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of theologians met

A group I
['0o modernize their creed,
W ch held ‘.':’..l! Macg 1swhite, and vet
Mad satisfied their need
e I'-,_"'.ni.-i',l'.}l"]"- earned 1t on
I'heir great-grandmother’s knees,
\ bout predestination and

Flectoral iiv‘l‘lt"'--.

\nguage more ambilguons

) )
[han Latin upside-down,
1

LIl that some are born to sin

[hese learned theologians fonght,
Disputed, argued long

And each one held that he was ri nt,

And all the rest were wrong.

'_\ al it'jI'IIJTTl'i: '[!p;i[ Tlil'l'[!'l'll
Was somewhat out of date.
:if.iui_\' were not all agreed

Just what to renovate

150t .\fu'fJ”H'IT'\.\HIk\\;:'-li,’.‘1.‘-,".‘l-'fl1!l]l".
Mheir ereed did nothing lack:
For '.':.i'lt-:{'-H-‘vl"-;lll"1|.;l"ki~\\ithl',"

[+ now reads ‘“white is black.”

Christianity and Men of Science.

By B. F. Underwood,
I:IJ' -“‘;IHHI.t\' ."‘l‘Ilnll| 'I.illlw- EAVS
that 1t 1s “current in niany cireles

that the | .ilhla__’ il:\'“*li;_’:llﬂ!'.'-‘ in

the llullmill of natural .-t‘if‘llt't- h:l\'v

ween and are opponents of revealed |

eligion and ot
.,

(ils= 18

Christianity; and
regarded as a substantial
irgument in maintaining the propo-
Ation of an irrepressible  confliet
betweern exact seience and Christian
HHH]II}_’} \ \\'I‘H'I-\'lln\\” (;"TIII.'IH
writer, Dr. K. Denuert, Iliir-l'f-t'l‘lﬂl‘\‘
published a brochure in which he
latms, on the strength of statisties,
that this current opinion is a deln-
<ton, and 1s contrary to facts.”

Dr. Dennert says that he has

Liag llll'
<ked “9O(K ’ al ventiste ¢ i
L= K el <0 natural scientists and
representatives ol the medical

Hi"ii'

'Jlli‘

fession  for religious  stand-

"

point

\"-\. lill'llil"‘l“- i'f I}J" Illf'liii'fll

[ession are not necessarily *““in-

estigators 1n the lium.lill of natural

CHCeS, Physicians are supposed

J }1;1‘1- T k?i““]l'il-_‘-' 0] -.(-j| ]||-p!

qally of anatomy and i-}J_\-i-
gv, but some of them have very
Knowledge ever of  these

nees: and only one of a thousand
I, }JG‘[‘}|11[|‘-‘ -|- 0O *-inl-]]lli }a!'

ssed among seientists, nother
which should be noted here is,
medical practitioners and med-
il writers are, for oby 10US reasons.
erally averse to the avowal of

]

elerodox religions views Rarely

an orthodox comimunity does a
Vsician put himself in opposition
e dominant religions sentiment,
ey I'i|\—i~ alls \\i]'l"' VIEWS are
regarded as

This

Ir'a pre fer to  be
lineg to the lar fartl
i {7 ) 1L ‘u‘[]I.IT il T

sclentists,

'ue also of many
\ VY 4as I L\'l.:.x\_n’_ t hose \\'II'!
Ve college and university  profes-

[gist and 5~\‘t'hninm-| all
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sorships, or who hold official posi-

Lions, .]l{""l!' geol -;_'i"-’l‘-
[ 1 10| “']'.[f',;__"l s Lheretore, ]I];ll
[’T' [’!I.'r‘i '.a::,-‘;li ~CLI'e ]u-_"[_'.l.[‘-

mation in the caseof 24.” Hi says
that “227 turned out to be theists”
while “only 17 assumed an indiffer-

ent or irreligious attitunde.” How
many, i f any, accepted Christinnity
s not stated.  Yet the alleged ob
Investigation was to
show that between sclience  and
'}H' “}:l'i*li:lll !i""']";_'\' Hi' re 1= no
I'irh[!ll'r_

Dr. Dennert SAVS that “onlv three

IHIH of Tlul' Jl.li"-l iu l"'ll are l-]‘l:-

nounced anti m |I|-li;|].'.-t- II;IIIIf‘i\"
‘\‘n:_fi. ,||||i ‘\lujl-l'lluit_”

include Haeckel, Buch-
dert? In what list

'yndall,
Why no
ner and Paual
does Dr. Dennert put the names of
Darwin, the great naturalist: Hux
ley, the biologist; .“"'In'-ln<'--r'. the man
of .-_\'1-}'-[}:|-i]|v ]-.nn\\ll-cl;_n:. versed 1n
I]:-Ill_\‘ ‘-l'ir'u!'l“ ',' wes the !I}r‘\"'iiilll-
:l\'li“‘t'(i
Agnosties; all  pronounced unbe-
lievers in the Christian l_iu'nil-}__f.\“_)
Dr. Dennert says that SOMe-
what larger per centage were indii
ferent, but the great majority were
believers in theistic }nl"!lu'iljlt*h_" Of
told,

v].nn-l:f.\‘ 1

the 227 remaining we ar

“many  were ..;;-j.-g."\
their | references: and of at least 90,
or almost one-half, this ean be <aid
with absgolute l‘l‘l'l.‘ii||l_\'_" [t c~cems
that 90 (whiech 15 not

half,” but only two-fifths of 227)
then
Menmay be“chureh-

“almost one-

were  “strictly  churchly in
jrre ferences.”
v in then preferences; ag many
ire, and yet have no belief in the
Christian I}i""]":_:.\'. ”'-tx]r'_\ Was
churchly 1 his preferences, as was

Darwin M. D

not a Chrigtian nor a thest

Conway, though
evern,
I8 BO 1}1'11'1'}-‘"\' Iin his ;»r"ll rences
that he is "}-[u'-lif to the disestab-
[1shment of the English Chureh,
much to the regret of many of his
radical friends,

But the main question 18: Of
the “268 natural scientigts and re-
presentatives of the medical j!lvrl‘l'--

sion,”” whose ¢ I"'li;-f]"“‘ -f;“ui}_uﬂ,lu

Dr. Dennert tried to Ascertain, how
||;;1|;.\ wWere I"‘!F.ii LD he }pl-}:r-'\t-l'- 17

Waus the

numbersosn all that the Doctor was

the Christian ”lr‘fnlla,_'_\‘ 4

ashamed to announce it, and did

he ’F_"I\' I}H' IMjI”!n-I' of real or nomai-

nal theists, and of those who are

‘

‘churchly in their preferences,” in

"l"ll'l' T'itl,\"-I'I ;:?h-llljuu I'rn]“ the

general  unbelief in Christianity

which ;!‘r'\'.iil- drong men f
science?

The pursuit of a noble object
adorns, ennobles, and vivifies

Horace Seaver

FTHURSDAY,

1)

Ruts N

\ilirl ."“l .'..

The Ten Commandments.

By R (. Ingersoll
Some  Christian lawvers—some
eminent and stupid judges—have

said and still say, that the l'en
Commandments are the foundation
of all law,

absurd.

\\'lllillhj_: can be more

iw'i'_'-,i be iore these |( “Ti;?ij.lli‘illll’l:l-

Werte :_'i\'#'li there Wers ('un{r-- |p[' j;|\\-.

n ]!iilji el }‘.\"\']l'. aws .'i;,_'_:iin-I

murder, perjury. larceny, adultry
and fraud Such laws are as old
a8 human as old as the

]
i

society;
ove of life: as old as ll;nilis‘l'}' as
the idea of prosperity; as old as
human love

All of the Ten Commmandments
that are good wer- old: all that
were new are foolish If Jehwovah

had been civilized he would have

1I‘ff ol '!]* tIIIHH..'llllinla-nl_r- .-||n.||[
keeping the Sabbath,and in its place

“Thon

ensglave thy fellowmen.”” He would

wounld have said shalt not
1Ic oue about swear-
ing, and said: “The man shall have
but one wife, and the woman but

one  hushand.” lle would have
left vut the one about graven images,
and in its stead would have said:
“T'hou #halt not wage wars ol exter-
shalt not un-

mination, and thou

sheathe the sword except In self-
defense.”

l] »}"I]lr\'d]l }I.’ili

lhow much ;_-l:llirll-l‘ {i;:' ’]'u”

heen civilized.
Com-

mandments would have bheen,
Connecticut’s New Sunday Law.

A new Sunday law has just gone
Into l'”‘!{" ilj ‘Ifl[lfjil‘TiI'HT. [f [|I'||-
vides that every person who shall

do any secular busines=s or labor,
except works of neeessity or mercey,
or I\;u-i. Opein any ""”I‘- warehouse.
or manulacturing or mechanieal
establishment, or “Xpose any prop-
sale, or ]

erty lor engage 1no any

Sport, hetween 12 o'clock .“".'Lll]l'li'.t.\'
night and 12 o’clock ."";IIIHIH_\' night,
shall be fined not more than $50.
Fhe old law provided for the ob-
servance of the f’:l‘\' lml.\’ from sun-
rigse to sunset, and the maximum
penalty for its violation was $4.
Thus it is evident that the new law
s meant to be much more stringent,

American Sentinel.
Human Reasoning.

By Dr. Ludwig Buchner

As regards the human reason,

which 1s generally considered an

msurmountable  barrier  between

man and animal, 1t 1s, ;ni--"nl'rlil:g 1O
Schaafthausen, only “the result of
a finer and more complete organi-
//'”i"ll," as the human imf’}‘ can

only be regarded a« the finest and
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Imost Illlfll{ expression of animal
organization~—it 18 not a gift of
i'lt--f:i\\i-tj

ht"i\'r'n m;lluH\' on aill

men, nations and times, but the

restilt ol universal human

"'i]l"il'
tion; while even in beasts an ineip-
lent tendencey to all the activities of
the human mind is to be pointed out,
and in a higher lfr‘;.:rr'r’ the nearer
they approach to man: for in the
animal mind, banished to a narrow
sphere; the fundaments] forees of
the mind 1s latent. Thus reason is
“that higher qualification which
ill"“(}i'l‘ti."« from the }:r'n[ml‘[iull:ih‘ de-
velopment and completion of all
our soul’s faculties, to which the
human family has been gradually
matured, and which will conduet it

to ever greater (ntelligence,”
Christianity and Brotherhood

As to the of the
}ll’lr?}jl I‘llllllll |,|' A \\'hil‘h l}]l' giis-

]nl‘tu'|;ll|j;t[in|1

peis  are said to contain, does 1t
require to be ]auin!t-:l out that the

religion there proclaimed is an
essentially exclusive one, granting
salvation to those nll]_\ who will he-
lieve in Jesus, and damning all the
rest; that

at times the

Jesus Liimself exhibited

NArrowest sectarian
spirit; that he made a distinetion
between the Jews and lhn‘l;vntih--&'}
that ne expressly forbade his disei-
ples on one oceasion to preach the
gospel to the Gentiles and Samari-
tans; and that he threatened with
the most dreadlul punishment the
cities that would not accept the
leaching of twelve ignorant fisher-
H. M. Ceeil, “Preudo-Philo-

-n;.'n_\."

e,

Always Ready.

An exchange has a good story of
a devout man who, in the graces
which he was asked to say in the
homes of his }jli‘-[ill:lil:*‘ friends, al-
wavs quoted in his “blessing,” =ome
pas=age of the -t‘ri[.illl"' in which
more or less of the food items then
waiting on the hospitable table are
The

goes that he was one day called

named or alluded to, story
upon for his “grace” at the ample
board upon which were oysters and
clams, which were assumed to have
been rarities, A \\I-ihpi-l' wen taround
the company that at last the bible-
MAN WaAS in

flll}tl

reading ard grateful

the presence of two iteme
which are not named or plainly
referved to in seripture. The devour
guest, nothing daunted, reverently
<aid, “We are grateful to thee, Lord
who didst say, ‘Rejoice, Zebulun
and Issachar, in thy tents; —for
they shall suck of the abundance of
the seas and of treasures hid in the

sand.”—Christian Register,
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