than to any other that we are indebted for the
gollection of the bookscalled the canon; foritisprin-
cipslly upon his authority that these books were
selected out from the others and regarded as inspired.
It was upon his ipse dizit that the council of Laodices
adopted his collection ae the inspired word of God.
It is well to see what kind of a man he was. DBishop
Horsely, in his reply to Priestly, states:

Origen was not incapable of asserting in argument what he
belisved not, and that a strict regard to truth in disputation
was not one of the virtues of his character.

The bishop farther remarks:

Time was when the practice of usivg unjustifiable mesns to
serve a good cause was openly avowed, and Origen himsell was
among its defenders.

It is, however, sad for the memory of this greatest
of the Christian fathers that there are strong grounds
for believing that late in life he renounced the sys.
tem of Christianity he had labored so hard to es
tablish. That thiz was the case, Robert Taylor says:

It is to be found, however, in Origen’s own writipgs, and is
confirmed in his life in the Greek of Suidas. His dolorous
lamentstions and repentance after this outrageous apostasy
present us with the most aathentic and, at the same time, the
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most demonstrativ view of the lutertor characters of the most
primitiy Christianity; and must salisfy those who dream of &
state of Christianity at any time before the Protestant reforma-
tien, when what are called the principles of the reformation
were the principles of Christianity, how gros-ly their Protestant
temchers hav deceived them.

Kusebius, bishop of Cesarca, was another of the
most important Christian fathers. In faet, he is
about the only authority for the early history of the
ghurch. It has beeu saild by able minds, that * with-
out Kusebiua wo should scarce hav had any knowl-
edge of the history of the first ages of Christianity,
or of the authors who wrote at that time” All
other writers of church history begin where KEusebins
left off. It is of neslight importance that weshould
know, then, what manner of man he was. Truth,
then, requires it to be said that he was not a man
who had an exslted estimate of truth. In the twelfth
book of his * Hvangelical Preparation” he devotesn
whole chapter to proving that falsehood ought to be
used whenever it is required, and he heads the
thirty-first chapter with this question * how far it
may be proper to use falsehood for a mediein, and
for the benefit of those who reqairs to be deceived.”
In another place he says, “1 bav related whatever
might redound to the glory, and I hav suppressed all
that could tend to the disgrace, of our religion.”
Baronins, o sincere advocate of the Christian faith,
cslls Easebius “the great falsifier of ecclesiastical
history, s wily sycophant, a consummate hypocrit,
& time-serving persecutor, who had nothing in his
known life or writings to sapport the belief that he
himself believed in the Christian system.” This
man is confessedly a hypocrit and falsifier, and it ia



84 ANBWERS TO OHRISTIAN QUESTIONS.

greatly to be regretied that all we hav of the early
history of the church, and the apoeryphal writings
which compose itsroriptures, 18 from him.

It is Tittle better with the truthfulness of the other
fathers, hut these poirts must be briefly atated. Of
Irerwus snd Papias Dr. Whithy wrote, and with
nundoubted truth, “as having scandalously delnded
the world with fables and lying narratioos.”

Of Justin Martyr, Mosheim, in an emphatic man-
ner, says, ‘ Much of what Justin savs 15 wholly un.
deserving of credit”

Of the fathers Clement of Alexandria and Lictan-
ting the Rov. Mr, Jones, in his ¢ New Full Method
of Settling the Canonie:l Authority of the New
Testamenut,” psge 34, part ii, says it was the prac.
tice with them to make uwse of testimonials ont of
forgeries and spurious books to prove the very foun.
dation of Christian revelation.”

8t. Jerome, anthor of the Vulgate or Latin transla-
tion of the Bible, and esteemed as one of the first dig-
nitaries of the early church, saysquite enongh to con-
vict himself, and in these words: “1 do not find
fault with an error which proceeds from a hatred
toward the Jews, and a pions zesl for the Christian
faith.”

(iregory Nazianzen, bishop of Conetanrinople, and
gurnamed ¢ the divine,” admitred to Father Jerome
that “alittle jargon is all that is nocessary to im-
poee upon the people. The less they ecomprehend
the more they admire. Our forefathersand doctors
of the church hav often said not what they thought,
but what ciroumstances and necessity dictated to
them.”

Bishop Heliodorus, in his “ Romance of Theagnes
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and Chericles,” modestly says, A falsebood is a good
thing when it aids the speaker and does no injury to
the hearers.” Si. Synesios farther declarcs that the
“people were desirous of being deceived. We can
not do otherwise respecting them.” Thae same saint
further says, “ For my own part I shall always be a
philosopher, but in dealing with the mass of man-
kind I shall be a priest.”

As specimens of the kind of truth St. Augnstine
tiv fact, and “as true as the gospel,” that “ while he
was bishop of Hippo Regius he preached the gospel
of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ to & whole na-
tivn of wew and women who had no heads, but had
their eyes in their bosoms;” and in conntries still
more southerly he preached to s nation *“amongst
whom each individanal had but one eye, and that sit-
uated in the middle of the forehead.”

The apostolic father St. Hermss confesses to
a trauly bad character of himself. In his gospel, as
quoted by Cooper, he wrote, O Lord, I never spake
& true word in my life; but I have always lived in
dissimulation and affirmed a lie for truth to all men,
and no man contradicted me, but all gave credit to
my words !”  And as the same gospel sets forth, the
angel who heard the above admisslon made answer
in this way, ** As the lie wae up now he had better
keep it up;as in time it would come to be believed
it wonld anawer as well as the truth.”

It hardly can be denied that we hav shown con-
olusivly that the fathers were not only ignorant of
many of the simyple truths of nature, but that they
substituted for the same the most arrant, pretentions
frauds, and falsehoods. Possibly Mr, Whitchead
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may not be able to see these things in the light we
do, but candid minds must certainly admit that we
hav addnesd strong and relisble testimony on these
two important poinis,

As vague as it is who wrote the books of the New
Teatament, a8 unceriain as it i8 when the most of
them were written, it is nearly ae uncertain at what
particular time they were first formed into a canon
and were sccepted by the church as the inspired
word of God. True, Origen was the first to make a
list of the books composing the New Testament, and
his list was afterwards adopted by some of the
subsequent councils; but still there was & great
amount of wranugling between covflicting fathersand
contentions councils as to which books should be
admitted iuto the camon and which should be re-
jected. For the first two ocenturies there was no
canon—uno New Testament, as such. Hundreds of
gospels, epistles, etc.,, were in existence, present-
ing about equal elaims for credit and divine origin,
and it was a long time before the vexatious ques-
tion was allowed to rest. The selection of the books
and the agreement aa to the list were slow and un-
satisfactory in process, and, a8 Westcott says, it is
“impessible to point to any period as marking the
date at which our present canon was determined.”
The same competent writer furtber savs:

This resuit (the formation of the canor) was obtained gradu.
ally, spontanecusly, silently.  There 18 vo evidence to show
that al any time the eiaims of the apostolic writings to be
placed on sy equal footing with the O/d Testament, which
formed the first Chrisdan Bible, were deliberately discussed
and admitted, . . . . Brep by step the books which were
stamped with apostelic authorily were separated from the mass
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of other works which contained the traditions of Jess authori-
tativ teachers.

It is not at all strangs that the bishopsand priests
of the early Catholic church, deeming it advisable to
sift over the numerous gospels, epistles, and revela-
tions claiming recognition, should select out the few
which they chose to dub the “word of God,” and
throw the rest away. But we hav seen that they
did not select the oldest gospels, nor those whose
authors were known. They seemed to choose those
of comparativiy late origin, and whose writers were
wholly nnknown and possessed very weak claims to
divine aid or dictation. The way in which the mat-
ter was quarreled over, and even fought over, is
worthy of note; snd the modes by which it was de-
cided which books to use in forming the canon
shonld not be lost sight of. If some of the gospels
and apostles were genuin, and some were spurious,
there is very slight grounds for telling that the
genuin were accepted and the spurions discarded.

Aswe hav seen, it was in the third century that Ori-
gen made a selection of the many bouks in varions
kande and formed his list. The counecil of Laodices,
which gat in 363, ratified Ungen's selection. Bo it
follows that in all probability we are indebted to
the choice of this tricky priest for the compilation
comprising the New Testament. Had he from freak
made a different choice, our sa-called word of (rod
to-day would doubtless be very different from what
it is. How the priest Origen and the bishops and
priests who met at Laodices were able to select those
inspired and separate them from those pot inspired
bids fair to remain & mystery. William Penn had a
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jnst conception of the difficalties in these premises
when he thus wrote:

I demand of our adversariesif they are well assured of those
men who first collecied, embodied, and declared them (the
suriptures) anthentic by a poblie canon, which we resd was in
the council of Liwodicea, three hundred and zix'y-three years
after Christ. I say how do they kuow that these men rightly
discerned true from spuricus? Now, sure itis, thatsome of the
seriptures taken in by one council were rejected by another for
apoeryphal, and that which was left out by the former for
apocryphal was takon in by the latter for canonical. Now,
visible it is, that they eontradict each other, and as true that
they hav erred respecting the present belief.

The means sometimes taken to tell which beoks
were genunin and which not is thus deseribed by Pap-
pius, in his “ Synodicum of the Couneil of Nice,” in
these words: “ By placing all the books under a com-
munion table, and, upon the prayers of the council,
the inspired books jumped upon the table, while the
falge ones remained under.”

‘8everal councils were held at different periods
during the fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh centuries,
and tuey were generally noiay and very inharmoni-
ous. A few quotations will suffice to show the
character of them, even in the eyes of zealous Chris-
tian writers. Tindal, in the 195th page of his
work entitled “Rights of the Christian Church,”
quotes 8t. Gregory Nazianzen, who, in his letter
to Procopius, gives his apinion of the counecils in this
language: “That he fled all assemblies of bishops,
because he never saw a good and bhappy end of any
council, but that they did rather increase than lessen
the evil; that the love of contention and ambition
always overcomes their reason.” The pious Nazian.
zen again givs his reasons for not attending further
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councils, thus: ** Becanse nothing is to be heard
there but geese and cranes.”

Tindal, in speaking of the first council eonvened
by Constantine 1 325, wriies thus:

It these aceusations aud libels which the bishops of the
Council of Nice giv in of oue suother (o the emperor were now
extant, in all probability we should hay such calls for scandal
that few would bav much resson to boast of the first Ecumeni-
cal Council, where, with such hear, passion, and fury, the bish-
ops fall foul of one another, insomuch, that had not the em-
peror by a trick burnt their church memorials, probably they
must hav breks up in eonfusion.  After that eouneil was over
the bishops made so great & disturbance and were g0 unruly
that the good emperor was forced to tell them that **if they
would not be more quiet and peacable for the future, he would
no longer continus his expedition against the Infidels, but must
return to keep them in rrder.”  Indeed, savs the same Chris-
tisn writer, *“ the confurion and disorder were so great amongst
them, especially in the synods, that it sometimes came to blows;
a8 for instance, Dicscorus, bishop of Alezaundria, cuffed and
kicked Flavianus, patrisrch of Constantinople {at the second
g nod of ¥ h sus) with that fury that within thres davs afrer he
died.””

Bt. Hiliary, bishop of Poictiers, expressed himself
in this way about the councils and synods:

Since the Nicene synod we do nothing but write creeds; we
fight about words; we raise questions about novelties; wa quar-
rel about things doubtful and about authors; while we contend
in parties, there 13 simost none that is Christ’s. Wa decres
evary year of the Lord a new eread concerning God: may,
every change of the moon our faith I8 altered.

Such were the men and snch the councils which
took it npon themselves to decide Tor the world which
anonymous writings of their time were inspired by
(God, and what the creed of the church must be. Such
are the men to whom we are indebted for Christianity.
It will be seen at once how poor the authority upon
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which the New Testament and the Christisn religion
rests, and what a large swallowing capacity a credu.
lous sonl mnst hav who can “ gulp” ivall down and
gwesr it i divine,

Much more can be said in the same direction, but
these remarks must be brought to & close. We hav
endeavored to establish the following propositions:

1. That the foundation of Judaism and Christian.
ity is a fable.

2. That the fable is aponymous and was not
written by Moses.

3. That the chronology of the Bible regarding the
age of the world is wholly wrong.

4. That the narrativ of the fable is utterly at vari-
ance with truth and science.

5. That there is no wvalid authority for the Old
Testament canon, that there is no reason for believ-
ing it iuspired, or that it wae written by the per.
sons and at the periods claimed.

6. That matter in all its forms is aternal, and never
was made from nothing, and hence that the story of
creation ig absurd and sll supernaturalism entirely
false.

7. That nature is grander, truer, and more to be
adored than all the gods and devils superstitious and
ignorant man has devised.

¥. That the New Testament is s unasuthentic and
anreliable as the Old, and that there 18 no historicsl
gonfirmation that such a person as Jesus lived, es.
pecially the Jesus of the gospels.  If he did liv, he
was no diviner than other folks.

9. That the principal dogma of the Christian re-
ligion has only & dream to rest upon,and tbai dream
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told by s forger wno knew not the first thing about
the dream por the dreamer.

10. That the four gospels of the New Testament
were unknown till the latter part of she second cen-
tary, and that their authors were likewise unknown.

1i. That the authors of Acts, six of the epistles
aseribed to Paul, two to Peter, one each to James
and Jude, as well as of Revslation, are unknown.

12. That the fathers who decided upon the merits
of the New Testament books, and the doetrin of
the church, wers 1gnorant, superstitious, and dishon-
eat, and clearly unfit to found & religion of truth.

13. That the claims of divinity forman to believe
in as regards the New Testament apd Christianity
fall prostrate to the earth.

14. That the truths of Liberalism and science are
infinitly superior for the human family to the
sophistries, pretensions, superstitions, inaccuracios,
and falsehoods of Christianity.

15. The final conclusion is that sensible men and
women shonuld discard sll books and wily priests
who teach absurdities and lies, and turn for knowl-
edge to the great volume of nature, which never uses
hypoorisy, never lies.

Shall we hear farther from Mr. Whitehead ¥
CLOBING WORD FROM MR. WHITEHEAD.
(From The Truth Seeker, Oct. 21, 1882.)

Sroxe, Pa., Ocr. 20, 18832,

Mz, Bewwzrr, Dear Sir: When I asked the questions which
appesred in Tne TruTE SsExew of September 16th 1 had ne
intention of entering upon a discussion relatiy to the merits of
the Christian religion and the credibility of the Bible. T hav
no such intention now., You and I entertain opiplons that are
almost dismetrically opposit.  Both of us cannot be right ;



a0 ANSWERS TO CHRISTIAN QUESTIONS.

both may be equally wrong. Nothing that either might say on
the questions at izsue between us can in any way affect the
real truth. My rear objact was to gain light on what I consid-
ered to be some of the difficulties of Liberslism. You can-
not deny but that it is attended with many Jdifficulties.  But,
as before stated, I am not after a discussion, avd will not stop
to enumerate the diffienlties of Tufidelity nor say sanything of
vour reply to my last letter, although a grest deal might ba
said in opposition. I thank you for answering the questions
propeunded, aud subscribe myself, Your friend,
W. M. Werresazap.

Rerry-—It seemn our friend gracsfullv throws ap
the sponge and declines longer to disouss the merits
of Christianity. Perhaps he has chosen the wiser
course. There iz really not much to be said in de.
fense of the mythical aud unauthentic character of
Christianity in the early centuries. There is a weak-
ness—a lack of connection—in the proof, that must
be painful to the thinking and investigating Chris.
tian devotee. There ig really no history worthy of
the name that givs assurance that such a person as
Jesus had an actusl existence, especially the Jesus
of the gospels. If 1here wuis an obscure man by the
name of Jesus, who 1tinerated and wander~d about
the country, followed by some illiterate fishermen,
and was finally executed for setting up some claims
to the throoe, there is no earthly probabilivy that
sich a character ag Jesus of the gospel ever lived;
who was begotten by a ghost npon the body of s lit.
tle virgin Jew girl, who performed mirscles, raised
people from the dead, raised himself from the dead
and then ascended bodily up sbove the atmosphere
surronnding the earth. There is no history testify-
ing that such a person existed; there is nothing
upon which to base sucha claim, save what are called
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the four gospels, and we hav plainly shown that
thoee had no existence, or were not known till the
closing part of the second centnry. There is noth-
ing to show that Peter or Panl, or any of the disci-
ples who are claimed to hav lived at the time Jesus
did apd to know him, ever said a word abont Jesus
baving no natural father, about bis mother being a
virgin, ahoot his performing wonderful miracles,
like raising people from the dead, about raising him-
self from ths dead, about his ascending, physically
and bodily, np and away from the easrih. No elaim
was get up for any of these impossible thinge until
the second century, when the wily *“fathers”
deemed that the new svstem of religion needed those
supernstursl qualities to make it popular with the
superstitious masses who demanded those marvelous
and most extraordinary features. Thia is, no doubt,
the reason why the miracles and supernatural parts
of the story were invented and handed out to the
eredelous masses as the revealed word of Heaven.
There is certainly no proof nor probability to the
contrary, This ig 8 wvital point to the claims of
Christianity. Here is where the system is fearfully
wesk, and here is where proof is needed which is
wholly unable to be furnished. If Christians can for-
nish snch proof they astaredly would do so withouat
urgiog from ns; and that they do not do so is sure
proof toat they cannot. If they cannot furnish this
imporiant proof they ought, like honest men, o ac-
knowledge their inability and confess that their sys.
tem of religion is without historic reliability, and
thst myth and falsehood are all it has to rely apon.

Mr. Whitehead certainly sppears to be s man of
sufficient intelligence to see tnis, and he ought to
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hav honesty enough te confess this patent truth.
Why should he or any other man still hold on to
that as divine which has nothing to sustain it save
the erroneons sssertions of unknown persons, who, if
they lived, are not known to possess trath, csndor,
and relisbility.

He iz clearly correct when he says that he and
we entertain different opinions, almost diametri.
cally opposed; that both of us cannot be right.
There is no chance for an argument between us
on these propositions. Une of ue wust be in the
wrong. The claima of Christianity sre true or they
are false. Wo feel positiv that our friend is in the
wrong and that the claims of Christianity are false.
We claim that we bav established this by the
strongest kind of proofe, and we thirk too highly of
Mr. Whitehead’s intelligence to believe for a moment
that he cannot olearly perceive it. The trouble is,
he was reared in the belief that Christianity is what
it pretends to be. DPerhaps his livelihood depends
upon snstaining the defectiv system {we imsgin he
is & preacher), and it is a herculean task to throw
away at once the teachings and dogmas instilled into
our minds in the davs of our childhood, and it is not
a pleasant thing for a man to separate himself from
long-sustained sssociations; to be ostracized by those
who hav for vears yielded lowve and respect, bat this
ig the sacrifics and homage which truth demands,
and no honest person, whether elergyman or other-
wise, ought to evade this duty.

Mr. Whitchead seems etill to find some difficulties
and obstacles on the part of Liberalism, thongh he
fails wo giv the slightest indication what the diffi-
oulties are. It is to be regretted he did pot state
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what they are, for possibly they are more imaginary
than real, and such as can easily be dispelled. There
is perhaps nothing in the world but what has more
or less difficulties connected with it. For instance,
the simple matter of breathing air and drinking
water, as essential as they are to our health and
existence, are not wholly free from difficulties. The
lnngs are often compelled to take in noxious vapors,
injurious gases, deleterious and polsoncus air, and
the water we drink is often charged with impurities,
with earthy and mineral substances insolntion, which
are not unfrequently detrimental to health. 8o, per.
haps, there i no fanction connected with curorgani-
zation, no feswnre of our existence or the phenomena
of nature, that has not some difficnlties connected
with it. But becanse snch is the case it does not
follow that we should discontinue breathing the at-
mosphers nordrinking the purest water we can obiain;
that we shonld hesitate to use any of the fanctivns
of our heing, or that we shonld not ure any of the
provigions of nature  Though we may often find
difficulties in our path, we should pot sink before
thers, but rather rise superior to them, and valiantly
OVETUaIs titeln,

Sn far ow we are concerned, we gee no Jdifficulties
in Liberaliam on st least nothing to detera hrave and
candid spint.  Lileralism s only another name for
naturalism, 21 wvervihing pertaining to nature is
freer from difficelties than anything else in existencs.
Liberalism i# easv to believe beeause it is so natural,
8o easy, and so true. [t is the claims of supsrnat.
uralisig, of ecelesiasticiam, of myths, of superatitiong—
monstrous demands about gods and devils—ihat are
8o replets with difficulties. To accept them a man
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has to throw away his reason, stifle the spirit of
investigation, close his eyes to the light of truth,
and swallow like a young robin whatever is given,
without a question or any clear perception. Here
is where the principal difficuities are to be found. If
these are only bravely cast aside, the light of truth
will be sure to shine outelearly, and all difficulties and
doubts will flee away.

We thank Mr. Whitehead for his courtesy and
gentlemanly conduct, and we hope he will continue
in the search of truth, and that he will bav the hon-
esty and candor to accept it when found. May he
become an intelligent and clear.sighted Liberal.
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REPLIES TO MORE CHRISTIAN ARGUMENTS
{From The Truth Seeker of Opt. 21, 1882,

The followiag two letters hav been sent us for
publicstion. They resdily explain themselvs:

Mowsearorrs, Mivx., Sept, 22, 1883,
Mg. Eorror: 1incivse you a letter received some two years
gince, which § never auswered because it entered into & field too
hread for me, so mech so that 1 did not feel competent to do 8o,
Sinee readi~g tle last number of Tar Terore Sgerzx and
your answers to W. M. Whitehead's questions, I concluded to
send you Mre. Breed's letter, thinking an answer to it would be
of wvalue to your nnmercus resders.  Hav followed vou rround
the warld, and resd von ortherwise to great profit, and I will
read your answer to Mr. Breed with great interest should you
think it worthy of publisiing, which 1 hope you may, for he is
& very popular divine &l ¥t Paul, our neighboring city.
Yours respectfally, B. M. Burra.
¥H. BREED ® LETTER.
St Pavn. Dec. 30, 1880.
B. M. Swirw, Sr: Your very frank and courtecus letter
should hav hesn answered before this, except that the time has
been lacking. It is evidence not only of an honest mind, but
of & friendlv spirtt that you do rot desal at sll in sarcasm or
seorn.,  And [ de not mesn to indicste that such characteristics
belong sxclusiviy tounbelievers  Bat no matter to which side
the man may belong who calls his opponent hard names or
“throws mnd,”” a8 we say, the practice is contemptible, and
ministers only to hard feeling and further strife,
There are several things in your leiter to which you will par-
mit me to refer.
1t is very evident that your mind is not at rest, because you
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nsa the language not of convictien bt of doubt. Yeu ars
“more than holf consneed " ste. You speak of these who
are * hupgering and thirning for something batter,” a2 though
vou included yourself in the numoer. Such is alwavs the
characteristig of the mind which rejects Jusus; it cannot settls
ou anvthing but s negativ.  Apnd whatis anegativ?  Nothing.
You doom vourself to unrest ! You say that the onivevidance
£r the life of Jesus iz found in the New Testament. Har you
forgotten the writings of the apestolie furher—men who lived
and wrota in the very same age as Josephus, and <ome of whoem
had eonversed with the aposties themselves 7 Hav von forgot.
ten that the writings nf the very enemies of Chri<tismry—such
as Calsug and Porphyry, who lived in the second esarnry, and
whose knowledyge of Christ’s life was as completeas cur knowl-
edge of the war of 1812, aud that of Celsus, removed no further
from it—that their writings demomstrate the facts of Chris.
tisnity which you doun?

But considering ounly the writings of the four avavgelists,
they hav been examined by Simon Greeunleal, D.D., the ablest
of all sutherities on ** Evidenee,”” 11 & large bovk, by the very
rules of evidence which obtain in law courts, and the conclusion
reached that their testimony is reliable and to be acespred. Yet
when vou rule out these four witnesses and their four histories,
you do just as I should do were 1 to rule cut the published his-
teriey of the Revolution and of George Washingron, and thea
denv {heir existence because other historians did not spesk of
them. Moreover, if your rule s to challangs all histories of
men and nations written by their friands and admirers, how
wal,y clstories of any sort will you haw left?  Who will receive
the tesiimmony of mny enemy, anyway?

You vesch the conelugion that the character of Christis s
fabrieation, which grew up littls by little—perhaps founded
npon that of Judss of Galilee. Hav you ever compared it-
with other fat rications? Do they possess its gymmetry or unity?
Suprose it 1= an intellecrual crestion (whether by growth or
otherwis: ) then vou are forced to the conclusion that such
men as the followers of Judas created an ideal unot only much
more grand than their own charscters, but holier, more loving,
more lofty intellectually than anything earth has sverseen, Ls
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that reascnable 7 Oan the cteearn visess high above itg soures?

Yo savthar pecpla toduy pee disposed o artach imporranc?
not to what a man beijeves, but to what he does,  Let me ash
i oirie possiblefor a man 1o pol without any reference to y-elig»
jous berief T orif nur belief does nor wiwavs control our action ?

Flaady, vou wish me to direcr ey talenrs to the elevanon of
matkiud, & 8 ot se much to dogmuas. 1 de not know exacly
what vru menn by either term. Bur if by the elevation of
roankind wouoroean tesching the ignorant, feeding the hungry,
alothing the rek~d, and comforting the sorrowing, it will be
worth your whnils to make careful sxamioation (as [ hav done)
on this point, and you wild find that faur-fifths of the support
of all the schools not under state patronage, four-fifihe of al
the suppart of orphan asyinms, hospitals, and other kindred
institntions are derived from Christisn people, aud flow from
the ehurch of Christ,

I do not kuow you personalls, and am therefore ignorant of
facts; but my obssrvation has ranght me that & deterioration in
life often precedes and acconnts far a failing in faith.

I div not say it has been g0 with vou, as I am net acquainted
with you. [ hope your uabelic? may be pardined, and that
the holy spirit may bring vou bsek to light and rest again,

Very truiy, rarin K. Breep.

IierLy — We make no profession of zuperior abil.
ity In meeting the srouments and iogquiries of our
opponents, but in 8o far a8 we are able we cheerfully
defend what eeems to ug to be wath, and point
out what appear to be the mistakes and errors of
our eoclesiastionl friends who euterisin views en-
tirely different {rom ours.

It is pleasing to see that the Rov Mr. Breed writes
in & frendly spirit, and that he kesps up ab lesst an
sppesrance of fairness. He condemnas oslling hard
names and mud-throwing, which 18 commendable in
him to doy and we wish 1t might alwavs he actad
apon by his brethren of the cloth, for it canuot be
forgotten that many olergyman hav aaid false and
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very unkind things sbout those who presume to differ
from them on the tenots of supernaturslism. When-
ever a professinnel clergvyman shows a disposition to
be fair and gentlemanic it s refreshing and give en-
couragement to the helief that humanicy and oivility
will, ocossionaily, at least, crop out and riee snperior
to religious dogma. This apirit of fairnesa is quite
right in the reverend gentleman. Dut that be enter.
tains some errors is not at all 3 fMonlt ta perceive,
We will mention a few pointa wherein we think he s
in error.  T1. re are some of them:

1. Mr, Breod argnes that hecanse Mr Soith ap-
pearn eomowhat wneettied and in dog? 7, Mo jE T error,
He rave, “Rueh ia alwavs the oharacteristic of ¢ he
wind which rejects Jesun” and condemns those
“gwho are hungeriog and thimting for somethiug
better ™ o ix clearly wrong in this positien.  An
unsettled mind i@ no indieation of error. Doabr
leada to agitation and investigation. If ro deaht
is indulgel in as o the errors of past ages of
superstition and ignorance, po new trazhe wiil be
braught to Heht, If po mnessiness iz felt at the
blinding exacrione of dogma, iwoniry aud sefencs will
not lead us o new tregsures of natnrs and resson,
These are the most sottled in 1helr gonviotions, the
Taaa! popirirg for eomethi- g botter, wha are most
aanken in grosa darkness a-0 euperscior. The
Setlen worahiper ia fally saticfi-d that he is vight; he
firmly Velievss hin stupid objects of adoration are
potent and wstelful, and he wonld of conrse avrongly
eondemn th o8y “hungering and thirsting for some-
thing better.” Iv is the same with the worshipers
of many gods, and who bow down to those gods in
the form of idols. They are perfectiy st rest in
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their mode of belief, and scorn those wira hungerand
thimt for something better. In like manner it is
with all believers in superoaturalism and ecclesiaati-
cally prescribed lines of thought—those who believe
in personal gods whe beget sons upon human
females, and then canse the ssme sons to be put te
death for their own gratification.

There hav baen many such personal gods and be.
gotten  sore  believed in, the believers in them
are nst sk sure thst they hav the only truth in
the world worth baving as that they exist. They
are mupremely contented with the doetrine which
they hav screpted; they want nothing better nor
higher; they are positiv that evervbody who thinks
differently from them is in the dark, and loaded
down with error; and shey scorn sll who giv way to
an appetite for higher truth, and hunger and thirag
for somathing better. With this class of self-satis-
fied believeras who accept whatever is banded out to
them hy their ecclesiastical teachers and mind.keep-
ers without daring to raise an objection or a dissenta
ing voice, they will remain settled; ther will not
doubt; they will make no inguiry; they will not
seek or desire anything better. They believe that
the dogmas taught from two to fonr thousand years
ago poesessed the whole truth; that they are perfeet,
and that no new discoveries can be made, and no
further advances taken. They want nothing higher,
and will not tolerate thode who hunger and thirst
for higher things. It is different with those whao
are not gatisficd with the old husks of theclogy and
ereed, and seek always for the best that isto be had,
and are not content a0 long as higher and better
truths are to be lesrned. Mr. Breed may ally him-
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self with those who are perfectly contented and set-
tled, but Mr. Smith and curselvs will be numbered
with those who *“hunger and thirst for something
better—:he truest and best that is to be had.

2 Mr. Breed dissents from the claim that there ia
no authority for the existence, or for thelife and doe.
trins, of Jesus, save the four gompels in the New
Testament. If he knows of any historian who cor.
roborates thome four gospels, and makes it olear that
sach a person existed, taught the dootrins attributed
to him, and performed the remarkable mira-les with
which hae in credited, it in a great pitv he dnes not pro.
dn~e him. If he knows of any much reliahle writer
withiz a hundred years from the time Jesus ia eaid
to hav lived, we urge him to bring him forth. Wae
hav recently had something to say apon this sub.
joct, and it seems hardly necessary to go the ground
all over again. Bnt we will make the assertion, and
ohsallenge proof to the contrary, that there is no re.
liable writer, no eredible himtory, that anhatantiates
the claims of those four gospels. We further showed
thatthose four goapels, ssauch, wera whoily unknown
by the Christiang of the first century. urknown by
the Christians of the second century, and that it wad
not until more than three gnarters of tha swcond
centnry had passed away that thrse four goapels
were &0 much a8 named or quoted?  If Mr. Breed
can show that the comtrary i true, will he he so
ao kind as to de a0 ? Thus while “he frur gaspels
which are wholly relied npos for the Chriatian stary
were anknown till the vear [¥]. the numearous spari.
our gosnela written before and after wers denounced
and rrjccted ase espurious and unworthy of belief,
This leaves the authenticity of the gospel story in a
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moat unfortunate dilemma. And shirk it and
evade 1t as much ss Mr. Breed and hia brother
clergymen plesse, the great damaging trath still re-
mains—the four goapela is all there i to depend
npon, and there is nothing to corroborate them. The
baoks of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John clearly
were not written by Matthew, Mark, Lunke, and
Juhn. The worid has been deceived in this matter.
A iot of forgers hav led the world astray. Spurious
gospels are all there is to depeénd upon, and an orig-
inal of any one of them was never geen by any of the
apnatles nor early fathers of the church, If there in
one who ever claimed that he had seen the original
of either of the four, will Mr. Breed be kind enough
to point him out? The truth is that copies of copies
of spurious gospels are all that the world has to de-
pend upon to uphold the belief that a virgin bore a
cirild without tbe aid of a natural facher, that this
miraculonsly hegotten son performed such miracles
a= raiving desd pereons to life, and of himaelf rising
from the dead and ascending hodilv above the at-
mosphers surrounding the earth. The copies of
aopies of forgeries and apurions stories is indeed the
worat possible foundation for such improbable and
imposgible ¢laims to rest upon.

And just granting for the moment that the four
gospels were written by Matthew, Marl, Luke, and
John, what credibility can attach to the'r narrstive
when they sttempt to Write an account of what took
piace when they were not present, and report ser-
wons, the delivery of which they did not hear?
Mauthew did not hear the Sermon on the Mount, for
ke had not then been ocalled as a disciple. It takes
» msn of remarkable memory to correctly report s
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speech or sermon thirty years afterward, even if he
heard it; but when he did not hear it it requires a
still smarter man, for he has to draw wholly npon
his own imsagination. Agsin, how could Matthew
possibly know what Joseph dreamed fifty vears be-
fore the atory was written ¥ How could Luke know
what kind of a vision Mary had more than fifty
years before, and when he was pot present? [f
Matthew and Luke wished to establish the alleged
fact that Jesus wag by blood s lineal descendant of
the house of David, why did they giv the genealogy
of Jeseph in order to prove that of Jesus? Does
that prove it at all? And then if they gave
the genealogy of Joseph correctly, why did they
disagree so widely, one giving twenty-eight gen-
erations, and the other forty-two, with an en.
tirely different line? Can both be true? If one
is true, which 1s it? and is not the other false?
Could John write the truth when he so totally dif-
fered from the other three writers in the character
of Jesus, in what he said, in the imniracles he per-
formed, the length of his ministry, the number of
times he visited Jerusalem? Conld the four tell the
truth when they told an entirely d.fferent storyin
scores of instances? Can truth contradict itself and
prove itself a lie? It is monrnfal, too, that this
record oalled the New Testament has heen changed
more or less in the copying and different renditions
that hav been made, to the number of thirty-two
thousand. Can much respect be had for a story that
has been changed so many times? Ah, Mr. Breed,
what you choose to denominate * history,” and to hav
palmed upon the world as divine truth, is most
defectiv, unreliable, and unworthy of credit.
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3. Mr. Breed cites Celeus and Porphyry as proofs
of the truth of Christianity. They are indeed a
weak prop for the mythical system to lean upon.
They both wrote expressly to prove that Christianity
is untrue, and their tetimony was so damaging to
the false claime that had been set up that their
writings were entirely destroyed by Christians, so
that a single parsgraph has not come down to us
gave a few that Origen guoted of Celsus in order to
reply intelligibly to him. A system must indeed be
reduced to great etraits to be driven to prove itself
true hy witnesses who totally deny its truth.

4 Mr. Breed attempts to prove the validity and
truthfulness of the four canonical gospels by Simon
Greenleaf, D D, whom he is pleased to o¢all *‘ the
ablest of all authorities on ‘evidence.”” We do not
know how able the reverend doctor of divinity was
apor * evidence,” for we hav never read what he
says in his “large book;” but if he has really suc.
ceeded in finding any real evidence that Jesus lived
gave what is contained in the four canonical gospels,
or if he can find the slightest proof that either of
those four gospels was written by the persons
whose names they bear; if he can find any evidence
of any person who ever saw the original manuseripts
from the hande of the evangelists; if he has any
gvidence that these four gospels were read, men.
tioned, or known of by any one before Iren=mus,
bishop of Lyons, well along in the last quarter of
the second century, he is earnestly requested to pro-
duce it. Simon Greenleaf, D.D., was a theologian
~—& olergyman; one who makes his livelihood by
endeavors to induce people to believe that Jesus
really lived, that he was begotten by a ghost, that
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his mother was a virgin both before and after the
begetting process, that Jesus never had s nstarsl
father, like most of the other people who hav lived
in the world, that be performed impossible miracies,
and that he ascended away up into the upper atmos-
phere, or entirely beyond the atmosphere, where he
is engaged at sitting at the right hand of hie ghostly
father, and st preparing mansions for those who can
be induced to giv credence to the story. Mr. Green.
leaf, being & dooctor of divinity, was doubtless fond
of money. Many of the fraternity evivce that kind
of love. They find filthy lucre very convenient to
meet the wants of life, and it has been discovered
that they will not toil to any great extent, eveu to
save souls from an eternal burning hell, unless they
are paid the cash in advance, or hav a reasonable
prospect of getting it. They will not preach without
money. Their standing motto is, “No pay, no
preach.” This they act upon with decided unanim-
ity. Now Simon Geeenleaf, D.ID, po longer has
uses for money, a& nearly fifty years ago he departed
this life and went where, possibly, he has been able
to test the truthfulness of the system of religion he
toiled so earnestly to defend; but if any of those
olergymen who admire him, any D D. who thinks
Greenleaf, D.D., established the fact that such s
pereon ae Jesus of the gospels had a real existeuoe,.
@ d that the four gospels were really written by
Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John, and were known
or allnded to before the year 181, they can doubtless
be able to make a good sum of money by producing
from Greenlesf or any body else the proof so greatly
needed and desired. There ia a great number of
nersons who would willingly giv large sums of
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money 1t undonbted proof of the kind indicated can
be given. We are not able to giv very much, but
think we might safely offer one thousand dollars re-
ward if the lost and missing proof can be produced.
Possibly Mr. Breed will undertake the contract.

5. It will hardly do to giv implicit confidence to
the mythieal characters who it is claimed saw Jesus
and his disciples, for upon examination they will be
found to be dissipated into thin air. These olaims
were undoubtedly gotten up by the authors of the
gospel story; and it could hardly be expected that
men eapsble of luventing the four gospels which Mat-
thew, Mark, Luke, and John assuredly did not write,
would bav failed to speak of some of the fathers wha
at least had seen some of the apostles. Testimony
of that kind will be found weak and unreliable.
When scrutin z-d closely it vanishes away.

6. Mr. Broed asks *“if it is possible for a2 man to
act without any reference to religious belief.” We
anewer, We think it is. Although the majority of
human beings hav a religious belief of some kind,
there are many who hav no settled religions belief,
while taking the whole world over there 1s but about
one in ten who even professes to believe in the re-
ligion called Christianity. But human incentivs,
the natural emotions of human character, are more
activ and will act sooner than religious belief. If
almost any man who has no fixed religions belief
sees a fellow-being drowning, or & house on fire with
human beings in it likely to burn to death, or if he
sees 8 child playing upon a railroad track with the
rushing train rapidly approaching, he will do his
utmost to save these thus in imminent danger, with-
out stopping for a moment to think what his relig-
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ious opinions are about gods, devils, and hells,. When
soldiers are upon the battle-field engaged in deadly
conflict with & common foe they rush into the hot-
test of the fight, where the danger is the greatest,
and without stopping & moment 0 mouth a prayer
to engsge in a religious rite, or to think whether they
hav a religion or not. Humsn impulses are stronger
than religious impiessions, and men never stop in
oases of emergency to consult the latter.

7. The Rev. Mr. Breed, in conclusian, sayg, “ My
observation has tanght me that a deterioration in
life often precedes and accounts for a failure in
faith ;" or, in other words, that those who believe in
the dootrin of Christian theology lead better lives
than those who do not. Thie is unkind and untruth-
ful in every sense of the word. Its untruthfulness is
moest apparent, whether the pages of history are
examined, whether travels ars extended to the coun-
tries of all religions, or whether our country is made
the field of our search. By perusing the pages of
history it will be found that belisvers in Christianity
hav taken more human life, hav caused the blood of
their fellow.men to flow far more profusely, than the
believers in any other system of religion. They hav
persecuted unbelievers more cruelly, havapplied tor.
ture for exercising thesacred right of opinion, havused
worse and more implements of agony, hav applied
their hellish inventions in prison cells and ander
ground dungeons; they hav tortured on the rack,
they hav buarnt at the stake, and practiced many
other horrible modes of torture and death a thou.
sand times over more than the believers of any other
system of religion, and far more than all of them
added together. Buddhism, the greatest system of
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religion in the world, which has existed six hundred
yearslonger than Christianity, and had twics the num-
ber of adherents, has never persecuted ou account of
its religion; it has never proselyted by the sword;
it has never burnt aft the stake, and has never
used implementa of torture in the name and doetrins
of ite great fonunder. Christisns hav done all this
for centuries.

We hav within the past twelve months visited the
lands where Mohammedanism, Brahmanisam, Zoroas.
triniam, Boddhism, Confucianism, and Shintoism
are strong y believed in, and where Christianity has
little or uo foothold, and we fonnd those people more
bonest, more morsl, more disposed to lead upright
lives, freer from frands and drep designs against their
fellow-beings, with less of cheating and swindling,
less of intemperance, less of prostitution, less of crimes
which take them to prison snd make them ontcasts
in the world, than is found in Christian nsations.
This is positivly true and cannot be disproved.

It is pot found that professors of Christianity in
our own country lead any better lives, are any more
humane or sympathetic, « xnibit any more charity, are
any more kindly disposed, any less inclined to lech-
ery and licentiousoess, scy more moral in sny way,
than those who make no profession of Chrnstianity
and do not prevend that they hav been *‘ born again.”
As a rule an nnprofessor of Christianity will perform
a kindly act, will do a good deed to a fellow being,
as willingly and as disinterestedly as the professor.
Ewen the teschers of Christianity, those who claim
to sct upon a commission from the throne of God
somewhere above the clouds, to break the bread of
iife to the faithful, ana to act the part of the good
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shepherd, and lead the lambs of the flock to the fold
of safety and protectlon, prove themselve to be ss
carnal-minded, a8 sinful, as mach addicted to the
lusts of the eye, the lusts of the desh, and the pride
of life as any other class of men we hav among us.
We hav published suthentic accounts of pearly a
thousand olergymen in our country who within the
past six years hav been guilty of various crimes dis.
honorable to themselvs and to the huaman race, par-
ticularly the crime of adultery and liventiousness;
these being the cases that hav been reported by the
secular press of the country. Thereis no profession,
whether lawyers, doctors, or teachers, who hav proved
themselvs to be half so bad in the directions named
a8 these professed meek and lowly disciples of Christ
and self.constituted teachers of the masses; aund iy
is probable not one in ten of the cases of their licen-
tiousness and adultery i brought to the light. Far
the larger proportion of these are “ hushed up” and
kept from public knowledge.

No, Mg;. Breed, it will not do to undertake to estab-
lish the claims of Chrigtianity, or to show that an.
believers are wrong, upon the ground of the superior
purity and siulessness of itg professors. [t i most
untrue, in the face of history, ohservation in other
countries and religions, snd even a cususl glance
at our owan ¢ouniry, that those wno deuwhi the truth.
fulness of Christian claims are soy ware imooral
than Christisus, or that * a detertoration i. Liie pre-
cedes and accounts for a failing in faith.” If a be.
lief in Christianity is sure to make its professor
moral and pure, how is it that 8o mauy Curistian
teachers and communicants easily fall vietims to
lust and crime? If the belief in Jesus auc Lis relig-
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hyprorits.  Unbelie are certsinly no more sinful

In these directions %,imu k»%ﬁi‘zwwxf and 1t g a species
of clerical impertinence to insinuate it.

Ferhaps we hav replied to the reverend gentle-
men’s Mgammzm‘ and if we hav given satisfaction
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to himsel? and Mr. Smith we are {.N}i? guﬁ&h If we
can perform other work in a similar direction, we
will cheerfully address ourselvs to it.

ANBEWER TO A LONDON CHRISTIAN'S
ARGUMENT.
{From The Trath Seeker, Oct. 28, 1883,

The following lester from a gentleman of London,
with whom we hav had some business transactions,
is worthy of attention:

Lospox, Exa., Sept. 30, 1882,

T M. Bewwerr, Sir s Yours to hami, [ am pleazed to hear
that vou found your goods all right; I knew they were all
right. There is no doubt you are placed in & very awkward
position, as s little knowledge is dangerous in sclence as in the-
vlegy and relativ knowledge of charscter. Tour views and
mine are very differant, but that will not lessen mvy apprecistion

{ the best side of your nature. But, Bennett, my friend, you
mus: be careful what you do ; it ig & hard thing in this world
to go through it without a base and & rock. The young, per-
ticularly, wank to become eunsmored of that which is pure and
nohle. I hev in vain looked around for an antidote sgainst the
i{sms of vourh, but I find nothing acts so well as simple faith

in Christ. 1 hav had & large experience in the werld, and
miﬂgie::i with all clusses of sccietw, but I find more sobriety
and pureness of heart among Christian people than I do apart
from them. Hvilence to me, which I hav, is everything in
that direction. [ do oot look to venegades or others who are
wheat they do ot repressat.  I'm sick of the raseality of the
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masses, and if it were not for the influence of Christian teach-
ing I would wish to be outof the world, However, I hav no
time now to enter into a dizcussion; but, Bennett, it seems to
me you are trying to pick cut all the filse people snd pit them
against those who are truneand faithfnl,  In all grades of society
there alwayes has been and slways will be hypoerits, but that
says nothing against simple and pure Christianity, I havseen
beantiful instances of celm resignation to the reverses of for-
tanse, as well as besntiful pescefulness in the hour of death.
Veolraire shrieked with horror when his end was approschine,
and Tom Paine would hav given worlds had he not written his
“Age of Reason.” My friend, your acqpaintance through
antagonism with Christian thovght and feeling preciudes you
from estimating itsvalue. It isalwaws ensy enough il one izsso
inclined to rake up flth and dirt even out of palsce= laden with
precious stones, but that does not alter the gems that sre thersin,

Yours faithfully, W. (. Hoaaex

Rervry.—The forgoing is a prelude to a business
letter, the writer being the gentleman who mann.
factured the stereopticon, views and acvompanying
appsratus, which we purchased in London for the par-
pose of illustrating our lectures, We had with him
several limited diecussions upon religions subjects,
and though he has to considerable axtent a scientifie
tarn of mind, he still seems not a little at fanlt npon
theological matters. We hav made tha remark to
him that he is & better judge of magle-lanterns and
artistic views than of the intricacies and absurdities
of theology, which remark undoubiedly contains
not a little truth.

Like most persons who would be champions of the
character of Christianity, our friend seems to hav a
decided tendency to he in the wrong, and for this
resgon we hav deemed it proper to reply to some of
his errors. Indeed, whenever we attempt to discuss
with a devotee of the Christian system we find nearly
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always the same unplessant task lving before ng—
we find our opponents in deep error, and grestly in
need of the light of truth to overcome and dispel
their errors. In replying to friend Haghes we told
him we had not time then to answer the theological
part of his letter, but would do so in the colnmns of
our paper; hence the following:

1. Our friend says we are “placed in an awkward
position,as a little knowledge ir dangerous in seience
a8 in theology.” There need be but little discussion
on this proposition. Of course a little knowledge is
not 8o good a4 2 large measurs, but a little ia better
than none at all. There is no condition so awkward
as total ignorance and thorough bigotry—a fatal
contentment to remain in error, lared by the delusiv
belief that truth is found. We can none of us bet-
ter employ our time than in increasing our knowl.
edge, and in divesting onr minds of the darkness and
errors which for hundreds of years theol oy and
superstition hav been throwing around the world.

2. Uur friend deplores the misfortune of having
“to go through the world without a base and a
rock.” It is true every person should stand upon a
firm foundation where he will not sink and swamp
in the mire and overwhelming morasses of super-
stition and theologieal error.  The best base we can
find to stand upon is the firm rock of Trrre a8 it is
in nature. It is infinitly guperior to the delusiv and
insecure gronnd of revelation and supernatursilsm-—
that of which there is and can be no proof. Millions
hav flonndered and strnggled upon that insecure
standing-ground, only to sink in the worst forms of
puperstition and ignorance to which mankind hav
been dupes.
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Whenever nature 1s set aside in favor of euper-
natare, when the supernatural has preeedence of the
natural, a bad state of things exists, and the worst
of dirkness and error i3 the consequence. It is the
mos: important of all that we find the firm rock of
truth to stand upon, saud are not content with the
quicksauds of revealed religion and a belief in in.
furiated gods and devile. Above all things let us be
founded upon nature, for there is nothing so true,
nothing #o great; nothing can rise superior to it
nothing vau in anywise equal it

3. Our friend speaks of *“ the pure and noble,” and
infers that “ more of it ia found in Christianity than
elsewhere.” The pure and noble are always grand,
slways to be revered and bowed down to as vastly
superior to the unclean, the vile, and the base. To
be pure is to possess a clean character, to be just with
all men, to do deeds of kindness and mercy to the
needy, the low, aud the humble; to abstain from base
and unclean sctions, and everything of a defiling
charscter. To be noble is to delight 1o elevated
deeds, to despise that which is low and groveling,
mean and debased. Men can take a high or low
stand in life accordiog to their natures, and the man.
ner in which they are trained in childhood and
youth.

If, however, our friend means there is more of the
pure and poble in Christianity than inother forms of
religion, he i8 assuredly mistaken. The sssumption
that devotees of the Christian religion are suy more
pure, auy more noble, any more seif-sacrificing, any
more devoted to fanltless lives, than the cev tees of
other religions, i¥ wholly unsmstained by proof.
Christiane are as great lovers of wealth, of opulence,
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f grandeur and display, a8 any other people in the
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will exhibit as much meanness axd hypoensy to gain
their ends and defraud a fellow-being, as any people
in the world. There i8 o more cruelty, heartless-
ness, selfishuess, falsehood and lylng in existence
than is found in Christian nations.

4. Our friend says he **has in vain looked arcund
for an antidote against the folly of youth, and noth-
ing will do so well as a simple faith in Christ.” This
is simply an error. So far as Christ tanght pure
morals and an upright lifeand his teachings are lived
up to, they prove an antidote to the foilies of youth
precisely the same as do the moral teachings of
Zoroaster, Buddhsa, and Confucius, whoat lezsttaught
morals a8 pure and faultless as those of Jesus. There
is nothing very peculiar in the moral code of Jesus
that is not found in the teachings of others. Itis
found that the devotee of any grest teacher is par-
uial to his partioular teacher, and claims him to be
superior to all others. The followers of Zoroaster
regard their great teacher a8 the most remarkable and
true the world has known. It is the same with the
followers of Buddha; they consider him the most
divine teacher, the utterer of the purest morals, the
best being in every sense of the word, who ever ap-
peared upon the earth. It is impossible to convince
the believera in Buddhba that another person so god-
like, so faunliless, so pure n8 he ever lived. ’Thszey are
entirely sure that a faith in Buddha is of far more
gonsequence than faith in any other being.

It is sgain the same with the followers of Confu.
cins. His moral teschings hav influenced the lives
of many millions of people, and to.day not less than
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one hundred and 8fty millions of the mhahxt&rxt <)
China aim to square their lives by the high moral
maxims which bhe uttered twenty three hundred years
ago. They hav good resson to think their moral
teacher has never had an equal. They take great
pride in him, and take pleasure in pointing to
his moral teachings and his almost f@miﬂews life.

So it may be said of the 150,000,000 to 250,000,000
who acknowledge themsclve the followers of the
Arabian prophet. His Koran snd bis moral instrue-
tions hav been the guide to his followers for more
than twelve hundred vears, and they stontly insist
that he was superior to all other teachers of the
world., It is not strange, in view of the adoration
which the devotees of each of these prest teachers
p&y to theircaptains and leaders, that the followers of
Jesus should do the same, and imagin that their
pavior, or their demi.god, i superior to all other
saviors and dermi-gods who hav been believed in by
men. It is not sirange that the elaim should be
get up that “{aith in Christ " is superior to faith in
any other person.

5. Our friend says be “finds more sobriety and
pureness of heart amoung Christian people than apart
from them.” This, again, will not stand close
investigation. A thorough examination proves the
olaim unfounded. Christian pations and Christian
peuple are not more moral, not more sober, not more
pure, than the believers in other religious systems,
He says he “has had s large experience 1n the world,
and has mingled among sll classes of society,” but
he must admit that our age is greater than his, that
we hav also visited many countries which he has never
seen, and hav mingled among the believers of more
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systems of religion than he has known., We shall hav
to insist that onr experience has been greater than
his. We¢ hav not only passed two periods in his
own conntry and city, but we hav visited nearly all
lands, and witnessed the conduct and c¢ustoms of
nearly all peoples. As theresult of our observations,
we can say that in the religions country of Eagland
—the first Christian country in the world—we hav
geen more insobriety, more crime, more impurity,
more prostitution, than in any other country we
vigited during our Iste tour asround the world. Yes,
we may say still more, and sneak within the bonunds
of truth; we saw in the Christian eity of London,
in a single night, more crime, more insobriety, and
more evidences of prostitution thaninthe six months
we spent in the pagan countries of Asia. By the
statistics of prisons in those countries, manyof which
we visited, we learned that, in proportion to population
in Christian and pagan countries, thers are but about
ten per cent of the number of prisoners incarcerated
for stealing, robbery, highwaymanism, and murder
in the pagan countries than there are in the Chris-
tian nations of Europe and America. It is most un-
true that Christians are any purer, abound more in
chastity and eobriety, than the votaries of other
systema of religion. Of course, there are pious and
devoted Christians, and so there are millions of pious
and devoted Buddhists, of Brahmanists, of Confu-
ciang, and of Mohammedans. It is very egotistical
and self-conceited for any people to bosst of their
superior morality and purity, and unless the claim is
founded in truth, such boasting is almost insnffera-
ble. Our friend’s own countryman, Sir Rutherford
Aleock, who was minister plenipotentiary for twenty
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yeoars at Pekin, the capital of China, which afforded
bim the best of opportunities for learning the vices
and excesses of the Chinese people, in comparing
them with the vices of Englieh people, stated that
while the Chinese spend, on an average, about
twenty-two cents per capita for opium to smoke,
the average paid out by the inhahitants of (reat
Britain for intoxicating drinks is over twenty-five
dollars per capita; thue conclusivly showing that
the Christian people of Great Britain pay more than
a hundred times a8 much for intoxicants as do the
pagan people of China, We sraw miesionaries and
physiciar e who hav resided for thirty years in a
Chiness ity of nearly two millions of people, who
asenred us that during that protracted period they
had not veen more than one intoxicated person in &
year. Can any person who has lived in England for
a quarter «f that peried ray apvthing of the kind?
We traselvd across the Pacific ocean with seversl
missionaries who had passed several years in Chins,
and the test'mony of more than one who had resided
eight years in that conntry was that they did not see
an intexiested person dnring the eight years they
lived in pagan China. The fact is, there is more
ingobriety snd dronkenness in England than in
any other country I visited upon the entire surface
of the globe. 1t i a most incopsistent and untrath.
ful claim for an English Christian to make, that
there is more purity and sobriety smong Christian
believers than nnbelievers. This is about a fair sam-
ple of the guperiorities claimed by Christian votsaries.
As remarked, there are many individual cases where
Christians lead lives of self-denial, and there is
abundance of the same among the Brahmans and
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Buddhists. We met considerable numbers in Asia
who, from a sense of leading pure religious lives, are
denying themselves of most of the pleasures of life.
They eat not the flesh of animals, milk being about
the only article of diet; they live strict lives of
eelibacy, and do not give way to angry passions. If
Christiang lived such abstemious Jives, they would
be regarded as saints. There ia probably the few-
est number of Englishmen who deny themselves to
the same extent. We were forcibly struck while in
England with the hollowness and shallowness of the
English Church; with its fashion, pomp, hypocrisy;
its livings bought and sold; its mechanieal clergr,
brought up to their business precisely as are black-
smiths and engineers—the second and third sors of
gentlemen, who take to the cloth simply to make a
livelihood, without any more comncern for the life
and example of Jesus than that of Simon Magus.
We conld not help thinking, What a frand! And to
support this corrupt church, the government taxes
the laboring classes heavily. How unlike the teach.
ings and exampl« of the obecure and homble Jesus!
who, were he to appear here now as is reported he
appeared eighteen hundred and fifty years ago,
would neither recognize those who now shout in his
name, nor would they for 5 moment aeccept him.

. Our friend says he is “sick of the raseality of the
masses,” and were it not for the influence of Chris-
tianity he wonld wish to be out ¢f the world.”
There is little doubt but what he has good opportu-
nities for witnessing much raseality and dishonesty,
for probably no country upon the globe has more of
it than England and her American descendants.
These traits do indeed seem to keesp pace with the
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prevalence of Christianity. The more of the latter
a nation has the more they are disposed to take va-
rious advantages of their fellow-beings. Christian
nations hav gotten up more and bloodier wars than
any other nations; they bav made buman hleod flow
in rivers far more extensivly than the believers in
other systems of religion. The Christian religion
has not been a peaceful religion. It has been spread
over many countries wholly by the sword. It haa
done more persecuting on account of religious opin-
ions than any other system of religion, yes, far more
than all others put together. What a contrast be-
tween it and the far superior religion, Buddhism,
which to-day has 500,000,000 adherents, and has had
double the number that hav professed Christianity,
and which has never raised the sword to spread
itself, and has never taken the life of a haman being
because it did not accept its system. It has never
persecuted nor inflicted torture. Ah! how much
oleaner has been its record than that of Christianity!
Has it never ocourred to our friend that Christianity
has been a great failure? That it has not succeeded
in making the world either better or happier? Were
the record of it8 wars, like the wars of the Crusades;
its persecutions, including the tortures which for
five hundred yvears were kept up in the underground
dungeons of the “Holy Inquisition;” the millions
of hapless mortals that hav given up their lives
under the greatest inflictions of pain human beings
are capable of enduring—tke pulley, the rack, the
pincers, the thumbscrew, the iron boots that were
thousands of times resorted to (in the Tower of Lon-
don our friend can see many of thess horrible lnven-
tions which were nsed by the Christians of his own
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country)—of those who were burned at the stake
alone the number has been estimated atfive millions
of persons, while soarcely one has taken place under
the power of other religions—were the whole agony
of Christian rule in the world thus written, it would
be far more cruel, far more merciless, far more bloody,
than the acts of all other religions combined.

Has it never occurred to our friend that Christian-
ity is reaponsible for much of the * rascality of the
msasses 7 Christianity is the only system which
teaches that all the sins and wrongs a person may
gommit are forgiven, and a home in heaven secured
by & simple belief in Chriet. The result of such
teachings is that no matter how muoh wickedness,
how much rascality a person may commit, the fact
that Jesus died eighteen bundred and fifty years
ago atones for it all, and his blood will wash the
blackest sinner as white as wool. In this way,
no matter how many ecrimes are committed, no
matter how many wrongs are done, © Jesus pays
the bills.” Chyistianity has well been termed a
“hankrupt avetem of religion,” wherein the merite
of one person atone for the misdeeds of hundreds
of millions. It would be far better to teach people
that they must be accountable for every misdeed
performed in the course of their lives, and that they
cannot eseape the legitimate results of any conduot
they perform. Thisg kind of instruction would be
far more conduelv to good morals than the absurd
doatrin that the bloed of one individual washes
away all the sins of the world. Right here the su-
periority of Buddhism over Christianity is apparent.
Though Buddha taught the purest of morals and
enjoined the best of lives, he never held up the idea
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that his good deeds or his righteousness could he
imputed to the impure, and they thereby become as
meritorious and as fit candidates for heaven as him-
self. Christianity is the only religion which promul-
gates such absurd nonsense.

7. Our friend says it seems to him that we are
“trying to pick out all the false people and pit them
against those who are true and faithful.” Oh, no!
not at all; we hav not picked out one in many mill.
ions of those Christiang who do badly. True, we
hav sometimes shown up the shortcomipngs and
erimes of those who profess to be followers of Jesns,
to show how little truth there is in their claims that
they hav ‘““all the sobriety and &ll the purity there
is in the world. ” Itisquite legitimate to bring them
to the light and serntiny of truth, and see whether
their lives are equal to their professions.

8, Our friend says the abundance of hypoerisy
which prevails “says nothing against simple and
pure Christianity.,” Here he is agaip mistaken. A
system of religion which cannot do better than rear
up an immense crop of hypoerits, so that the simple
and pure are merely an exception, it is not what the
world needs, and it should giv way for something
better. A religion thst cannot prevent hypocrisy
among its votaries is not a perfect system.

9. Our friend says be has ‘ seen heantiful in.
stances of calm resignation to the reverses of for-
tune, as well as a beantiful peacefulness at the hour
of death.” We do not doubt it. We hav seen the
same again and again. The great bulk of mankind,
regardless of their religious opinions, meet drath
piscidly and peacefully. Death is a form of sleep,
and dying is like dropping away to sleep. There is
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probably not onein athousand who pssses the portal
of death that does not do so peacefully and quietly,
and there is not probably a hundredth part the suf.
fering in the process of dying that is usually sup.
posed It is generally painless and happy. We hav
known msany unbelievers in the dogmas of Chris-
tianity who came to the hour of death as peacefully
and contentedly as a little babe falls asleep.
And why should they not? They are children of
nature the same as when they were born into the
world. They are still in the hands of nature, and
hav no mors to fear in leaving this world than they
had in entering it. Toa man who has done hisduty
in life there i8 nothing to be feared in death. Itis
the Christian religion and Christian priesta that hav
raised horrors in the human mind about the awful-
nees of death. Their doetrin of a terrible place
called hell, to which an angry God will consign nine-
tenths of his offspring, the earth’sinhabitants, to eter-
nal tortare of the most exerncisting kind, for living
up to the natures with which they were created, is
what has caused more wretchednees and terror in
this direction than all other canses combined. They
ara really the oreators of hell, and it is they who
thrast people into it. Dying is just a8 much an act
of natare, just a8 much a necessity, ag birth, and it is
an unfortunate and cnlpable system of religion that
has filled it with horror, terror, and forebodings.
The wrongs which Christian priests hav done in this
way can never be atoned for.

It is quite a mistake that Christians die any more
happily than others. Believers in all systems of re-
ligion die happily, and those who are unbelievers die
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happily. John Cotton was probably about right
when he said

Oh, *tis a glorious boon to die—

Tris fovor can’t be prized too high.
When the tarmoils and troubles of life are over it is
aweet to lie down and die, to go to sleep, and leave
our cares and afflictions behind, and it is a horrible
system of religion that makes people believe that
they are to be tortured through an endless eternity
for the mistakes they hav made here.

Christians often die in greater mental agony than
those who are unbelievers. Their aystem of belief
induces this very state of things. They are tanght
to believe that but one in ten is to be saved, if that
many; and as they know their lives hav been full of
faults, they are not sure thatthey are of the small
fractional part who hav been washed clean by Jesus's
blood. There is inevitably an uncertainty about
this which fills them with the keenest torture. The
very reverend Mr. Barnes may be quoted as a case
in point, after preaching fifty years. With the pros-
pect of death before him, he used such language as
thia:

I zee not one ray to disclose to me the reason why sin came
into the world, why the earth is strewn with the dying and
dead, and why man must suffer to all eternity. I hav never
seen g particle of light thrown upon these subjects that hes
given s moment’s ease 1o my tortured mind, nor hav [ an ex-
plapation to offer, nor a thought to suggest, that would be &
relief to you. [ trust other men-—as they profess to do—un-
derstand this better than I do, and thst they hav not the an.
guish of spirit thar [ hav ; but I confese when [ look on & world
of sinners and suflerers, upon death-beds and graveyards, upon
the world of woe, lled with hesrts to suffer forever ; whenl
see my {riends, my parents, my family, my people, my fellow-
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gitizens ; when [ look npou a whole race, all invelved in this
gin and dencer ; when I cee the great mase of them wholly un-
concerned, and when [ feel that Ged only can save them, and
yet ha does not do it I am struck dumb. It is all dark, derk
te my soul, emd I cannot disguise it (Practical Sermouns,
pags 144},

As regards meeting with loss of fortune with
equanimity of mind, religions creeds hav little to do
with it; it masinly depends upon the natural char-
acteristics of the minds of persons meeting with
heavy lossea. Bome place a higher value upon wealth
than others, and are more overwhelmed with grief at
the losa of it. Soma are organized to bear such losses
far more philosophically than others, and Christian
dogmsas hav nothing to do with it. At all events,
Christians seem to place as high a value upon gold
a8 any other people in the world, and it seems to hurt
them as badly to part with it. Anpy superiority which
they possess over other men in this direction is wholly
imsaginare,

[0. Our friend says, * Voltaire shrieked with ter-
ror when his end was approaching.” In making this
statement cur eriend simply repeats a priestly lie.
There i= not a particle of truth in the claim. Vol-
taire never sireked at the approach of desth, but
that priests ssid he did is very likely. They hav
been the suthore of villainona lies without number,
The facts in the case are these: Voltaire never fully
seversd himself from the church, and when he became
advanced in life, ard he theught be was about to
die, he did not wish to be buried #8 an outcast by
the roadside, but rather in **consecrated ground,”
where his grave would be attended to with becom.-
ing respect. To secure this he went throngh the
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form of confession. Buat it is wholly false that he
shrieked at the approsch of death, and our friend
should never ag:in repeat such a falsehood.

11 Aga%n oar friend says, ““ Tom Paine would hay
given worlds h:d he not written the ‘Age of Rea-
aon.”” E{a»rﬁ is another unblushing falsehood. 1t ia
wholly devoid of truth. Paine never expressed a
regret at the approach of death or at any other time
that he had written the “ Age of Reason.” The only
annoyance ke had at the hour of death was that pro.
duced by officions priests who persistently tried to be
present in his room. He repeatedly said he did not
wish their presence and requested them to leave. He
never expressed a regret that he had written the
“ Age of Reason.” If Christians are driven to the
employment of such miserable falsehoods their case
is hopeless indeed. We hav seen two or three per-
sons who knew Thomas Paine when here, and they
were positiv that he never expresssd a regret at a
word he had written. Christians showed Paine great
anfriendliness while living, and they wish to damn
his name with calumoy now that he is dead. Such
is the nature of Christian hate.

By the bye, our friend does not nse Paine’s correct
name; it was Thomas Paine, and not © Tom™ Paine.
It wounld not be very respectful to sapeak of Gladstone
an Bill Gladatone, or Macsulay as Tom Micanlay.

12. Oaur friend thinks a spirit of antagoniam pre.
cludes ns from estimating Christianity at ita true
value. This is not correct. Few persons hav studied
Christianity more closely thap ourselvs, and we yield
to nonpe in the disposition to estimate it fairly. Be.
cause we are not blind to its glaring defects we are
not necessarily inoapable of estimating it.
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13, Iu eonciuson our friend savs, “It is always
aasy, if one is 8o inclined, to take up Glth and dirt™
One who claims a1l the “purity and sobriety” in the
world should not complain if some filth and dirt be
bronght to his door. The faect that filth and dirt are
80 easily found proves that the claim for sobriety
and purcoess is entirely without foundation. A pure
man should not be unwilling to hav his hypooritiesl
associstes ovcasionally shown up. It does not require
silence toward hypoocrits and frauds for gems and
precious stones to bo daly appreciated.

14. The most falee thing about Christianity is its
claims of supernaturalism. Allreligiona which sssume
to be founded upon supernaturalism, upon 8 revela.
tion from heaven, are false; as false, even, as is the
claim that there is 5 harmony between the teachings
of science and the dogmas of Christianity. The
attention of our friend is called to the last published
letter of his own conntryman, the late Charles Dar-
win, than whom s greater and truer man has not
been produced iu his or any other country. The let-
ter was & reply to a young student of Jena who ap-
pealed to him to sertle some doubts upon religious
subjects, and reada as follows:

S lam very busy., [ ag an old man in delicate health,
and hav nol time to auswer your guestions fully, even assnming
that they are capable of being answered at all. Secience and
Christ har rothing to do with each other, except in as far as the
habit of selentific investigation makes & man cautious about ac-
cepling any proofs. Ac far as | am concerned, I do not believe
auy revelation bas ever bean made. With regard to & futurs
life, every wan wust draw his own concinsions from vague and
contradiclory probablides.

Wishing you wed, I remain,  Your obedieut servant,

Down. June 5, 1874, Caarres Darwiw,
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This is the whole truth in a nuwshell, apd if the
wise old philosopher was right, there is notbing in
Christianity worth a groat. He very tersely says,
 Seience and Christ haw nothing to do with each
other,” and 1t 18 gewuing to be pretiy well understood
that the unfailing teachings of science are infinitly
superior to the claims of any supernatural religion.
If the wine Mr. Darwin 18 correct, that no revelation
has ever been mude, the guicker the absurd claims of
Christianity are renounced and men taught 1o look
to the only souree of truth for guidance, the better
for the world.

THE REV. JOHN SMITH RESPONDS.
i\ Brom The Truth Sesker of Nov. 11, 1882.)

This divine live a long way off, a8 it has taken
from ihe 231 of September till now for his response
to our replies to his questions to reach us. And
while be does not bring a formidable array of argu-
ment to back up his positions, we must giv place to
what he has 1o say, and reply to such mistakes he so
easily runs into. Here is his last :

Mg. Emrror: A eopy of Teg Trura Smzgzr, containing
YOUr LEWers fo My $IX questions, was placed in my hand by &
friend from whom I cocasiouslly brrrow Liberal papers. 1
would subscribe for Tew Taura SEEE:m, bul there are two
sericus objections to my doing so.  Hirt, there 18 guite &
sprivkling of articles occasiopally printed 1o ifs eciumns that
border on the obseens; hence, 1 do not thick it would be for
the best to allow children to read it. You will perbaps say
that these articles are taken from & bisdleal standpoint and sre
Bibie language; but there is no excuse {rr you to parade even
Bible quotalions, if they are urfic for children w read. Ob-
scene lapguage is no purer in THE Trure SeEgee than in the
Bible. If you claim the Bible is obscene, why print obscens
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quotations from it in your paper? Do you think it will be any
more beneficial for children to read it in ToE Trura SrExER
than the Bible? I admit that there are passagesin the Bible
that are unfit for children to read until they hav become of
maturity; but pray tell me if Christians tesch their children to
read such passages P 1 do net believe one child in one hundred
knows such passages exist—and, sven then, it probably has
been the work of some Infidel who wishes to cast ridicule on
the Bible.

Another objection to TaE Trure SEEEER is, it demonstrates
too much of the immoeral dootrins of Spiritualism, Of all the
beliefs in the world, that is the most silly, the most ridiculous,
and themost corrnpting. I hav known a great many Spirit-
nalists, and 1 hav seen but few who were moral people, and I
judge from that that Spiritoalism has a tendency to corrupt
society. It causes more insanity and disturbanecs in family af-
fairs—more divorce cases—than any belief that hag ever been
known to man. They teach no teachings that are ennobling or
beneficial to the human {amily; their meetings and seances are
nothing but frauds, cheered on by a lazy crowd of medinms
and spiritusl healers, who hlead the poor dupes of their coin,
and lavgh in their sleeves at the unsophisticated greenness of
people who canpot see through their own superstition. Spirite
usalism (s based on undemonstrable claims. I hav challenged
different mediums to suswer to some tests, doing so for the
purpose of demonstrating the truth or falsity of their claims,
vut I cannot find ope who is willing to stand the test.

Now in regard to your answers to my questions, Tomy
firgt you make some queer remarks. You say : “ That Jesus
onee lived is not & self-evident fact any more than the assertion
that such characters once lived as Aladdin, Sindbad, Crusoe,
and others.”” Why, my dear sir, [ hav never heard it claimed
that they were historical characters; but millions claim that
Jesus was. Is not your comparison rather flimsy, when pagan
and Jewish writers of early date admit that Jesus once lived-—
ves, even learned Infidels admit that he was once a dweller on
this earth ¥ Then, again, you admit there might hav been an
bumble individual who might hav assumed to be the rightful
raler of that country, and was cracified, ete. Bul it would be
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queer if an humble, obscure man was served that way. He
must hav had power and influence to hav incurred the wrath
and jealousy of & king. 1 would like for you to giv some su-
thority for asserting that the Christian chronology was first in.
stituted in the eighth century., As you are a spreader of light,
you should, when making claims, giv the source of vour light
as people do not like ipss divit assertions and olaims,

To my second, you claim that because Brahma, Siva, and
Christna were myths, Christ must hav been. How do you
know that even they were myths? They mught hav been
prominent meu, who were deified after death by their super-
stitious foliowers.

To my third and fourth questious you address the myth ides
to help you out. Infidels uss the myth argnment to help them
out of a hard corner. I suppose you would also claim that
Noah, Abrabam, Sclomon, Phile, Tacitus, and other notabie
historical characters are myths,

Your reply to my sixth guestion 1 admit, after investigation,
iz oorrect. 'Tell was probably a brave man who lived and dled
in Switzeriand, and after death his history has had & great deal
of the mythical attached to it.

In regard to the six questions you hev sabmitted to me, I will
gladiy avail mysell of the opportunity to throw light on some
things that look dark to you.

To your first, I would =sy yes; all the early lathers of the
church—Barnabas, Clement, Hermas, Polycarp, Irensus,
Busebins, and pagsn writers, such as Celsus, Porphyry, B
percr J alian, Hierocles, Eunomius—all testify to Christ, St
Paul, I think you will admit, is testimony that cannot be dise
puted.  Is that sufficient for you ?

To your second, § shall also emphatically say yes, Doss not
3t Paul spesk of Jesus a8 & living man and god? ‘Was not
8t. Paul contemporanecus with Christ?  The four gozpels
must be sceepred as gennin until you can prove different.
They will stand as testimony to Christ.

To your third : It is immaterial whether the gospels were
written by the persons whose names they bear or not.  Does it
make them any the less reliable 7

To vour fourth : Yes. Do not the early fathers who lived
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before the vear 181 make exrensiv gquotations from the gospels?
It will not do o say they copied from oider existing writngs,
for even then it would not prove the gospels false. A copy
can be as true as the original.  Gerostratus, in his apology to
the emperor, Adrian, in the vear 125, refers to the gospels.
Eusebius speaks of Clement's account of the origin of the gos-
pel of Mark; also of the satement of Papias that Matthew
wrote his gospel in Hebrew, 'Thers is other proof which can
be adduced to prove the gospels, or the originals, were in ex-
istance before the year 181,

My reply to vour Bfth question is this: I admit that nearly
all of the degmas and rites of our religion were practiced by pa-
gans. I find some twenty of the early fathers of Christianily
testifying to that fact, directly or indirectly; but, even then,
does that make those dogmasg and ritee any the lesz divine?
The pagans borrowed them from the Jews, and the Jews re-
oeived them from God.

To your sixth I will reply by asking wvou if Christng was g
demi-god or savior? Was he crucified ¥ Did he perform mira.
cles? Was he divinely begotten 7 If so, please giv vour au.
thority for the history and claims of Christna; and we will com-
pare the historical evidences of the two, ard leave it to the
judgment of the readers of Tee Trure Serzsr to decide
whether you can adduce as gond evidsnce in favor of Christna
&8 can be brought forward in favor of the historical Jesus of
Nazareth. If you can do so, plesse doso.  As I am searching
for the truth, and as yourself claims to be a truth geeker, per-
haps I can help you to find it; or, if you hav some truths
which [ am oot versed in, I am not going 1o ignore truth, no
matter where it ¢omes from. The truth is the truth, even if
given or spoken by Satan,  ©Ido not wish you to take this as
somparing you to Sawmn, I do not see why you condemn
Christisuity as it is to-day. 1 admit some over-zealous Chris.
tians of the past hav been a disgrace to the true relizion, but
what nation, religion, or sect of people hav not persecuted?
And right here 1 would lile to ask vou this: Is it not a self-
evident fact that if the Infidels had the power they would per-
secute all who differed from them? All religions hav perse-
cuted more or less; but to-day Christianity is a necessity, sven
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if it was not divine, as it teaches men and women to do right.
Do Christians perssoute now ?  No. Do they teach immoral-
ity? No. Do not Christians build colleges? TYes. Donot
Christians favor equal rights to all ? Yes.  Are not Christian
nations the most civilized? Yes. Then why do you figheit?

Omn the other hand, do Infidels brild colleges ¥ No, What
do they do? Tear down and do not build. I will sdmit that
the more Atheistical some men are, the less they stray from do-
jog right, and it is & mystery to me why it is so, and te me it
is anaccountable why it should be se. 1 know from my ex-
perience with Infidels, I hav always found them honorable and
just men and womon, while again [ hav seen ministers who
were villains., [ kunow seme minizters make unwarrantable at-
tacks on Irfidels, and often misrepresent them in regard to
their morals; but they are over-sealous, and Infidels should nog
judge Christianity by what some of its believers do, but should
search for Christ and be zaved, for good works alone will not
save them.

Search the Bible for truth, pray to God with faith in him,
try to seek for comiort in Jesus, and he will answer you. Yeu
cannot find out God's love and mercy by ridiculing his works,

Hoping you will publish thizs and answer it, | remain yours,

believing in Christ, {Rer.) Joux Surrm,
Hillshoro, Oregon, Gct. 10, 18832,
REPLY.

It will be seen that the reverend gentleman, be.
fore attempting to disprove the answers we had
made to his inguiries, undertakes to arraign Tam
TrRUTH SesRER, oslling it an obscene paper. We are
80rTy to see the gentleman descend to such slander,
and to make the charge without bringing a particle
of proof to sastain it. Every honorable man, when
making such an offsnsiv charge, should justify it by
proof. This the Rev. John Smith does not do. He
is content to denounce the paper a8 obscene without
adducing a single instance where it has been so.
We undertake to say he charges the paper falsely,
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and that it i8 not obscene. It has never published
an obscene article or word, unless, possibly, in quot.
ing parte of the Bible, which is held up to us as
God's word, snd perfect in every particular. It is
placed in every family, in every Sunday-school, be-
fore every child in the land, and we certainly are
entitled to quote correctly from it to show what it
containg. 1f the Hev. John Smith rejscts Tre TruTH
SEEKER secause 1L 18 obscene, how much more should
he rejuct the Bible for the same reason ! If Tax
Trura SEsEER, because it contains some quotations
from tbe Bible, 18 nufit for the children to read, how
mueh more unfit is the Bible itself to be placed in
the hands of children! When the reverend gentle-
man admits the Bible contains peortions unfit for
children to read, why does he not condemn it, castit
aside, or seek to expurgate it of the foul and objec-
tionable festures?

Another objection is that Tame Trure Szexer
“demonstrates too much the immoral doctrins of
Spiritualism.” Wehardly know what the gentleman
means. We are not aware that Taeg Trrriy SEExsR
has made such demonstration as he poiats ont. Nei-
ther are we aware that the doctrins of Spiritualism
are immoral. In many respects they agree closely
with the doctrins of Christianity. Spiritnalists be.
lieve that human beings continue to liv in apirit form
after this life is over. So do Christians, Spiritual-
ista believe that the dead hav the power to commu-
nicate with the living. 8o do Christians, and all
their claims about the spirits of the dead holding
communications with the living are directly upon
this claim. Christians are clearly and distinetly
Spiritualists, and it cannot be successfully denied.
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As 10 the moras of Spiritualisis, we are unable to
say what the Rev. Mr. Smith knowa about them, but
aofar a8 our own experience extends weo must say we
hav found them ss moral, and to lead as good lives
as any other class of people. They teach that man's
candition in the future depends upon his good or
bad conduct here, and there is certainly nothing
very immoral about thst, mor is it a belief calen-
lated to make ope immoral. The statewent that
Spiritualism causes more insanity and {amily dis-
turbances thau any other belief is whoily unproved.
The statistice of the verious insane asylums show
there arc far more cases of insanity csused by a be-
lief in Christianity than by a belief in Spiritual-
ism. While themorality of believers in Spiritualism
formed no part of the questions propounded in our
friend’s interrogatories, we trust he will not be un-
juat, and slander Spiritnalists as being more immoral
than Christians.

1. To recur to the questions under consideration,
our friend objects to our saying that the assertion that
Jeaus ever lived is not & self-evident fact. The
assertion that any person lived does not makeita
self-evident fact. Thousands of characters hav heen
said to hav lived who never did liv; and the sim-
ple assertion that they lived by no means makes it &
self.avident fact or a fact of any kind. Nor does
the belief of milliors that any given character lived
make it in the slightest degree true; and unless
there is other proof to rest the claim upon it
must fall to the ground. Unfortunately, shere is
a great weakness touching the life snd mission of
Jesus. There might hav been a person by the name
of Jesus, but there is no historical confirmation of it.
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first made in the sixth century, was not introduced
into (Gaul till the eighth century, and into England
nearly a gentury later. For authority for this we
refer him to the greatest cyclopedia of the world,
we Eoevelopedia Britanunics, under the article on
“Chronology.” The People’s Cyclopedia, also, says
the Christian era was not generally adopted till the
middle of the fifteenth century.

3. Qur reverend friend sugges s that Brahma,
Siwa, and Christna were real char - men in the
body, not mytha; bat inasmueh 28 uo claim hes ever
been set up that they were corporeal persons—ves,
and as hy the common consent of the literary world
they were myths, we are quite justified in so
regarding them. We regard all as myths who are
beld 1o hav performed wonderful miracles, or, at
least, that part of the claims set up about them is
myhical. Our friend’s slur about Infidels using the
myth argument i8 rather far-fetched, and does not
ameunt vo much. Nothing iz more evertain in the
world than that the literature and religioas claimsof
the past millenniums are replete with myths, and the
Rev. Smith cannot successfully deny it. We do
not claim that Christ was 8 myth because Brahma,
Siva, and Christus were, but because there is much
tuw. 18 myibical in his claims, and becaunse his story
is very imperfectly corroborated. Our frievd does
not go far asiray when he supposes thal such char-
acters as Noab, Abraham, Svlomon, ete., are re-
garded by us as myths. We do not believe that
such persons ever had a real existence. There is no
corroborativ proof that such persous ever lived.
Abrabam was about as close a copy of the Hindoo
Brahma as the names are alike. Max Muller, in ar-
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icle now appearing in an KEnglish magazine, is
show ng how muoch of the Hebrew theclogical story
was borrowed from the Hindoos. He makes astrong
case of it. The Hev. Smith will do well 1o read it.
And again Moses was simply a copy of the Menu of
India, the Menes of Egypt, and the Minos of Greece.
who were all poted law-givers. If there was-
such a wonderful man as Solomon, with his thousand
wives and concubines, with his brilliant coart, with
his magnificent temple, all surpassing in splendor
and richness all the other kings of the earth, it is
wvery singular that nobody else ever knew anything
about it save the writer of Jewish fable. There
were other historians in those days, and who fol.
lowed on closely afterward, including Berosus, of
Chaldea; Herodotus, of Greece; and Diodorus and
Xenophon, of the same country. They seem never
to hav heard of Bolomon and his wonderful glory.
Herodotus made two exteneiv journeys through
Syris, of which Palestine is a part, not long after
the time alinded to ss Solomon’s. He wrote full
histories of what he saw and whst existed, but he
had not a word to say of the riches and glory of
such a person as Solomon, and the only rationsal con
clusion is that no such persen existed. I repeat,
if there was such a man, no other nation or people
ever heard of him. The Bible claim that he should
be more known and honored of all nations than any
other king in the earth is clearly untrue. As to
Philo and Tacitus, there is the clearest proofs that
they existed. The slur that they were myths
amounts to nothing.

4. Itis gratifying that Brother Smith has received
satisfaction on the William Tell subject, and he is
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honorable in acknowledging that additions were
made to the story of Tell after his death, the same
a8 has been done by many others.

5. As our oclerical friend bas no objections to
bring with reference to what we had to say relativ
to the Christian era being fonnded npon the story of
Jesns, though eight huondred years or more after.
being no special truth of the story of Jesus; about
the probability of Jesna and other religivus charac-
ters being myths, of the remarks we made about
Buddhaand Mohammed, it is gratifyingto seethathe
gracefnlly acknowledges the truth of what we said.
If he could hav refuted our remarks he assuredly
would hav attempted it.

6. Upon the subject of the questions which we
put to him he needs a little more light, which we
will cheerfully impart. His replies exbibit a degree
of ignorance hardly pardonable in s clergyman who
assumes to discuss the subjects and to set Infidels
right. To our first question, * Is there any reliable
history about Jesns save what i8 contained in the
four gospels attributed to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and
John; if so, please mame it?” he replies, * Yes, all
the early fathers of the church, Barnahag, Clement,
Hermas, Polyearp, Irenseus, Eusebius, and pagan
writers, such as Celsus, Porphyry, Emperor Julian,
Hierooles, Ennomiuns, all testify of Christ.” Here
is dishonesty or ignorance—and which to place in
advance we scarcely know. Not one of the per-
sons among the Christian fathers named claimed to
ever hav known Jesus, or to hav seen him, and not
one of them attempted to write his history. To
show how weak and dishonest Brother Smith’s posi-
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tions are it is only necessary to inform him that Ire.
nsus did not flonrish till the latter part of thesecond
century, & huudred and fifty years after the time of
Jesus’s death, and Husebius was in the fourth cen-
tury, and knew just as much about the real existence
of Jesus as the Rev. John Smith does himself.
They neither of them attempted to write a history
of Jesus, and had they done so they were so erratic
and nntrath?f=l that their statements would not hav
been entitled 1o or«lit.  The dishonesty, also, of at-
tempting to prove the existence of Jesus by pagan
writers whose main effort was to show that no such
person lived, is particularly weak, and shows to what
straits the defenders of the Jesus story are driven
to make out their case. The very fact that the writ-
ings of Celsus and Porphyry are brought up to prove
Christianity, when the early Christians considered
them so damaging thst they utterly destroyed them,
is in keeping with Christian tactics and fairness.
The fact is there is no history corroborating the four
gospels, and it it positivly certain that they had no
existence till the latter part of the second century.
7. As to Paul, he does not pretend that he ever
saw Jesus in the body, or that he knew personally
anything of Jesus. He wasa warm partisan; he had
seized the story of Jesus, whether mythical or other-
wise, upon which to build up & new system of relig.
ion, which was & very common thing at that time,
the Jewish people abounding in many religious secta.
The probabilities are that Panl was a restless, en-
thusiastic sort of person; that he saw in the story
attributed to Jesus a sufficient basis on whieh to
start & new religion, and he appears to hav been
more the founder of Christianity than Jesus, who
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never established a chuarch, or perfected any kind of
organization. FPaul was an ardent, shrewd man,; but
he never pretended to hav seen Jesus while he lived.
He got up a vision story, but it is so differently told
in different places that uanfortunately it is werthy of
but little eredit. To lug Paulin as 8 writer to show
that Jesus existed, swongly shows the very little real
proof that exists.

8. To our third question—**Is there the slightest
proof that the four gospels attributed to Matthew,
Mark, Luke, and John were written by them ¥ —our
friend makes this singular reply: “ It is immaterial
whether the gospels were written by the persons
whose names they bear or not;” and then he ooolly
asks: * Does it make them any the less reliable P
Well, if this is not yielding the whole subject, we
know not how else to understand it. To say that it
matiers not whether such persons as Matthew, Mark,
Luke, and John had & real existence; to say that four
spurious and unknown persons, & hundred and fifty
years later, who could not know the first thing about
Jesus, undertook to write in the names of persons
they never saw, and to pass themselvs off for persons
whom they were not, is just as good as though the
writers were the persons they pretended to be; that
it is just a8 good to be spurious as genuin, is just as
good, just as reliable as though the entire story were
true, i8 a most astonishing position for a reverend
gentleman to take. He might just as well admit
that the whole Christian story is false and is not
worth a straw. When a clergyman is prepared to
admit that spuriousness is just as good as genuin-
ness, and that falsehood is just as good as truth he
is very far gone; his system has become extremely
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originals of the gospels of Matthew, Mark, Luke,
and Jobn were known previous to the year 181, and
it has not been able to do so.  The fact is, no “orig.
igmal gospel ” hag ever been seen by anybody. They
are all copiesof spurious copies, and no originals of the
now called inspired gospels were ever known. It fonr
ghows the weakness of Christian ¢laimas to exh bit this
fact, bnt fact nevertheless it is. No matter how dam.
aging trnth may be to any pet theories, it should be
brought out.

1 It is gratifyviog to see that cur friend admits
that “nearly all the dogmas and rites of our religion
were practiced by pagans. I find some twenty of
the early fathers of Christianity testifying to that
fact directly or indirectly.” Here our friend has
more candor and fairness than might be looked for.
of the dogmas and rites existed in the pagan world
before the advent of Christianity it clearly follows
that Christianity is not an original system. If thess
wonderful dootrins which are the only hope for the
salvation of the world were known long before
Christianity was gotten up, it certainly did not
require an enormous amount of divine revela-
tion to introduce them into the world. It would
seem unnecessary for a god 1w leave bis happy bome
in heaven to enter a woman’s womb, remaining there
nine months, to pass throngh the stages of in-
fanoy, childhood, youth, and manhood, and then to
ignominiously die upon the cross to tell the world
what they knew all about before. The whole thing
cost more than it came to—{ar more than it is worth.
The fact is, the whole story is extremely silly, and it
is 8 wonder how sensible people can giv credence to
it. The dishonesty of our friend, however, again
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crops out when he tries to make it appear that the
dogmas of Christianity are divine because the Chris.
tians got them from the pagsus, *the pagans bor-
rowed them from the Jews, and the Jews received
them from God.” Thirs is one of the weakest argn-
ments Brother Smith has used. The Jews naver
had the dogmas of the Christian religion, and the
pagans never horrowed anything from the Jews.
This is but a fair specimen of the frivelousness and
falsity of the entire Christian claime, and clearly
shows how little of truth the system has to rest upon.
Max Muller clearly shows that the pagans borrowed
nothing from the Jaws, but that the Jews borrowed
much from paganiem. Paganism isthe real founda-
tion of Christianity, and this cannot be disproved.
11. Ouar friend attempts to reply to our sixth ques-
tion by asking a few questions about Christna. He
asks if he was » demi-god or a savior. We answer,
Yes, he was. He was claimed to hav been begotten
by the god Viehou upon the human virgin Devacki,
or Devanagny.  He asks if he performed miracles.
We answer, Yes; the claim is he performed many
miracles, including raising the dead to life. Ho asks
if he was erumfied. We answer, Yes, or something
very much liks it. He was impaled on a tree by the
river Gapges, and be died for the salvation of
the world. Our friend ecalls for authority of the
Christna story. We refer him to Bir William
Jomes's ““ Asiatic Researches.” Ie scted as judge
for mcre than twenty vears in India, and wrote up
very elaborately what he learned there. The truth.
fnlness of his statements has never been questioned.
We also refer him to the writings of Sir Godirey
Higginsin “Anacalypsis,” to8ir Cockburn Thompson,
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to the writings of Dr. Hang, of Muir, of Max Mal.
ler, and of the French writer, Jacolliot. Is it not
most absurd to claim that the Hindoos borrowed
this story from the Jews? The truth is there is far
stronger proof thay the story of Christna had a
foundation for belief among the Hindoos than that
of Jesur had among the Jews., The Hindoos asc-
vepted the story of Christna, while the Jews wholly
rejected the story of Jesus. That the story of
Christna is many hundreds of years oldier than that
of Jesur 18 proved from Sir Wm. Jones, Dr. Haug,
Max Maller, Sir Cockburn Thompson, Jacolliot, and
others. That he was held to be before the time of
Buddha is clear from the fact that Christoa was the
eighth avatar of Vishuu, while Buddha was the
pinth. Buddha is held to hav been born 625 n.c.
In our belief Christna was a myth, but no more so
than Christ, Their claimes of existence are about
equal; neither has much to stand apon.

12 Onur friend sayse he “ does not see why we con.
demn Christianity as it 18 to-day.” We answer, Be-
cause we believe 1t a false system, founded npon
falge claims, and not the resnlt of divine reve.
lation. We do not believe that God ever begou him-
self upon the person of a little Jew girl, that he was
compelled to take his own life to place himself in an
amiable mood toward his crestures. We do not be-
lieve he ever created man and womsn with passions
and failings which must inevitably lead them astray,
consigning them to an everlasting hell which he
expresaly prepared for them. We totally disbelieve
in snch a hell and such a God. We believe the
whole system is wrong, and that it has led mankind
from the truth instead of to it.
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13. Our friend admits there hav been wvery bad
Christians in the past, but he seems to think they
are better now. True, the world has advanced in
general intelligence, and Christendom has advanoed
with it. But what kind of a perfect system of re-
vealed religion is 1t which changes with the progress
which men makes 7 If it is a perfect, divine system,
is it within the power of fallible man to improve it ?

14. Our friend asks what nation, religion, or sect
hav not persecuted? We answer, the Buddhists,
thongh existing for twenty-five hundred years, now
numbering five hundred millions, hav not perse-
cuted. The Confucians hav not persecuted, though
they hav amounted to many hundreds of millions.
We hav no account that the Therapeuts of Egypt,or
the Essenes of Falestine, ever persecuted, while
Christians hav been most bloody persecutors—hawv
taken more life in the name of rsligion than all
other religions in the world. If persecution and life.
taking are bad marks of a religion, Christianity 1s
by far the worst religion that has ever existed.

15. Our friend asks, “ Is it not a aself.evident fact
that if Infidels had the power they wounld persecute
all who differed from them?” We answer, No, by
no means i#any such thing a self-evident fact. Infi-
dels or Fresthinkers hav never shown any such dis-
position. Lhat thers might be some among them
who would be indigereet under ceriain circumstances
is barely poesible. But it i8 a belief in an angry,
vindietiv, revergeful (zod who leads his followers to
persecute and take hife. They wish to help out their
bloody-minded and cruel (God, hence tney persecute
and take life. *“Those who believe not shall be
damned ” has been the authority for all the holy
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muordering and persecuting Christians hav ever done.
They believe heretics are doomed to hell forever,
and if they can add a littie to that hell here they are
perfectly willing to do so. Freethinkers believe in
no such god and no such hell, hence they do not wish
to persecuts.

16. Our friend asks, “ Do Christians persecute
now ¥’ We answer, Yes, they persecute with all
the power they possess and all they dare to. They
hav persecuted us; they thrust us into a vile prison
for a year on a mere pretex:, but really because we
oppose their views and use arguments against them
which they are unable to answer. They aimed to
destroy cur business and to send us to our grave, but
they failed. We still liv and are able to bear the
testimony of truth against them.

17. Our friend ssks, *“ Do Infidels build colleges
We answer, Yes, so far as they are able. They are
invariably in favor of the general diffasion of science
and education. The Infidel, Stephen Girard, buil
in Philadelpkia one of the finest coilegesin the coun-
try, but the Christians hav been so mean a8 to per-
wert it to uses which he proscribed, and are doing
their best to put it to uses he did not wish. The In.
fidels hav Cornell University in Ithaca in this siate;
it 18 confessedly au lufidel lwstitution.  And now the
Iufidels are talkiug about buildiug another college.
Let nov our friena crow oo loudly against Iufidels
uot favoring colleges.

1%, We are pleased that cur friend hasthe fairness
to 8ay, I will admic the more Atheistical some men
are the less they stray from doing right;” and again
“1 kpow from my experience with Infidels I hav
always found them honorable and just men and
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women, while again I hav seen ministers who were
villaine.” These are words of truth, though our
friend seems to wonder how it can be so. The ex-
planation is, Infidels believe in humanity snd not in
an angry, revengeful God who punishes hia children
for being just what he made them. They believe in
the rise of man ratber tharin his “fall,” and that the
more good he does in the world the better he will be.
He looks to himself and his fellow-men around him
instead of to a mythieal God above the clouds, and
it makes him a better man.

19. Our friend winds up by saying, “Search the
Bible for truth, pray to God with faith in him, try
to seek comfort in Jesns, and he will answer you.”
We shall do nothing of the kind. We do not
believe the Bible is the source of truth. Praying to
God we regard as time thrown away, and believe
that the prayer of effort is the only prayer that brings
answers that amount to anything. We shall not
seek comfort in Jesus, for we do not want the
kind he is supposed to abound in. 'We find no proof
that he knew more or had more comfort than other
people when upon the earth, or that he has very
much increased his stock gince. We do not believe
he will answer us. We tried praying to him daily
and sincerely for nearly twenty.five years, and now
on looking back we cannot remember of his ever
answering us in a single instance. Had we spent
that amount of time in the study of truth it would
hav been vastly better. Weshall search nature for
truth, believing she is the only source of truth.
We are anxious to learn from her and her eternal
laws all we can. She is an unfailing source of truth.
We shall turn from all prevended revelations from in-
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visible unknown gods, and regard them only as
stumbling-blocke, and blind leaders of the biind.
‘We shall ry and do what good we can in the world,
and at least to do our fellow-beings ne harm. We
acknowledge our duty to our fellow-beings and
to ourselves, but acknowledge no duty or allegiance
to invisible gods and dewila. We shall try to make
the world a little better and no wome; we shall
continue to disseminate truth as we uuderstand
it, and according to the best of our abilivy. We
shall try to lead the best life we are able, and abide
the conseguence,

20, Asthe Rev. Smith bas had hia say, as he has given
us the gist of what he has to communicate, we can
hardly expect to hear further from him. Brother

S8mith, good-bye.
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